
MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-01

A RESOLUTION REAPPOINTING STEVE CARTER TO THE CITY OF
MODESTO PLANNING COMMISSION

WHEREAS, Section 1102 ofthe Charter of the City of Modesto authorizes the

City Council to appoint members to various Boards and Commissions, and

WHEREAS, the Economic Development Committee met on December 10,2012,

and recommended reappointment of Steve Carter to the Modesto Planning Commission.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT HEREBY RESOLVED by the Council of the City

of Modesto as follows:

SECTION I. Steve Carter is hereby reappointed to the Planning Commission

with a term expiration of January 1,2017.

SECTION 2. The City Clerk is hereby directed to transmit a copy ofthis

resolution to the reappointed member of the Modesto Planning Commission, and the

Secretary thereof.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 8th day ofJanuary, 2013, by Councilmember Cogdill,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Lopez,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

By:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

ATTEST:

SUS A ALCALA WOOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-02

A RESOLUTION REAPPOINTING HANK POLLARD TO THE CITY OF
MODESTO BOARD OF ZONING ADJUSTMENT

WHEREAS, Section 1102 of the Charter of the City ofModesto authorizes the

City Council to appoint members to various Boards and Commissions, and

WHEREAS, the Economic Development Committee met on December 10, 2012,

and recommended reappointment of Hank Pollard to the Modesto Board of Zoning

Adjustment.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT HEREBY RESOLVED by the Council of the City

of Modesto as follows:

SECTION 1. Hank Pollard is hereby reappointed to the Board of Zoning

Adjustment with a term expiration of January 1,2017.

SECTION 2. The City Clerk is hereby directed to transmit a copy of this

resolution to the reappointed member of the Modesto Board of Zoning Adjustment, and

the Secretary thereof.

01l081l3/C&EDD/PKellylItem 3 2013-02



The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 8th day of January, 2013, by Councilmember Cogdill,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Lopez,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

By: ~~~~~~~~~~~_____
SUS ALCALA WOOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-03

A RESOLUTION REAPPOINTING JAYLEN FRENCH TO THE CITY OF
MODESTO BOARD OF ZONING ADJUSTMENT

WHEREAS, Section 1102 of the Charter of the City of Modesto authorizes the

City Council to appoint members to various Boards and Commissions, and

WHEREAS, the Economic Development Committee met on December 10,2012,

and recommended reappointment of Jaylen French to the Modesto Board ofZoning

Adjustment.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT HEREBY RESOLVED by the Council of the City

of Modesto as follows:

SECTION 1. Jaylen French is hereby reappointed to the Board of Zoning

Adjustment with a term expiration ofJanuary 1,2017.

SECTION 2. The City Clerk is hereby directed to transmit a copy of this

resolution to the reappointed member of the Modesto Board of Zoning Adjustment, and

the Secretary thereof.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 8th day of January, 2013, by Councilmember Cogdill,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Lopez,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

ATTEST:

By: ____~~~~--------~-------
SUS ALCALA WOOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-04

A RESOLUTION APPROVING A REQUEST BY THE COUNTY OF
STANISLAUS TO EXPAND THE GEOGRAPHIC BOUNDARIES OF THE
STANISLAUS ENTERPRISE ZONE BY 263.42 ACRES WITHIN ITS
JURISDICTION AND AUTHORIZE THE STANISLAUS ECONOMIC
DEVELOPMENT AND WORKFORCE ALLIANCE, AS THE STANISLAUS
ENTERPRISE ZONE ADMINISTRATOR, TO SUBMIT THE WRITTEN
REQUEST AND REQUIRED DOCUMENTATION TO THE CALIFORNIA
DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING & COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

WHEREAS, the County of Stanislaus currently has an Enterprise Zone that was

established on November 16,2005, and is comprised of 67,508 acres, and

WHEREAS, existing law allows the Stanislaus Enterprise Zone to expand its

geographic boundaries up to a maximum of 15% of the original zone boundaries or

10,126 acres, and

WHEREAS, the Stanislaus Enterprise Zone has previously been awarded six

successful expansions of its geographic boundaries, and currently has an expansion

capacity of approximately 1,416.2 acres, and

WHEREAS, the County of Stanislaus wishes to expand the boundaries of its

Enterprise Zone jurisdiction by approximately 263.42 acres in unincorporated areas to

include 100 acres at Burchell Nursery, 100 acres at Dave Wilson Nursery, and 63.42

acres at Hughson Nut/Cal Almond, and

WHEREAS, land included within the proposed expansion areas is zoned for

industrial or commercial use, and

WHEREAS, basic infrastructure is available to the areas that would be included

in the proposed expansion areas, and

WHEREAS, the County ofStanislaus will provide the same or equivalent local
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incentives in the expansion area as provided to the existing Enterprise Zone jurisdictions,

and

WHEREAS, the County of Stanislaus will submit a written request as required to

the California Department of Housing & Community Development to have its enterprise

zone boundaries expanded,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves a request by the County of Stanislaus to expand the geographic

boundaries of the Stanislaus Enterprise Zone by 263.4 acres to include 100 acres at

Burchell Nursery, 100 acres at Dave Wilson Nursery, and 63.42 acres at Hughson

Nut/Cal Almond.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Stanislaus Economic Development and

Workforce Alliance is hereby authorized to submit the written request and required

documentation to expand the Enterprise Zone to the California Department of Housing

& Community Development.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the City Council

of the City of Modesto held on the 8th day of January, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Burnside, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

By:
-=~~~~~~~~~~~~------
SUSA ALCALA WOOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-05

RESOLUTION APPROVING A WILL SERVE LETTER FOR THE PROPERTY
LOCATED AT 101 E STREET IN WATERFORD, APN: 134-007-078 TO
CONNECT TO THE CITY OF MODESTO'S EXISTING WATER SYSTEM, AND
AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER,TO SIGN THE WILL SERVE LETTER

WHEREAS, on May 22, 2012, the City Council approved a resolution number

2012-203, and

WHEREAS, it amended city ofModesto Municipal Code section 11-1.05 and

Council Policy 5.001 relating to water connection charges and

WHEREAS, it required that the City Manager upon the recommendation of the

Director responsible for utility system planning to request City Council approval for all

extensions of water and sewer services into unincorporated areas.

WHEREAS, the property located at 101 E Street in Waterford is not connected to

City's water system and

WHEREAS, this property is located outside Modesto City limits, and

WHEREAS, City staffhas completed an analysis and determined that it is

reasonable for the City of Modesto to extend water service to this property and

WHEREAS, it has been determined that a sufficient quantity of potable water is

available for normal usage by the proposed development and

WHEREAS, the water connection fees are paid and associated permits be

obtained prior to connecting to the City water system.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves the Will Serve letter for a property located at 101 E Street (APN

134-007-078) in Waterford.
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BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to approve the Will Serve letter.

The foregoing documents were introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 8th day of January, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Burnside,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

By: - __Af!:;,1J1:,~_____c----

SUSA OOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-06

RESOLUTION APPROVING AN OUTSIDE SERVICE AGREEMENT
BETWEEN THE CITY OF MODESTO AND CITY OF WATERFORD FOR
WATER SERVICE FOR THE PROPERTY LOCATED AT 101 E STREET IN
WATERFORD, APN: (134-007-078) AND AUTHORIZING THE CITY
MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO EXCUTE THE AGREEMENT

WHEREAS, the property located at 101 E Street is not connected to City's water

system, and

WHEREAS, this property is located outside Modesto City limits, and

WHEREAS, if it is determined that it is reasonable for the City to extend water

service to this property, and

WHEREAS, it has been determined that a sufficient quantity of potable water is

available for normal usage by the proposed development, and

WHEREAS, the water connection fees will be paid and associated permits be

obtained prior to beginning any on site construction, and

WHEREAS, that the property owner enters into an outside service agreement for

water with the City, as required for water service outside of City limits.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves the outside service agreement for the property located at 101 E

Street in Waterford APN (134-007-078)

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute the agreement.
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The foregoing documents were introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 8th day of January, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Burnside,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

By:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

SUSAN &\ CALA WOOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-07

RESOLUTION AUTHORlZING THE AWARD OF BID FOR THE PRlNTING
AND DELIVERY OF THE UTILITY BILL INSERT FOR THE UTILITY
PLANNING AND PROJECTS DEPARTMENT, TO MAILING U.S.INOTEPADS,
INC., ANAHEIM, CA, FOR A TWO (2) YEAR AGREEMENT WITH THREE (3)
ONE-YEAR EXTENSION OPTIONS AT THE SOLE DISCRETION OF THE
CITY, AND AUTHORlZING THE PURCHASING MANAGER, OR illS
DESIGNEE, TO ISSUE A PURCHASE AGREEMENT FOR AN ESTIMATED
ANNUAL COST OF $24,353, AND OVER FIVE (5) YEARS OF $121,765

WHEREAS, the City Manager authorized the Purchasing Manager to issue fonnal

Request for Bids (RFB) for the printing and delivery of the utility bill insert, and

WHEREAS, the Purchasing Division issued RFB No. 1213-03 Utility Bill Insert

to seventeen (17) prospective bidders, nine (9) of which were local vendors, and posted

the RFB on the City's website, and

WHEREAS, bids were fonnally opened in the City Clerk's Office. Seven (7)

companies choose to respond, four (4) of which were local vendors. All seven (7)

companies provided responsive and responsible bids, and

WHEREAS, based on providing the lowest responsive and responsible bid, City

staff recommends the award of bid for the printing and delivery of the utility bill insert

for the Utility Planning and Projects Department, to Mailing U.S./NotePads, Inc.,

Anaheim, CA, for a two (2) year agreement with three (3) one-year extension options at

the sole discretion of the City, and

WHEREAS, Modesto Municipal Code Section 8-3.203 generally requires all

purchases, which meet or exceed $50,000 for material, equipment or contractual services

to be fonnally bid. The award ofbid for the printing and delivery of the utility bill insert
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for the Utility Planning and Projects Department, to Mailing U.S.lNotePads, Inc.,

Anaheim, CA, conforms to the Modesto Municipal Code, and

WHEREAS, funds are appropriated in Fiscal Year 2012-13 for the printing and

delivery of the utility bill insert in Appropriation Units: 4100-41410-53300,4210-41310-

5330,4480-41210-53300,0100-20180 and 0100-20182

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby authorizes the award of bid for the printing and delivery of the utility bill

insert for the Utility Planning and Projects Department, to Mailing U.S.lNotePads, Inc.,

Anaheim, CA.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Purchasing Manager, or his designee, is

hereby authorized to issue a purchase agreement for an estimated annual cost of$24,353.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 8th day of January, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Burnside, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

By:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

SUS ALCALA WOOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-08

RESOLUTION APPROVING THE EMPLOYMENT DEVELOPMENT
DEPARTMENT (EDD) APPLICATION FOR ELECTIVE COVERAGE OF
DISABILITY INSURANCE FOR EMPLOYEES REPRESENTED BY MODESTO
CITY EMPLOYEES' ASSOCIATION (MCEA); AND AUTHORIZING THE
CITY MANAGER, OR DESIGNEE, TO TAKE THE NECESSARY
ADMINISTRATIVE ACTION TO IMPLEMENT THE AGREEMENT

WHEREAS, the current Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) between the

City of Modesto (CITY) and the Modesto City Employees' Association (MCEA)

includes pending issues to be addressed during the term ofthe contract, and

WHEREAS, MCEA desires to initiate participation in the State Disability

Insurance (SDI) program for employees in the unit, and

WHEREAS, employers may elect coverage through the Disability Insurance

Branch ofthe California Employment Development Department (EDD) by way ofthe

application for elective coverage ofdisability insurance, and

WHEREAS, the CITY agreed to the coordination ofthese benefits so long as

there is no additional financial or administrative cost to the CITY, and

WHEREAS, the Council considered this matter at its meeting of January 8, 2013,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that the Council hereby approves the Employment Development Department (EDD)

application for elective coverage ofdisability insurance for employees represented by the

Modesto City Employees' Association (MCEA); and authorizes the City Manager, or

designee, to take the necessary administrative action to implement the agreement.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 8th day of January, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Burnside,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

ATTEST:

By ~SUS ALCALA WOOD, CIty Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-09

A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE PURCHASING MANAGER TO ISSUE
PURCHASE AGREEMENTS FOR MAINTENANCE CONTRACT/SUPPORT
AGREEMENTS THROUGHOUT FISCAL YEAR 2012-2013 FOR THE SOLE
SOURCE PROCUREMENT OF VARIOUS HARDWARE AND SOFTWARE
MAINTENANCE SUPPORT AGREEMENTS FROM HARDWARE AND
SOFTWARE MANUFACTURERS FOR THE INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY
DEPARTMENT FOR AN ESTMATED ANNUAL COST NOT TO EXCEED
$889,599

WHEREAS, the City has an ongoing need to issue purchase maintenance

contracts/support agreements for hardware and software assets utilized by the City of

Modesto and managed by the Information Technology Department, and

WHEREAS, the expenditures for maintenance contracts/support agreements have

been approved by Council through the budget process, and

WHEREAS, staff requests the Purchasing Manager be authorized to issue

purchase agreements for maintenance contract/support agreements throughout Fiscal

Year 2012-2013 for the sole source procurement of various hardware and software

maintenance support agreements from hardware and software manufacturers for an

estimated budgeted amount not to exceed $889,599,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council ofthe City of Modesto

that it hereby authorizes the Purchasing Manager be authorized to issue purchase

agreements for maintenance contract/support agreements for the sole source procurement

ofvarious hardware and software maintenance support agreements throughout the Fiscal

Year 2012-2013.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 8th day of January, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Burnside,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

ATTEST:

By:~__';(#~~-----:--:--____
SUSAN ALCALA WOOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-10

A RESOLUTION APPROVING AN AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE CITY OF
MODESTO AND OFFICER WILLIAM JONES FOR THE PURCHASE OF
RETIRED CITY OF MODESTO POLICE CANINE, CAIN; AND AUTHORIZING
THE CITY MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO EXECUTE THE AGREEMENT

WHEREAS, the Police Chief for the City of Modesto, from time to time,

officially retires police canines from departmental service, and

WHEREAS, City of Modesto police canine handler, Officer William Jones,

wishes to purchase and assume possession of his assigned canine, Cain, upon the dog's

official retirement, and

WHEREAS, it is necessary to adopt a resolution authorizing the purchase of a

City of Modesto police canine by its assigned handler,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves the agreement between the City of Modesto and Officer Jones for

the purchase of retired police canine, Cain.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute the Agreement.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 8th day of January, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Burnside,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

By
-=S=-U:::S:-:AN-::-:-A:-!~:4l:'-'-'';;:::cO::-O::CD=-,C=ic-ty-A-'-tto-rn-ey-
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-11

A RESOLUTION ACCEPTING THE CALIFORNIA GANG REDUCTION,
INTERVENTION AND PREVENTION (CALGRIP) GRANT, FROM THE
STATE OF CALIFORNIA, BOARD OF STATE AND COMMUNITY
CORRECTIONS, IN THE AMOUNT OF $84,716, FOR PRO.TECT WAKE UP;
AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO EXECUTE
THE NECESSARY GRANT DOCUMENTS

WHEREAS, the City of Modesto Police Department desires to undertake a certain

project designated as Project Wake Up from the California Gang Reduction, Intervention

and Prevention Program (CaIGRIP), from the State of California, Board of State and

Community Corrections (BSCC), and

WHEREAS, the Police Department was awarded a grant in the amount of

$84,716 from BSCC, and

WHEREAS, this grant will use local collaborative efforts to reduce gang activity

through the use ofevidence-based prevention, intervention and suppression activities, and

WHEREAS, the grant requires a 100% match, and

WHEREAS, 20% ofthe grant funds will be given to the Community Based

Organizations Center for Human Services, who has been providing services to Modesto

residents for over 40 years and has presented at Wake Up classes in the past; and the

Modesto Youth Soccer Association to provide recreational soccer league play for

participants, and

WHEREAS, the term of this grant will be from January 1,2013 to December 31,

2014.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby accepts the California Gang Reduction, Intervention and Prevention
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Program grant, from the State of California, Board of State and Community Corrections,

in the amount of$84,716, for Project Wake Up.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute the necessary grant documents.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 8th day of January, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Burnside,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

By:
SUSA
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Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-l2

A RESOLUTION AMENDING THE FISCAL YEAR 2012/2013 MULTI-YEAR
BUDGETS TO REFLECT REVENUE AND EXPENSES, IN THE AMOUNT OF
$84,716, FROM THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA, BOARD OF STATE AND
COMMUNITY CORRECTION, FOR PROJECT WAKE UP

WHEREAS, the Police Department applied for and was awarded a grant in the

sum of$84,716 from the State of Califomia, Board of State and Community Correction

(BSCC) for Project Wake Up, to use local collaborative efforts to reduce gang activity

through the use ofevidence-based prevention, intervention and suppression activities, and

WHEREAS, the grant will provide overtime for officers to partake in the

program, gang awareness brochures, program supplies, training, and an interpreter, and

WHEREAS, this grant will use local collaborative efforts to reduce gang activity

through the use of evidence-based prevention, intervention and suppression activities, and

WHEREAS, there is an in-kind match required of$84,716 for this grant which

will be provided through a part-time Reserve Police Officer position, who will be the

Project Wake Up Coordinator, and a part-time Police Assistant with no additional cost to

the City, and

WHEREAS, 20% ofthe funds received will be given to the Community Based

Organizations Center for Human Services, who has been providing services to Modesto

residents for over 40 years and has presented at Wake Up classes in the past; and

Modesto Youth Soccer Association to provide recreational soccer league play for

participants, and
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WHEREAS, the term of this program will be from January 1,2013 through

December 31,2014,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that the Fiscal Year 2012/2013 Multi-Year Budgets are shown on Exhibit A attached are

hereby amended.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Director of Finance, or her designee, is

hereby authorized to take the necessary steps to implement the provisions of this resolution.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 8th day ofJanuary, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Burnside, was

upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:
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None

None

ATTEST:
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Exhibit A

The Project Wake Up grant allocation for Fiscal Year 2012/2013 Multi-Year Budgets
will be applied to:

Revenues: Increase/(Decrease}

To:
MY-1341-19999-42199-100735
MY-1341-19999-42406-100735

Expenses:

To:
MY-I00735- Appr Unit C
MY-I00735- Appr Unit A
MY-l 00735- Appr Unit C
MY-l 00735- Appr Unit C
MY-100735- Appr Unit C
MY-100735- Appr Unit C
MY-l 00735- Appr Unit C
MY-100735- Appr Unit C
MY-l 00735- Appr Unit C
MY-100735- Appr Unit C
MY-I00735- Appr Unit C

TOTAL:

TOTAL

$ 84,716
$ 84,716

$169,432

$ 84,716
$ 40,176
$ 5,400
$ 3,000
$ 3,116
$ 1,200
$ 2,710
$ 1,420
$ 14,500
$ 11,500
$ 1,694

$169,432

Description

State - Miscellaneous Grants
Modesto In-Kind Contribution

In-Kind: Part-Time Expense
Overtime
Printing and Binding
Promotion Expense
Office Supplies
Conference Expense
Travel-Hotel
Travel-Per Diem
Professional Svcs.
Business Expense
Svcs. City Forces-Interfund



MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-13

RESOLUTION APPROVING THE RELEASE OF FUNDS IN THE AMOUNT OF
$138,694 TO PURCHASE AND REHABILITATE REAL PROPERTY WHICH IS
LOCATED AT 501 FORTUNA AVENUE TO BE CARRIED OUT BY THE
HOUSING AUTHORITY OF THE COUNTY OF STANISLAUS (HACS) AND
AUTHORIZE THE CITY MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO SIGN LOAN
DOCUMENTS AND ALL RELATED CLOSING DOCUMENTS

WHEREAS, on January 26,2012 a Special Council Study/Workshop session was

held to outline a plan to move forward with expending the remaining NSP2 funds in the

NSP2 General Acquisition and Rehabilitation activity, and

WHEREAS, on March 13, 2012, by Resolution 2012-104, Council approved the

updated NSP2 Guidelines which included approving the HACS as the sub-recipient to

expend the remaining NSP2 funds, and

WHEREAS, on September 4,2012, City Council, by Resolution No. 2012-361,

approved a NSP2 Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) with the HACS to expend the

remaining funds budgeted in the NSP2 "General Acquisition and Rehabilitation" activity

to not exceed $2 million, and

WHEREAS, on September 4, 2012, by Resolution No. 2012-362, City Council

approved all "boilerplate" loan agreements for the purchase and rehabilitation of 501

Fortuna Avenue, and

WHEREAS, the CH&CDC sub-committee recommended the property acquisition

and rehabilitation loan for real property located at 501 Fortuna Avenue at its meeting.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves the release offunds in the amount of$138,694 to purchase and
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rehabilitate real property which is located at 501 Fortuna Avenue to be carried out by the

Housing Authority of the County of Stanislaus that City.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is

authorized to execute the required documents for the release of funds.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 8th day of January, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Geer, was

upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Mayor Marsh

None

Muratore

By:
~~~~~~~~~=-~----
SUSANA ALCALA WOOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-14

RESOLUTION APPROVING THE RELEASE OF FUNDS IN THE AMOUNT OF
$185,000 TO PURCHASE AND REHABILITATE REAL PROPERTY WHICH IS
LOCATED AT 1329 DEL VALE AVENUE TO BE CARRIED OUT BY THE
HOUSING AUTHORITY OF THE COUNTY OF STANISLAUS (HACS) AND
AUTHORIZE THE CITY MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO SIGN LOAN
DOCUMENTS AND ALL RELATED CLOSING DOCUMENTS

WHEREAS, on January 26, 2012 a Special Council Study/Workshop session was

held to outline a plan to move forward with expending the remaining NSP2 funds in the

NSP2 General Acquisition and Rehabilitation activity, and

WHEREAS, on March 13,2012, by Resolution 2012-104, Council approved the

updated NSP2 Guidelines which included approving the HACS as the sub-recipient to

expend the remaining NSP2 funds, and

WHEREAS, on September 4,2012, City Council, by Resolution No. 2012-361,

approved a NSP2 Memorandum ofUnderstanding (MOU) with the llACS to expend the

remaining funds budgeted in the NSP2 "General Acquisition and Rehabilitation" activity

to not exceed $2 million, and

WHEREAS, on September 4, 2012, by Resolution No. 2012-362, City Council

approved all "boilerplate" loan agreements for the purchase and rehabilitation of 1329

Del Vale Avenue, and

WHEREAS, the CH&CDC sub-committee recommended the property acquisition

and rehabilitation loan for real property located at 1329 Del Vale Avenue at its meeting.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council ofthe City of Modesto

that it hereby approves the release of funds in the amount of$185,000 to purchase and
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rehabilitate real property which is located at 1329 Del Vale Avenue to be carried out by

the Housing Authority of the County of Stanislaus that City.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is

authorized to execute the required documents for the release of funds.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 8th day of January, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Geer, was

upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES:

NOES:

ABSENT:

(SEAL)

Councilmembers:

Councilmembers:

Councilmembers:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Mayor Marsh

None

Muratore

OOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-15

RESOLUTION APPROVING THE RELEASE OF FUNDS IN THE AMOUNT OF
$132,487 TO PURCHASE AND REHABILITATE REAL PROPERTY WHICH IS
LOCATED AT 2513 GALWAY DRIVE TO BE CARRIED OUT BY THE
HOUSING AUTHORITY OF THE COUNTY OF STANISLAUS (HACS) AND
AUTHORIZE THE CITY MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO SIGN LOAN
DOCUMENTS AND ALL RELATED CLOSING DOCUMENTS

WHEREAS, on January 26, 2012 a Special Council Study/Workshop session was

held to outline a plan to move forward with expending the remaining NSP2 funds in the

NSP2 General Acquisition and Rehabilitation activity, and

WHEREAS, on March 13,2012, by Resolution 2012-104, Council approved the

updated NSP2 Guidelines which included approving the HACS as the sub-recipient to

expend the remaining NSP2 funds, and

WHEREAS, on September 4,2012, City Council, by Resolution No. 2012-361,

approved a NSP2 Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) with the HACS to expend the

remaining funds budgeted in the NSP2 "General Acquisition and Rehabilitation" activity

to not exceed $2 million, and

WHEREAS, on September 4,2012, by Resolution No. 2012-362, City Council

approved all "boilerplate" loan agreements for the purchase and rehabilitation of 2513

Galway Drive, and

WHEREAS, the CH&CDC sub-committee recommended the property acquisition

and rehabilitation loan for real property located at 2513 Galway Drive at its meeting.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves the release of funds in the amount of$132,487 to purchase and
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rehabilitate real property which is located at 2513 Galway Drive to be carried out by the

Housing Authority of the County of Stanislaus that City.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is

authorized to execute the required documents for the release of funds.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 8th day of January, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Geer, was

upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Mayor Marsh

None

Muratore

ATTEST:

By:
~~~~~~~~~~~=-~-----

SUSAN ~ CALA WOOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-16

RESOLUTION APPROVING THE RELEASE OF FUNDS IN THE AMOUNT OF
$160,523 TO PURCHASE AND REHABILITATE REAL PROPERTY WHICH IS
LOCATED AT 2701 JENNIFER DRIVE TO BE CARRIED OUT BY THE
HOUSING AUTHORITY OF THE COUNTY OF STANISLAUS (HACS) AND
AUTHORIZE THE CITY MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO SIGN LOAN
DOCUMENTS AND ALL RELATED CLOSING DOCUMENTS

WHEREAS, on January 26, 2012 a Special Council Study/Workshop session was

held to outline a plan to move forward with expending the remaining NSP2 funds in the

NSP2 General Acquisition and Rehabilitation activity, and

WHEREAS, on March 13,2012, by Resolution 2012-104, Council approved the

updated NSP2 Guidelines which included approving the HACS as the SUb-recipient to

expend the remaining NSP2 funds, and

WHEREAS, on September 4,2012, City Council, by Resolution No. 2012-361,

approved a NSP2 Memorandum ofUnderstanding (MOU) with the HACS to expend the

remaining funds budgeted in the NSP2 "General Acquisition and Rehabilitation" activity

to not exceed $2 million, and

WHEREAS, on September 4,2012, by Resolution No. 2012-362, City Council

approved all "boilerplate" loan agreements for the purchase and rehabilitation of2701

Jennifer Drive, and

WHEREAS, the CH&CDC sub-committee recommended the property acquisition

and rehabilitation loan for real property located at 2701 Jennifer Drive at its meeting.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council ofthe City of Modesto

that it hereby approves the release offunds in the amount of$160,523 to purchase and

01/08120131PRNISHumphries/Item 17 2013-16



rehabilitate real property which is located at 2701 Jennifer Drive to be carried out by the

Housing Authority of the County of Stanislaus that City.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is

authorized to execute the required documents for the release of funds.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 8th day of January, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Geer, was

upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FO
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Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Mayor Marsh

None

Muratore
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-17

RESOLUTION APPROVING THE RELEASE OF FUNDS IN THE AMOUNT OF
$183,778 TO PURCHASE AND REHABILITATE REAL PROPERTY WHICH IS
LOCATED AT 3825 LOUISBURG AVENUE TO BE CARRIED OUT BY THE
HOUSING AUTHORITY OF THE COUNTY OF STANISLAUS (HACS) AND
AUTHORIZE THE CITY MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO SIGN LOAN
DOCUMENTS AND ALL RELATED CLOSING DOCUMENTS

WHEREAS, on January 26, 2012 a Special Council Study/Workshop session was

held to outline a plan to move forward with expending the remaining NSP2 funds in the

NSP2 General Acquisition and Rehabilitation activity, and

WHEREAS, on March 13, 2012, by Resolution 2012-104, Council approved the

updated NSP2 Guidelines which included approving the HACS as the sub-recipient to

expend the remaining NSP2 funds, and

WHEREAS, on September 4, 2012, City Council, by Resolution No. 2012-361,

approved a NSP2 Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) with the HACS to expend the

remaining funds budgeted in the NSP2 "General Acquisition and Rehabilitation" activity

to not exceed $2 million, and

WHEREAS, on September 4,2012, by Resolution No. 2012-362, City Council

approved all "boilerplate" loan agreements for the purchase and rehabilitation of 3825

Louisburg Avenue, and

WHEREAS, the CH&CDC sub-committee recommended the property acquisition

and rehabilitation loan for real property located at 3825 Louisburg Aveuue at its

meeting.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves the release of funds in the amount of$183,778 to purchase and
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rehabilitate real property which is located at 3825 Louisburg Avenue to be carried out by

the Housing Authority of the County of Stanislaus that City.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is

authorized to execute the required documents for the release of funds.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 8th day of January, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Geer, was

upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES:

NOES:

ABSENT:

(SEAL)

Councilmembers:

Councilmembers:

Councilmembers:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Mayor Marsh

None

Muratore

By: ---L~'$L~______
SUSAN ALCALA WOOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-18

RESOLUTION APPROVING THE RELEASE OF FUNDS IN THE AMOUNT OF
$163,281 TO PURCHASE AND REHABILITATE REAL PROPERTY WHICH IS
LOCATED AT 2020 CARVER ROAD TO BE CARRIED OUT BY THE
HOUSING AUTHORITY OF THE COUNTY OF STANISLAUS (HACS) AND
AUTHORIZE THE CITY MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO SIGN LOAN
DOCUMENTS AND ALL RELATED CLOSING DOCUMENTS

WHEREAS, on January 26, 2012 a Special Council Study/Workshop session was

held to outline a plan to move forward with expending the remaining NSP2 funds in the

NSP2 General Acquisition and Rehabilitation activity, and

WHEREAS, on March 13,2012, by Resolution 2012-104, Council approved the

updated NSP2 Guidelines which included approving the HACS as the sub-recipient to

expend the remaining NSP2 funds, and

WHEREAS, on September 4,2012, City Council, by Resolution No. 2012-361,

approved a NSP2 Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) with the HACS to expend the

remaining funds budgeted in the NSP2 "General Acquisition and Rehabilitation" activity

to not exceed $2 million, and

WHEREAS, on September 4,2012, by Resolution No. 2012-362, City Council

approved all "boilerplate" loan agreements for the purchase and rehabilitation of2020

Carver Road, and

WHEREAS, the CH&CDC sub-committee recommended the property acquisition

and rehabilitation loan for real property located at 2020 Carver Road at its meeting.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves the release of funds in the amount of$163,281 to purchase and
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rehabilitate real property which is located at 2020 Carver Road to be carried out by the

Housing Authority of the County of Stanislaus that City.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is

authorized to execute the required documents for the release of funds.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 8th day of January, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Geer, was

upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilrnembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

By:
SUSAN
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Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Mayor Marsh

None

Muratore

ATTEST:
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-19

RESOLUTION APPROVING THE RELEASE OF FUNDS IN THE AMOUNT OF
$157,370 TO PURCHASE AND REHABILITATE REAL PROPERTY WHICH IS
LOCATED AT 3800 CARVER ROAD TO BE CARRIED OUT BY THE
HOUSING AUTHORITY OF THE COUNTY OF STANISLAUS (HACS) AND
AUTHORIZE THE CITY MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO SIGN LOAN
DOCUMENTS AND ALL RELATED CLOSING DOCUMENTS

WHEREAS, on January 26, 2012 a Special Council Study/Workshop session was

held to outline a plan to move forward with expending the remaining NSP2 funds in the

NSP2 General Acquisition and Rehabilitation activity, and

WHEREAS, on March 13, 2012, by Resolution 2012-104, Council approved the

updated NSP2 Guidelines which included approving the HACS as the sub-recipient to

expend the remaining NSP2 funds, and

WHEREAS, on September 4,2012, City Council, by Resolution No. 2012-361,

approved a NSP2 Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) with the HACS to expend the

remaining funds budgeted in the NSP2 "General Acquisition and Rehabilitation" activity

to not exceed $2 million, and

WHEREAS, on September 4,2012, by Resolution No. 2012-362, City Council

approved all "boilerplate" loan agreements for the purchase and rehabilitation of 3800

Carver Road, and

WHEREAS, the CH&CDC sub-committee recommended the property acquisition

and rehabilitation loan for real property located at 3800 Carver Road at its meeting.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves the release of funds in the amount of $157,370 to purchase and
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rehabilitate real property which is located at 3800 Carver Road to be carried out by the

Housing Authority ofthe County of Stanislaus that City.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is

authorized to execute the required documents for the release of funds.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 8th day of January, 20l3, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Geer, was

upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Mayor Marsh

None

Muratore

By: ____~~~~~--______--_____
SUS 1"\ ALCALA WOOD, City Attorney

Ol/0812013IPRNISHumphrieslItem 20 2 2013·19



MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-20

RESOLUTION APPROVING THE RELEASE OF FUNDS IN THE AMOUNT OF
$189,086 TO PURCHASE AND REHABILITATE REAL PROPERTY WHICH IS
LOCATED AT 816 CHALONE DRIVE TO BE CARRIED OUT BY THE
HOUSING AUTHORITY OF THE COUNTY OF STANISLAUS (HACS) AND
AUTHORIZE THE CITY MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO SIGN LOAN
DOCUMENTS AND ALL RELATED CLOSING DOCUMENTS

WHEREAS, on January 26, 2012 a Special Council Study/Workshop session was

held to outline a plan to move forward with expending the remaining NSP2 funds in the

NSP2 General Acquisition and Rehabilitation activity, and

WHEREAS, on March 13,2012, by Resolution 2012-104, Council approved the

updated NSP2 Guidelines which included approving the HACS as the sub-recipient to

expend the remaining NSP2 funds, and

WHEREAS, on September 4,2012, City Council, by Resolution No. 2012-361,

approved a NSP2 Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) with the HACS to expend the

remaining funds budgeted in the NSP2 "General Acquisition and Rehabilitation" activity

to not exceed $2 million, and

WHEREAS, on September 4,2012, by Resolution No. 2012-362, City Council

approved all "boilerplate" loan agreements for the purchase and rehabilitation of 816

Chalone Drive, and

WHEREAS, the CH&CDC sub-committee recommended the property acquisition

and rehabilitation loan for real property located at 816 Chalone Drive at its meeting.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves the release of funds in the amount of $189,086 to purchase and
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rehabilitate real property which is located at 816 Chalone Drive to be carried out by the

Housing Authority of the County of Stanislaus that City.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is

authorized to execute the required documents for the release of funds.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 8th day of January, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Geer, was

upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:
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Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Mayor Marsh

None

Muratore

ATTEST: ~~~~~~~~~~_
erk
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-21

RESOLUTION APPROVING THE RELEASE OF FUNDS IN THE AMOUNT OF
$169,464 TO PURCHASE AND REHABILITATE REAL PROPERTY WHICH IS
LOCATED AT 2006 CODDING DRIVE TO BE CARRIED OUT BY THE
HOUSING AUTHORITY OF THE COUNTY OF STANISLAUS (HACS) AND
AUTHORIZE THE CITY MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO SIGN LOAN
DOCUMENTS AND ALL RELATED CLOSING DOCUMENTS

WHEREAS, on January 26, 2012 a Special Council Study/Workshop session was

held to outline a plan to move forward with expending the remaining NSP2 funds in the

NSP2 General Acquisition and Rehabilitation activity, and

WHEREAS, on March 13,2012, by Resolution 2012-104, Council approved the

updated NSP2 Guidelines which included approving the HACS as the sub-recipient to

expend the remaining NSP2 funds, and

WHEREAS, on September 4,2012, City Council, by Resolution No. 2012-361,

approved a NSP2 Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) with the HACS to expend the

remaining funds budgeted in the NSP2 "General Acquisition and Rehabilitation" activity

to not exceed $2 million, and

WHEREAS, on September 4,2012, by Resolution No. 2012-362, City Council

approved all "boilerplate" loan agreements for the purchase and rehabilitation of 2006

Codding Drive, and

WHEREAS, the CH&CDC sub-committee recommended the property acquisition

and rehabilitation loan for real property located at 2006 Codding Drive at its meeting.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves the release of funds in the amount of$169,464 to purchase and
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rehabilitate real property which is located at 2006 Codding Drive to be carried out by the

Housing Authority of the County of Stanislaus that City.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is

authorized to execute the required documents for the release of funds.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting ofthe Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 8th day of January, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Geer, was

upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:
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Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Mayor Marsh

None

Muratore
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-22

RESOLUTION APPROVING THE RELEASE OF FUNDS IN THE AMOUNT OF
$150,603 TO PURCHASE AND REHABILITATE REAL PROPERTY WHICH IS
LOCATED AT 1925 HUNT AVENUE TO BE CARRIED OUT BY THE
HOUSING AUTHORITY OF THE COUNTY OF STANISLAUS (HACS) AND
AUTHORIZE THE CITY MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO SIGN LOAN
DOCUMENTS AND ALL RELATED CLOSING DOCUMENTS

WHEREAS, on January 26, 2012 a Special Council Study/Workshop session was

held to outline a plan to move forward ""ith expending the remaining NSP2 funds in the

NSP2 General Acquisition and Rehabilitation activity, and

WHEREAS, on March 13, 2012, by Resolution 2012-104, Council approved the

updated NSP2 Guidelines which included approving the HACS as the sub-recipient to

expend the remaining NSP2 funds, and

WHEREAS, on September 4,2012, City Council, by Resolution No. 2012-361,

approved a NSP2 Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) with the HACS to expend the

remaining funds budgeted in the NSP2 "General Acquisition and Rehabilitation" activity

to not exceed $2 million, and

WHEREAS, on September 4, 2012, by Resolution No. 2012-362, City Council

approved all "boilerplate" loan agreements for the purchase and rehabilitation of 1925

HuntAvenue,and

WHEREAS, the CH&CDC sub-committee recommended the property acquisition

and rehabilitation loan for real property located at 1925 Hunt Avenue at its meeting.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves the release of funds in the amount of$150,603 to purchase and
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rehabilitate real property which is located at 1925 Hunt Avenue to be carried out by the

Housing Authority of the County of Stanislaus that City.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is

authorized to execute the required documents for the release of funds.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City ofModesto held on the 8th day of January, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Geer, was

upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:
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Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Mayor Marsh

None

Muratore
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-23

RESOLUTION APPROVING THE RELEASE OF FUNDS IN THE AMOUNT OF
$163,038 TO PURCHASE AND REHABILITATE REAL PROPERTY wrnCH IS
LOCATED AT 3309 OCOTILLO WAY TO BE CARRIED OUT BY THE
HOUSING AUTHORITY OF THE COUNTY OF STANISLAUS (HACS) AND
AUTHORIZE THE CITY MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO SIGN LOAN
DOCUMENTS AND ALL RELATED CLOSING DOCUMENTS

WHEREAS, on January 26, 2012 a Special Council Study/Workshop session was

held to outline a plan to move forward with expending the remaining NSP2 funds in the

NSP2 General Acquisition and Rehabilitation activity, and

WHEREAS, on March 13,2012, by Resolution 2012-104, Council approved the

updated NSP2 Guidelines which included approving the HACS as the snb-recipient to

expend the remaining NSP2 funds, and

WHEREAS, on September 4,2012, City Council, by Resolution No. 2012-361,

approved a NSP2 Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) with the HACS to expend the

remaining funds budgeted in the NSP2 "General Acquisition and Rehabilitation" activity

to not exceed $2 million, and

WHEREAS, on September 4, 2012, by Resolution No. 2012-362, City Council

approved all "boilerplate" loan agreements for the purchase and rehabilitation of 3309

Ocotillo Way, and

WHEREAS, the CH&CDC sub-committee recommended the property acquisition

and rehabilitation loan for real property located at 3309 Ocotillo Way at its meeting.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves the release offunds in the amount of$163,038 to purchase and
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rehabilitate real property which is located at 3309 Ocotillo Way to be carried out by the

Housing Authority of the County of Stanislaus that City.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is

authorized to execute the required documents for the release of funds.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 8th day of January, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Geer, was

upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

By:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Mayor Marsh

None

Muratore

SUS ALCALA WOOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-24

RESOLUTION APPROVING THE RELEASE OF FUNDS IN THE AMOUNT OF
$125,998 TO PURCHASE AND REHABILITATE REAL PROPERTY WHICH IS
LOCATED AT 243 PHOENIX TO BE CARRIED OUT BY THE HOUSING
AUTHORITY OF THE COUNTY OF STANISLAUS (HACS) AND AUTHORIZE
THE CITY MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO SIGN LOAN DOCUMENTS
AND ALL RELATED CLOSING DOCUMENTS

WHEREAS, on January 26, 2012 a Special Council Study/Workshop session was

held to outline a plan to move forward with expending the remaining NSP2 funds in the

NSP2 General Acquisition and Rehabilitation activity, and

WHEREAS, on March 13,2012, by Resolution 2012-104, Council approved the

updated NSP2 Guidelines which included approving the HACS as the sub-recipient to

expend the remaining NSP2 funds, and

WHEREAS, on September 4,2012, City Council, by Resolution No. 2012-361,

approved a NSP2 Memorandum ofUnderstanding (MOU) with the HACS to expend the

remaining funds budgeted in the NSP2 "General Acquisition and Rehabilitation" activity

to not exceed $2 million, and

WHEREAS, on September 4,2012, by Resolution No. 2012-362, City Council

approved all "boilerplate" loan agreements for the purchase and rehabilitation of 243

Phoenix, and

WHEREAS, the CH&CDC sub-committee recommended the property acquisition

and rehabilitation loan for real property located at 243 Phoenix at its meeting.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves the release of funds in the amount of$125,998 to purchase and
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rehabilitate real property which is located at 243 Phoenix to be carried out by the

Housing Authority of the County of Stanislaus that City.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is

authorized to execute the required documents for the release of funds.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 8th day of January, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Geer, was

upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Mayor Marsh

None

Muratore

By: --~I!'r:27!2'l------
SUSAN ALCALA WOOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-25

RESOLUTION APPROVING THE RELEASE OF FUNDS IN THE AMOUNT OF
$181,366 TO PURCHASE AND REHABILITATE REAL PROPERTY WHICH IS
LOCATED AT 2416 STONE CROP LANE TO BE CARRIED OUT BY THE
HOUSING AUTHORITY OJ' THE COUNTY OF STANISLAUS (HACS) AND
AUTHORIZE THE CITY MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO SIGN LOAN
DOCUMENTS AND ALL RELATED CLOSING DOCUMENTS

WHEREAS, on January 26, 2012 a Special Council Study/Workshop session was

held to outline a plan to move forward with expending the remaining NSP2 funds in the

NSP2 General Acquisition and Rehabilitation activity, and

WHEREAS, on March 13,2012, by Resolution 2012-104, Council approved the

updated NSP2 Guidelines which included approving the HACS as the sub-recipient to

expend the remaining NSP2 funds, and

WHEREAS, on September 4, 2012, City Council, by Resolution No. 2012-361,

approved a NSP2 Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) with the HACS to expend the

remaining funds budgeted in the NSP2 "General Acquisition and Rehabilitation" activity

to not exceed $2 million, and

WHEREAS, on September 4,2012, by Resolution No. 2012-362, City Council

approved all "boilerplate" loan agreements for the purchase and rehabilitation of 2416

Stone Crop Lane, and

WHEREAS, the CH&CDC sub-committee recommended the property acquisition

and rehabilitation loan for real property located at 2416 Stone Crop Lane at its meeting.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves the release of funds in the amount of$181,366 to purchase and
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rehabilitate real property which is located at 2416 Stone Crop Lane to be carried out by

the Housing Authority of the County of Stanislaus that City.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is

authorized to execute the required documents for the release of funds.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 8th day of January, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Geer, was

upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Couneilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FO
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Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Mayor Marsh

None

Muratore
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-26

RESOLUTION APPROVING THE RELEASE OF FUNDS IN THE AMOUNT OF
$158,198 TO PURCHASE AND REHABILITATE REAL PROPERTY WHICH IS
LOCATED AT 304 YUBA RIDGE LANE TO BE CARRIED OUT BY THE
HOUSING AUTHORITY OF THE COUNTY OF STANISLAUS (HACS) AND
AUTHORIZE THE CITY MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO SIGN LOAN
DOCUMENTS AND ALL RELATED CLOSING DOCUMENTS

WHEREAS, on January 26,2012 a Special Council Study/Workshop session was

held to outline a plan to move forward with expending the remaining NSP2 funds in the

NSP2 General Acquisition and Rehabilitation activity, and

WHEREAS, on March 13, 2012, by Resolution 2012-104, Council approved the

updated NSP2 Guidelines which included approving the HACS as the sub-recipient to

expend the remaining NSP2 funds, and

WHEREAS, on September 4,2012, City Council, by Resolution No. 2012-361,

approved a NSP2 Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) with the HACS to expend the

remaining funds budgeted in the NSP2 "General Acquisition and Rehabilitation" activity

to not exceed $2 million, and

WHEREAS, on September 4,2012, by Resolution No. 2012-362, City Council

approved all "boilerplate" loan agreements for the purchase and rehabilitation of304

Yuba Ridge Lane, and

WHEREAS, the CH&CDC sub-committee recommended the property acquisition

and rehabilitation loan for real property located at 304 Yuba Ridge Lane at its meeting.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves the release of funds in the amount of $158,198 to purchase and
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rehabilitate real property which is located at 304 Yuba Ridge Lane to be carried out by

the Housing Authority of the County of Stanislaus that City.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is

authorized to execute the required documents for the release of funds.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the g1h day of January, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Geer, was

upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM'
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Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Mayor Marsh

None

Muratore
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-27

RESOLUTION APPROVING AN INCENTIVE-BASED AGREEMENT
EXTENDING THE SERVICES OF SIXEL CONSULTING GROUP, INC. TO
PROVIDE AIR SERVICE DEVELOPMENT EFFORTS TO SECURE
ADDITIONAL AIRLINE SERVICE FOR THE MODESTO CITY-COUNTY
AIRPORT, AND AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE,
TO EXECUTE THE AGREEMENT

WHEREAS, In 2009 the City Council, by Resolution No. 2009-380, approved

entering into an incentive-based agreement with SCG to provide air service development

work for Modesto City-County Airport (MOD), and

WHEREAS, since that time SCG has partnered with the City to attract new air

service, and

WHEREAS, this new Agreement replaces the prior Agreement with SCG and

provides for continuing efforts by SCG on behalfof the City to obtain new air service,

and

WHEREAS, based on SCG's success attracting new air service in other locations,

the City can anticipate increased revenues from existing fees and concessions, and

WHEREAS, SCG will receive $15,000 compensation at the commencement of

this new Agreement, in addition to other fees for specific projects included in the Scope

ofAgreement shown in Exhibit A, and

WHEREAS, SCG will also paid a sum of $2 per each enplaned passenger on new

air service operations at the Modesto City-County Airport (Airport) for a two-year period

as compensation for performing all services, furnishing all staffmg and materials called

for in Exhibit A, and for performing the consultant duties and obligations described in

the attached agreement, and
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WHEREAS, as a term ofthis Agreement with SCG, the City will commit to an

active role in support of airline service development with approximate expenditures of

$21,000 annually over the course of this 36 month Agreement, and

WHEREAS, there is a potential for approximately $243,000 in revenue if SCG is

successful in obtaining new airline services,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves an incentive-based agreement extending the services of Sixel

Consulting Group, Inc. to provide air service development efforts to secure additional

airline service for the Modesto City-County Airport under the terms and conditions stated

in the Agreement for a 36-month period.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute said Agreement.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the Stll day ofJanuary, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Burnside,

was upon roll call carrier and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmember:

NOES: Councilmember:

ABSENT: Councilmember:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

By:
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Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None
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STANDARD AGREEMENT FOR
CONSULTANT SERVICES

THIS AGREEMENT, made and entered into in the City of Modesto, State of

California, this __ day of Au gust, 2012, ("Effective Date") by and between the CITY OF

MODESTO, a municipal corporation of the State of California, hereinafter referred to as "City", and

Sixel Consulting Group, Inc., an Oregon company, hereinafter referred to as "Consultant"

This Agreement is made with regard to the following recitals:

A. The City has determined that air service development work shonld be

prepared for the City.

B. Consultant represents that it is qualified, willing and able to provide

the services to prepare said work.

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of this Agreement, and the mutual promises, covenants,

and stipulations hereinafter contained, the parties agree as follows:

1. SCOPE OF SERVICES.

Consultant shall undertake and complete the preparation of the scope of work as set forth and

described in the documents attached hereto and referred to as Exhibit "A" or "project". The Consultant

shall perform the services as described in Exhibit "An in a manner compatible with the standards of its

profession, and shall prodnce a fully complete project that is acceptable to City.

2. TERM OF AGREEMENT.

This Agreement is effective as of the date first written above and will continue in effect for a

period of thirty-six (36) months unless terminated earlier in accordance with the provisions of the

tennination clause in this Agreement.

City hereby gives Consultant notice to proceed with the preparation of the project in the

manner described in Exhibit "A", as of the Effective Date of this Agreement. Consultant shall diligently
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proceed with the preparation of the project and agrees to complete said preparation within the time

period set forth in Exhibit"A".

3. COMPENSATION.

As this contract replaces a previous contract and the tenns of payment have changed,

Consultant will receive $15,000 at commencement of this contract. In addition, Consultant agrees

to accept a sum of $2 per passenger for a period of twenty-four (24) months, as specified in Exhibit

"A", plus other fees for specific projects as listed in Exhibit "A" as full remuneration for performing

all services and furnishing all staffing and materials called for in Exhibit "AU and for performance by

Consultant of all of its duties and obligations under this Agreement.

4. OBLIGATIONS OF CONSULTANT.

Throughout the term of this Agreement, Consultant shall possess, or secure aU licenses, permits,

qualifications and approvals legally required to conduct business. Consultant warmnts that it has all

of the necessary professional capabilities and experience, as well as all tools, instrumentalities,

facilities and other resources necessary to provide the City with the services contemplated by this

Agreement. Consultant further warrants that it will foHow the best current, generally accepted and

professional practices to make findings, render opinions, prepare factual presentations, and provide

professional advice and recommendations regarding this project.

5. PERFORMANCE BY KEY EMPLOYEE.

Consultant has represented to City that Mark Sixel will be the person primarily responsible for

the performance of the services referred to in this Agreement. City has entered into this Agreement

in reliance on that representation by Consultant. Consultant therefore agrees that thirty-three percent

(33%) or more of the time to be devoted to the project that is the subject of this Agreement will be

that of the above-named person.
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6. OWNERSIDP OF DOCUMENTSmTLE TO DATA.

Ownership of Documeuts

All reports, drawings, designs, graphics, working papers and other incidental work or materials

furnished hereunder shall become and remain the property of the City, and may be used by City as

it may require without any additional cost to City. No reports shall be used by the Consultant for

purposes other than this Agreement without the express prior written consent of City.

Title to Data

If, as a part of the Agreement, Consultant is required to produce data such as, but not limited to,

drawings, plans, specifications, calculations, models, flow diagrams, visual aids and other related

materials, the originals of all such data generated under this Agreement will he delivered to City upon

the completion or termination of services under the contract.

All materials, documents, data or information obtained from the City data files or auy City

medium furnished to Consultant in the performance of this Agreement will at all . times remain the

property of the City. Such data or information may not be used or copied for direct or indirect use by

Consultant after termination of this Agreement without written consent ofthe City.

7. NEWS AND INFORMATION RELEASE.

Consultant agrees that it will not issue any news releases in connection with either the award of

this Agreement, or any subsequent amendment of or efforts under this Agreement, without first obtaining

review and approval of said news releases from City through the City Manager.

8. INTEREST OF CONTRACTOR.

Consultant warrants that it presently has no interest and shall not acquire any interest, direct or

indirect, which would conflict in any manner or degree with the performance of services required to be

performed under this Agreement. Consultant warrants that, in performance of this Agreement, Consultant
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shall not employ any person having any such interest. Consultant agrees to file a Statement of Economic

Interests with the City Clerk at the start and end of this Agreement ifso required at the option of City.

9. AMENDMENTS.

Both parties to this Agreement understand that it may become desirable or necessary during the

execution of this Agreement, for City Or Consultant to modify the scope of services provided for under

this Agreement. Any material extension or change in the scope of work shall be discussed with City and

the cbange and cost shall be memorialized in a written amendment to the original agreement prior to the

performance of the additional work.

Until a change order is so executed, City will not be responsible to pay any charges Consultant

may incur in performing such additional services, and Consultant shall not be required to perform any

such additional services.

10. INDEPENDENT CONTRACTOR.

All acts of the Consultant, its agents, officers, and employees and all others acting on behalf of

Consultant relating to the performance of this Agreement, shall he performed as independent contractors

and not as agents, officers, or employees of City. Consultant, by virtue of this Agreement, has no

authority to bind or incur any obligation on behalf of City. Consultant has no authority or responsibility

to exercise any rights or power vested in the City. No agent, officer, or employee of the City is to be

considered an employee of Consultant. It is understood by both Consultant and City that this Agreement

shall not, under any circumstances, be construed or considered to create an employer-employee

relationship or a joint venture.

Consultant, its agents, officers and employees are, and at all times during the term of this

Agreement shall represent and conduct themselves as, independent contractors and not as employees of

City.
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Consultant sball detennine the method, details and means of perfonning tbe work and services to

be provided by Consultant under this Agreement. Consultant sball be responsible to City only for tbe

requirements and results specified in this Agreement, and, except as expressly provided in this

Agreement, sball not be subjected to City's control with respect to the physical action or activities ofthe

Consultant in fulfillment of this Agreement. Consultant has control over tbe manner and means of

perfonning tbe services under this Agreement. Consultant is pennitted to provide services to others

during tbe same period service is provided to City under this Agreement. If necessary, Consultant has

the responsibility for employing otber persons or firms to assist Consultant in fulfilling the tenns and

obligations under this Agreement.

If in the perfonnance of this Agreement any third persons are employed by Consultant, such

persons shall be entirely and exclusively under tbe direction, supervision, and Control of Consultant. All

tenns of employment including hours, wages, working conditions, discipline, hiring, and discharging or

any other tenn of employment or requirement of law shall be detennined by the Consultant.

It is understood and agreed that as an independent contractor and not an employee of City neither

the Consultant nor Consultant's assigned personnel sball have any entitlement as a City employee, rigbt

to act on behalf of the City in any capacity whatsoever as an agent, or to bind the City to any obligation

whatsoever.

It is further understood and agreed that Consultant must issue W-2 fonns or other fonns as

required by law for income and employment tax purposes for all of Consultant's personnel.

As an independent contractor, Consultant hereby indemnifies and holds City hannless from any

and all claims that may be made against City based upon any contention by any third party that an

employer-employee relationship exists by reason ofthis Agreement.
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11. ASSIGNMENT.

Neither this Agreement nor any portion thereof shall be subcontracted or assigned without the

express prior written consent of the City in each and every instance.

12. PATENT/COPYRIGHT MATERIALS.

Unless otherwise expressly provided in the contract, Consultant shall be solely responsible for

obtaining the right to use any patented or copyrighted materials in the performance of this Agreement.

Consultant shall furnish a warranty of such right to use to City at the request of City.

13. NOTICES.

Any and all notices permitted or required to be given hereunder shaH be deemed duly given and

effective (1) upon actual delivery, if delivery is by hand; or (2) five (5) days after delivery into the

United States mail if delivery is by postage paid registered or certified (return receipt requested) mail.

Each such notice shall be sent to the parties at the address respectively

indicated below or to any other address as the respective parties may designate from time to time.

FOR CONSULTANT:

CITY:

Name:

Address:

Phone:

Mark Sixel

Sixel Consulting Group, Inc.

497 Oakway Rd. Suite 220

Eugene, OR 97401

(541) 341-1601

Name: City ofModesto
Modesto City-County Airport

Address: 617 Airport Way
Modesto, CA 95354

Attention: Airport Manager

Phone: (209) 577-5319
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14. INSURANCE REQUIREMENTS.

The Consultant shall provide at its own expense and maintain at all times the following

insurance with insurance companies licensed in the State of California and shall provide evidence of

such insurance to the City as may be required by the Risk Manager of the City. The policies or

certificates thereof shall provide that, thirty (30) days prior to cancellation or material change in the

policy, notices of same shall be given to the Risk Manager of the City by certified mail, return receipt

requested, for all of the following stated insurance policies.

(a) Workers Compensation- in compliance with the statutes of the State of California, plus

employer's liability with a minimum limit ofliability of$I,OOO,OOO.

(b) General Liability insurance with a minimum limit of liability per occurrence of

$1,000,000 for bodily injury and property damage. IfCommercial General Liability Insurance or other

form with a general aggregate limit is used, either the general aggregate limit shall apply separately to

this project/location or the general aggregate limit shall be twice the required occurrence limit. This

insurance shall indicate on the certificate of insurance the following coverages and indicate the policy

aggregate limit applying to: premises and operations; broad form contractual; independent

consultants and subcontractors; products and completed operations as applicable.

(c) Automobile Liability insurance with a minimum limit of liability per occurrence of

$1,000,000 for bndily injury and property damage. This insurance shall cover any automobile for

bodily injury and property damage.

(d) Professional Liability insurance with a minimum limit of$I,OOO,OOO

per claim and policy aggregate. If coverage is on a claims made basis it shall be maintained for at

least three (3) years following completion of the work.

If at any time any of said policies shall be unsatisfactory to the City, as to form or substance, or

if a company issuing such policy shall be unsatisfactory to the City, the Consultant shall promptly
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obtain a new policy, submit the same to the Risk Manager for approval and submit a certificate thereof

as hereinabove provided. Upon fuilure of the Consultant to furnish, deliver or maintain such insurance

and certificates as above provided; this Agreement, at the election of the City, may be forthwith

declared suspended or terminated. Failure of the Consultant to obtain andlor maintain any required

insurance shall not relieve the Consultant from any liability under this Agreement, nor shall the

insurance requirements be construed to conflict with or otherwise limit the obligations of the

Consultant concerning indemnification. The City, its agent's officers, employees, and volunteers shall

be named as an additional insured on all insurance policies required herein, except Workers

Compensation and Professional Liability. The Workers Compensation insurer shall agree to waive all

rights of subrogation against the City, its agents, officers, employees, and volunteers for losses arising

from work performed by Consultant for the City. The Consultant's insurance policy(ies) shall include

a provision that the coverage is primary as respects the City; shall include no special limitations to

coverage provided to additional insured; and, shall be placed with insurer(s) with acceptable Best's

rating of A:VII or with approval of the Risk Manager. The Consultant must deliver certificates

evidencing existence of the insurance listed above to the City prior to the time the contract is signed.

CONSULTANT shall provide CITY with separate endorsements evidencing proof of the

CITY's additional insured statas as to .bl!1h the general liability and automobile liability

insurance policies. In addition, CONSULTANT shall provide CITY with a Workers

Compensation subrogation waiver by way of a separate endorsement. All endorsements

referenced above must include the applicable policy nnmber.

For any claims related to this project, the CONSULTANT'S insurance coverage shall be

primary insurance as respects the Entity, its officers, officials, employees, and volunteers. Any

insurance or self-insurance maintained by the Entity, its officers, officials, employees, or volunteers
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shall be in excess of the CONSULTANT'S insurance and shall not contribute with it.

15. TERl\flNATION OF AGREEMENT.

City shall have the right to tenninate this contract at any time in its sole discretion, with or

without cause, subject to the rights ofConsultant set forth herein.

In the Event of Termination

If this Agreement is terminated pursuant to this section, Consultant shall cease all its work on the

project as of the termination date and shaH see to it that its employees, subcontractors and agents are

notified of such termination and cease their work. If City so requests, and at City's cost, Consultant

shall provide sufficient oral or written status reports to make City reasonably aware of the status of

Consultant's work on the project. Further, if City so requests, and at City's cost, Consultant shaH

deliver to City any work products whether in draft or final fonn which have been produced to date.

If the Agreement is tenninated pursuant to any of the subsections contained in this section, City

will pay Consultant an amount based on the percentage of work completed on the termination date,

this percentage shall be determined by City in its sole discretion. If the Agreement is terminated

pursuant to the subparagraph entitled Termination by City for Default of Consultant, Consultant

understands and agrees that City may, in City's sole discretion, refuse to pay Consultant for that

portion of Consultant's services which were performed by Consultant on the project prior to the

termination date and which remain unacceptable andlor not useful to City as of the termination date.

16. CERTIFIED PAYROLL REQUIREMENT.

For consultants performing field work on public works contracts on which prevailing wages are

required: The Consultant shall comply with the provisions of Section 1776 of the California Labor

Code, regarding payroll records, and shall require its sub-consultants and subcontractors to comply

with that section as may be required by law.
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17. INDEMNITY.

The Consultant shall hold the City, its agents, officers, employees, and volunteers, harmless

from and save, defend and indemnifY them against any and all claims, losses, liabilities, jUdgments or

damages from every cause, including but not limited to injury to person or property or wrongful

death, including reasonable costs and expenses of defense of any judicial or administrative action,

arising directly or indirectly out of any negligent or intentional act or omission of Consultant, or its

agents, officers, employees, or volunteers relating to or during the performance of its obligations

under this Agreement

Consultant's obligation to defend, indemnifY, and hold the City, its agents, officers, and

employees harmless under the provisions of this paragraph is not limited to or restricted by any

requirement in this Agreement for Consultant to procure and maintain a policy ofassurance.

18. DISPUTE RESOLUTION.

All claims, controversies, or disputes arising out of, or relating to the formation of this Agreement,

or the breach, termination execution, enforcement, interpretation, or validity of this Agreement, including

the deteonination of the scope or applicability of this contract provision shall be determined by binding

arbitration in Modesto, California, by one arbitrator, except as otherwise specified in this Agreement.

The American Arbitration Association shall administer the arbitration under its Arbitration Rules then in

effect, subject to the modifications of those rules contained in this paragraph. This agreement to arbitrate

shall be specifically enforceable under the prevailing law of any court having jurisdiction, and the award

rendered by the arbitrator may be entered in any court having jurisdiction. The appropriate venue for any

arbitration or court proceeding relating to or arising out of this provision shall be in Stanislaus County,

California.

This paragraph is not intended to and does not waive the claim filing requirements fuund in
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California Government Code section 900 et seq. In the event that a timely and legally sufficient,

arbitrable claim is filed by Consultant with City, and the claim is rejected in whole or in part by City, this

paragraph shall result in the conclusive, final, and binding resolution of all the issues presented in the

claim by Consultant so long as any issues presented by the claim are arbitrable. Claims rejected by City

or by operation of law, shall be submitted by Consultant to arbitration pursuant to the Arbitration Rules

of the American Arbitration Association within ninety (90) days after mailing of the ·written rejection by

City to Consultant. Otherwise, the claim or claims shall be deemed waived in their entirety.

The "fast track' rules of the American Arbitration Association shall apply to any claim or

counterclaim less than ONE HUNDRED FIFTY THOUSAND AND 00/100 ($150,000.00) DOLLARS.

In arbitration not proceeding under the "filst track" rules, the arbitrator shall have the power to order that

depositions be taken and other discovery be made. Both City and Consultant shall have the right,

upon written notice, to take no more than three (3) depositions of the other as a matter of right in an

arbitration proceeding under the "fast track" rules.

Whether or not City and Consultant may be engaged in interstate commerce, any controversy or

dispute mentioned above shall be determined by, and the parties shall be bound by, the substantive Jaw of

the State of California, and not the Federal Arbitration Act at 9 USC Section 1 et seq.

The arbitrator may grant any remedy or relief deemed by the arbitrator just and equitable under the

circumstances, whether or not such relief could be awarded in a court of law. The arbitrator shall be

empowered to award monetary sanctions against a party for failure of cooperation in the arbitration. The

arbitrator shall, in written award, allocate all the costs of the arbitration, including the fees of the

arbitrator and the reasonable attorney fees of the prevailing party, against the party who did not prevail.

The prevailing party shall be the party in whose favor the majority of the central issues in the case are

resolved.

Notwithstanding anything in this provision to the contrary, the arbitrator shall have no power to
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award punitive damages or other damages not measured by the party's actual damages (excluding

litigation costs and fees) against any party. This limitation of the arbitrator's powers under this

Agreement shall not operate as an exclusion of the issue of punitive damages from this Agreement to

Arbitrate sufficient to vest jurisdiction in a court with respect to that issue.

Consultant shall include in all subcontracts a specification whereby the subcontractor consents to

being joined in arbitration between City and Consultant involving the work of the subcontractor to be

joined. Consultant's failure to do so shall be a breach ofthis Agreement.

The parties hereby waive any rights provided by Title 92 of the California Code of Civil

Procedure, Section 1296. The arbitrator's award shall be deemed final, conclusive and binding to the

fullest extent allowed by California law.

19. ENTIRE AGREEMENT.

This Agreement and its exhibits contain the entire understanding between Consultant and City.

Additional or new terms contained in this Agreement which vary from Consultant's proposal are

controlling and are deemed accepted by Consultant by shipment of any article or other commencement of

performance hereunder. All previous proposals, offers and communications relative to this Agreement,

whether oral or written, are hereby superseded except to the extent that they have been incorporated into

this Agreement. No future waiver of or exception to any of the terms, conditions, and provisions of this

Agreement shall be considered valid unless specifically agreed to in writing by all the parties.

20. PARTIAL INVALIDITY.

If any provision in this Agreement is held by a court of competent jurisdiction to be invalid, void,

or unenforceable, the remaining provisions shall nevertheless continue in full force without being

impaired or invalidated in any way.

21. WAIVER.

The waiver by any party to this Agreement of a breach of any provision hereof shall be in writing
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and shall not operate or be construed as a waiver of any other or subsequent breach hereof unless

specifically stated in writing.

22. AUDIT.

The City's duly authorized representative shall have access at all reasonable times to all reports,

contract records, contract documents, contract files, and personnel necessary to audit and verifY

Consultant's charges to City under this Agreement.

Consultant agrees to retain reports, records, documents, and. files related to charges under this

Agreement for a period of tour (4) years following the date of final payment for Consultant services.

City's representative shall have the right to reproduce any ofthe aforesaid documents.

23. GOVERNING LAW.

This Agreement shall be governed according to the laws of the State ofCalifornia.

24. HEADINGS NOT CONTROLLING.

Headings used in the Agreement are for reference purposes only and shall not be considered in

construing this Agreement.

25. COMPLIANCE WITH LAWS.

Consultant shall insure compliance with all safety and hourly requirements for employees, in

accordance with federal, state, and county safety and health regulations and laws. Consultant shall fully

comply with all applicable federal, state, and local laws, ordinances, regulations and permits.

26. CITY BUSINESS LICENSE.

Consultant will have a City ofModesto business license.
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the City of Modesto, a municipal corporation, has authorized the

execution of this Agreement in duplicate by its City Manager and attestation by its City Clerk under

authority of Resolution No. _____, adopted by the Council of the City of Modesto on the _day

of_____, 2012, and Consultant has caused this agreement to be duly executed in duplicate as of the

Effective Date.

CITY OF MODESTO,
A municipal corporation

By __________________

GREG NYHOFF, City Manager

ATTEST:

By___________________

STEPHANIE LOPEZ, City Clerk

APPROVED AS TO FORM:
SUSANA ALCALA WOOD, City Attorney

By________________________

ROLAND STEVENS, Assistant City Attorney

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

By_________________________

MARY AKIN, Risk Manager

CONSULTANT,
An Oregon company

MARK SlXEL, President

(Seal)

Consultant' FederallD #74·2800563

* COlporations - signaJure oftwo (2) officers required or one (1)

o.iftcerplus corporatit seal.

Partnership - Signature ofa parmer required

Sale Proprietorship - signallm! ofproprietor require
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Exhibit A, Scope of Agreement

The Modesto City-County Airport ("Airport") and Sixel Consulting Group, Inc. ("Consultant")

agree as follows:

It is the goal of the Airport to secure additional airline service In order to provide increased

competition and secure additional seats and non-stop markets for the community. Consultant seeks to

provide the expertise and devote the time necessary to ensure the success of this goal. The Airport also

seeks to accomplish this goal in a cost effective manner, therefore, Consultant has structured a

proposal to be heavily incentive laden with compensation directly tied to the success of the Consultant

in achieving goals. Therefore, Consultant is assuming a large share of the fInancial risk. Consultant

and Airport agree to the following scope ofwork:

1. Consultant will identiry potential new and incumbent airlines that have the possibility of adding to

existing service or adding new service to the Airport.

2. Consultant will produce air service case studies to be presented to targeted airlines. These case

studies will include, but not be limited to, community background information, economic and

demographic analyses, passenger traffic analyses and comparisons and financial projections.

Consultant will accompany Airport officials, as requested, in the presentation of these materials to

the airlines. Phone calls, e-mails, follow-up information requests and continued dialog with the

Airport and the airlines are included.

3. Consultant will represent the Airport at all Air Service Development Conferences Consultant

attends, such as Jumpstart, Network, etc. and will prepare and present material for such

meetings. Consultant agrees to attend at least one of these specialized conferences each

calendar year of this contract. 10 order to represent Airport, Airport must also register for the

events at which Airport requests Consultant's assistance.
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4. Consnltant sball produce the Airport Traffic Year End - Modesto City-County Airport every

three montbs. One printed copy will also be provided to the Airport for distribution as desired,

as will unlimited digital copies.

5. Coosultant can, as requested by Airport, prepare Department of Transportation Small

Community Air Service Development Grant proposals in eacb year Airport is eligible,

for tbe full term of this agreement.

6. Consultant can, as requested by Airport, prepare and present an air service overview for tbe

community, tbe Airport Board, andior major economic leaders. This presentation will focus on

air service development, airport potential, and tbe current state of the airline industry.

7. Consultant can, as requested by Airport, prepare an airline recruitroent video for presentation at

airline/airport conferences and in one-on-one meetings witb air carriers. This video will be sbot

by Consultant in Modesto, and edited to be between eigbt and ten minutes in lengtb. Consultant

will interview key leaders with respect to their need for additional air service at Airport.

8. Consultant can, as requested by Airport, develop and manage advertising and

marketing campaign(s) to support any new service tbat is introduced.

Under tbis agreement, Consultant will waive standard charges and fees in lieu of a success

fee/incentive program based on Consultant's success in recruiting new and additional air service

to Airport. Charges and fees for tbe following projects will be fully waived:

J. Air Service Development Conferences

2. Airline Presentations at Airline Headqnarters

In exchange for waiving fees for projects listed above: 1) For airlines that

Consultant contacted, provided information, made presentations or otherwise recruited (atarting

with the first day of new service by a new airline currently not serving Airport), Consultant

2. of5



will receive payment in the amount of $2.00 per enplaned passenger on the new service for a

period of twenty-four (24) months from the initiation of service. 2) For expansion of service by

an incumbent airline to a destination without scheduled service at Airport in at least nine of the

previous twelve months from the date ofinitiation of this agreement, that Consultant contacted,

provided information, made presentations or otherwise recruited, Consultant will receive

payment in the amount of $2.00 per enplaned passenger on the new service, as defined above,

at Airport for a period of twenty-four (24) months from the initiation of service. 3) In the event

that an incumbent airline that Consultant contacted, provided information, made presentations or

otherwise recruited, transfers service to another airport (eg: Skywest discontinues service to San

Francisco, but "transfers" that service to Los Angeles), Consultant would receive $2.00 for

enplaned passengers on the "new" route that are in excess of the last three-year monthly average

from the "old" route for a period of twenty-four (24) months from the initial date the service was

transferred. Compensation for enpianements is based on monthly enplanement totals and will be

billed on a monthly basis.

Other projects, not directly associated with the recruitment of additional air service, but

important to the overall health of the air service environment at Airport as detennined by Airport

management, shall be invoiced at significantly discounted rates - i1 most cases at least 50% of

standard Consultant rates. Each of the projects listed below shall be invoiced upon completion, at the

stated rates:

I. Aimort Traffic Year End and access to Aimort Traffic Online. Consultant will provide its

Airport Trqific Year End reports and access to Online databases. Consultant will invoice $1,500

per quarter plus shipping costs for this product.
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2. Small Community Air Service Development Grants. Consultant will prepare Grant proposals

for each year Airport is eligible for the duration of this agreement Consultant shall invoice

$5,000 for each Grant proposal it prepares on behalf of Airport. $2,500 will be invoiced upon

the DOT's issuance of Grant RFP. The remaining $2,500 will be invoiced upon submission of

Airport's proposal.

3. Community Meetings. Consultant can, at Airport's request, deliver presentation at community

meetings. Consultant will invoice $5,000 upon completion of each set of meetings. Consultant

will be available for up to four meetings over a two day period in Modesto. Each additional

meeting beyond four will be invoiced at $250 per meeting. Consultant will also invoice for

reimbursement of applicable travel expenses (including airfare, hotel, and rental car/gas) at

cost plus 10%.

4. Airline Recruitment and Social Media Video. Consultant can, at Airport's request, prepare an Airline

Recruitment and Social Media Video. Consultant will invoice $15,000 for video, upon completion of video

in DVD format. Consultant will also invoice for reimbursement of applicable travel expenses (including

airfare, hotel, and rental car/gas) at cost plus 10%. City will be provided the opportunity to request up to

two edits of video at no additional charge. Edits in excess of the two additional included herein will be

charged an additional fee.

Consultant will invoice for other applicable expenses, incurred while directly working on air service

development projects for Modesto and for printing charges. Specifically, Consultant will invoice for

reimbursement of applicable travel expenses at cost plus 10%.

Travel fees, participation fees, etc. necessary to represent the Airport at Air Service Conferences

(Jumpstart, Network, etc.) are to be allocated to all clients Consultant represents at these Conferences

based on the number of individual airline meetings at which the consultant represents the Airport divided

by the total number of individual airline meetings the Consultant has scheduled at these events, billed at
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cost plus 10%. Applicable expenses include registration fees, airfare, reasonable and necessary hotel, car

rental and gas.

Printing is billed at $1 per color page.

Other tenus ofthis agreement:

1. Success Fee payment provisions will be valid for service begun within twenty-four (24) months

after any airline presentation, beginning June 1,201 I.

3. All travel plans for which Consultant expects reimbursement shall be approved by Airport

representative in advance ofany expenditure.
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-28

RESOLUTION APPROVING THE PLANS AND SPECIFICATIONS FOR THE
2012 SANITARY SEWER COLLECTION SYSTEM REPLACEMENT PROJECT,
ACCEPTING THE BID, AND APPROVING A CONTRACT WITH ROLFE
CONSTRUCTION OF ATWATER, CALIFORNIA IN THE AMOUNT OF
$691,290, AND AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO
EXECUTE THE CONTRACT

WHEREAS, plans and specifications have been prepared for the 2012 Sanitary

Sewer Collection System Replacement project, and City staff recommends approval by

the City Council, and

WHEREAS, the bids received for the 2012 Sanitary Sewer Collection System

Replacement project were opened at II :00 a.m. on December 4, 2012, and later tabulated

by the Director of Utility Planning and Projects for the consideration of the Council, and

WHEREAS, the Director of Utility Planning and Projects has recommendcd that

the bid of$691,290, received from Rolfe Construction ofAtwater, California, be

accepted as the lowest responsible bid and the contract be awarded to Rolfe Construction,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City ofModesto

that it hereby approves the plans and specifications for the 2012 Sanitary Sewer

Collection System Replacement project, accepts the bid, and approves a contract with

Rolfe Construction of Atwater, California in the amount of$691,290.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute the contract.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 8th day of January, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Burnside,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

By: ------~~L-Ur------~-------
SUSA ALCALA WOOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-29

RESOLUTION AMENDING THE FISCAL YEAR 2012-2013 CAPITAL
IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM BUDGET IN THE AMOUNT OF $69,884 TO BE
TRANSFERRED INTO THE PROJECT FROM WASTEWATER FUND
RESERVES IN ORDER TO FULLY FUND CONSTRUCTION, CONTINGENCY,
AND CONSTRUCTION ADMINISTRATION FOR THE 2012 SANITARY
SEWER COLLECTION SYSTEM REPLACEMENT PROJECT

WHEREAS, certain budgetary transactions are necessary in the amount of

$69,884, in order to fund construction, contingency, and construction administration for

the 2012 Sanitary Sewer Collection System Replacement project, and

WHEREAS, the Fiscal Year 2012-2013 Capital Improvement Program Budget

must be amended as shown in Exhibit A, which is incorporated by reference herein,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves the amendment ofthe Fiscal Year 2012-2013 Capital

Improvement Program Budget as shown in Exhibit A.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Director of Finance, or her designee, is

hereby authorized to implement the provisions of this resolution.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 8th day of January, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Burnside,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES:

NOES:

ABSENT:

(SEAL)

By:
SUS

Councilmembers:

Councilmembers:

Councilmembers:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

CALA WOOD, City Attorney
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Exhibit A

Due to the increase ofestimated construction, contingency, and construction
administration costs for CIP Account #100664 "2012 Sanitary Sewer Collection System
Replacement Project", the total project costs need to be increased by $69,884. This
would be done by adjusting Construction by $73,898, Contingency by $1,087,
Construction Administration by $1,587, and EngineeringlDesigniAdministration by
<$6,688>.

To fund the above account, $69,884 will be transferred from Wastewater Fund Reserves
into CIP Project 100664 for the 2012 Sanitary Sewer Collection System Replacement
project.
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-30

RESOLUTION ACCEPTING THE WORK BY CON J FRANKE, INC., FOR THE
"EMERGENCY GENERATORS AT TANK 7, 8 AND WELL 100 PROJECT" AS
COMPLETE, AUTHORIZING THE CITY CLERK TO FILE A NOTICE OF
COMPLETION WITH THE STANISLAUS COUNTY RECORDER UPON
RECEIPT OF APPROVED WARRANTY BOND, AND AUTHORIZING
PAYMENT OF AMOUNTS TOTALING $561,136

WHEREAS, a report has been filed by the Director of Utility Planning and Projects

that the Emergency Generators at Tank 7, 8 and We11100 Project has been completed by Con

J Franke, Inc., in accordance with the contract agreement dated August 3, 2011,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that Emergency Generators at Tank 7,8 and We11100 Project is hereby accepted as

complete from said contractor, Con J Franke, Inc., that the City Clerk is authorized to file

a Notice ofCompletion with the Stanislaus County Recorder upon receipt of approved

Warranty Bond, and that payment of amounts totaling $561,136 is authorized as provided

in the contract.

01l08J2013IUP&PIKOhlsonlItem 30 2013-30



The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 8th day of January, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Burnside,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

By: ~__~-+,~~~~~______~___
SUSAN
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-31

RESOLUTION APPROVING THE PLANS AND SPECIFICATIONS FOR THE
PRIMARY OUTFALL REHABILITATION PROJECT - PHASE III,
ACCEPTING THE BID, AND APPROVING A CONTRACT WITH HPS
MECHANICAL OF BAKERSFIELD, CALIFORNIA IN THE AMOUNT OF
$2,314,670, AND AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE,
TO EXECUTE THE CONTRACT

WHEREAS, plans and specifications have been prepared for the Primary Outfall

Rehabilitation Project - Phase III, and City staff recommends approval by the City

Council, and

WHEREAS, the bids received for the Primary Outfall Rehabilitation Project -

Phase III were opened at 11 :00 a.m. on December 11, 2012, and later tabulated by the

Director of Utility Planning and Projects for the consideration of the Council, and

WHEREAS, the Director of Utility Planning and Projects has recommended that

the bid of$2,314,670 received from HPS Mechanical, Inc. of Bakersfield, California be

accepted as the lowest responsible bid and the contract be awarded to HPS Mechanical,

Inc.,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council ofthe City of Modesto

that it hereby approves the plans and specifications for the Primary Outfall Rehabilitation

Project - Phase III, accepts the bid ofHPS Mechanical, Inc. of Bakersfield, California in

the amount of $2,314,670, and awards HPS Mechanical, Inc. the contract with for the

Primary Outfall Rehabilitation Project - Phase III.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute the contract.

01l08/2013IUP&PlWWong/ltem 32 2013·31



The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 8th day of January, 2013, by Councilmember Burnside,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Gunderson, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FO

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

By: ~~~~~~~~=_~~_____
SUSANA OD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-32

RESOLUTION APPROVING A THIRD AMENDMENT TO AGREEMENT
WITH BROWN AND CALDWELL FOR FINAL DESIGN SERVICES FOR
PRIMARY OUTFALL REHABILITATION PROJECT - PHASE III PROJECT IN
AN AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED $9,542, AND AUTHORIZING THE CITY
MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO EXECUTE THE THIRD AMENDMENT
TO AGREEMENT

WHEREAS, the City of Modesto owns and operates approximately 6.5 miles of

60-inch diameter pipeline that transports primary effluent from the Sutter Avenue

Primary Water Quality Control Plant (Primary Plant) to the Jennings Road Secondary

Plant (Secondary Plant), and

WHEREAS, the existing Primary Outfall Pipeline was constructed in 1969 across

mainly agricuituralland, and

WHEREAS, the condition of the Primary Outfall pipe has deteriorated due to

internal corrosion, and

WHEREAS, the City adopted a Wastewater Master Plan (WWMP) in 2007,

which also identified insufficient capacity in this pipe and called for the rehabilitation of

the Primary Outfall, and

WHEREAS, due to the length of the pipeline, limited construction period, and the

large number ofproperty acquisitions required to perform the work, the project was

divided into three phases, and

WHEREAS, Phase III will rehabilitate the City's Primary Outfall Pipeline at the

Secondary Wastewater Treatment Plant and Primary Wastewater Treatment Plant

including the section under the San Joaquin River, and
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WHEREAS, the project will provide a new structural lining while transforming

the existing gravity pipeline to one that can accommodate projected wastewater flows and

force main pressures, and

WHEREAS, the relining work will consist ofCIPP, P-CIPP, and RPMP slip

lining for approximately 1,059 ft, 600ft, and 2, 139 ft respectively, and

WHEREAS, additional work will include the removal of one cross conuection

between the Primary Outfall and Cannery Segregation Line, a new manhole with

air/vacuum assembly, modifications to an existing junction box and appurtenances, and

the replacement of a junction box with new air/vacuum assembly, and

WHEREAS, Brown and Caldwell (BC) is the consulting design engineer for the

Primary Outfall Rehabilitation Project - Phase III, and was selected for final design

services in 2011, and

WHEREAS, during the course of the Phase III design, BC provided other,

unanticipated design-related tasks, which required an additional level of effort, and

impacted the design schedule, including additional coordination with the state agencies,

revisions to the project specifications, and coordination efforts and additional design

work by BC, between the Primary Outfall Phase III Project and the Phase 2 BNRlTertiary

Treatment project contractor, and

WHEREAS, the overall result of this coordination will ultimately save the City

money during construction, and

WHEREAS, as a result, approval of a third amendment to agreement of$9,542 is

recommended to cover the additional work to the original scope, and
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WHEREAS, staff recommends a Third Amendment to Agreement with BC, as the

City does not have the staffing level or subject matter expertise to perform final design

services for the Phase 2 Tertiary Project, and current workload levels do not provide for

timely in-house solutionsiresponses,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves a Third Amendment to Agreement with Brown and Caldwell for

Final Design Services for Primary Outfall Rehabilitation - Phase III for an amount not to

exceed $9,542.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute the Third Amendment to Agreement.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 8th day of January, 2013, by Councilmember Burnside,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Gunderson, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

By: -----A~~~---------------­
~ ALCALA WOOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-33

RESOLUTION APPROVING AN AGREEMENT WITH BROWN AND
CALDWELL FOR DESIGN SUPPORT DURING CONSTRUCTION FOR
PRIMARY OUTFALL REHABILITATION PROJECT - PHASE III PROJECT IN
AN AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED $111,922 FOR THE IDENTIFIED SCOPE OF
SERVICES, PLUS $11,192 FOR ADDITIONAL SERVICES (IF NEEDED), FOR A
MAXIMUM TOTAL AMOUNT OF $123,114, AND AUTHORIZING THE CITY
MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO EXECUTE THE AGREEMENT

WHEREAS, the City of Modesto owns and operates approximately 6.5 miles of

60-inch diameter pipcline that transports primary effluent from the Sutter Avenue

Primary Water Quality Control Plant (Primary Plant) to the Jennings Road Secondary

Plant (Secondary Plant), and

WHEREAS, the existing Primary Outfall Pipeline was constructed in 1969 across

mainly agricultural land, and

WHEREAS, the condition of the Primary Outfall pipe has deteriorated due to

internal corrosion, and

WHEREAS, the City adopted a Wastewater Master Plan (WWMP) in 2007,

which also identified insufficient capacity in this pipe and called for the rehabilitation of

the Primary Outfall, and

WHEREAS, due to the length of the pipeline, limited construction period, and the

large number ofproperty acquisitions required to perform the work, the project was

divided into three phases, and

WHEREAS, Phase III will rehabilitate the City's Primary Outfall Pipeline at the

Secondary Wastewater Treatment Plant and Primary Wastewater Treatment Plant

including the section under the San Joaquin River, and
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WHEREAS, the project will provide a new structural lining while transforming

the existing gravity pipeline to one that can accommodate projected wastewater flows and

force main pressures, and

WHEREAS, the relining work will consist ofCIPP, P-CIPP, and RPMP slip

lining for approximately 1,059 ft, 600ft, and 2,139 ft respectively, and

WHEREAS, additional work will include the removal of one cross connection

between the Primary Outfall and Cannery Segregation Line, a new manhole with

air/vacuum assembly, modifications to an existing junction box and appurtenances, and

the replacement of a junction box with new air/vacuum assembly, and

WHEREAS, due to the size and complexity of the project, construction support

services are needed to facilitate construction activities, and

WHEREAS, these support services will promote timely and successful

construction ofthe facilities, while also reducing risk to the City, and

WHEREAS, therefore, Engineering Services During Construction (ESDC) work

is being recommended by City staff, and will cover the construction of Primary Outfall

Rehabilitation Project - Phase III, and

WHEREAS, Brown and Caldwell is the consulting design engineer for the

Primary Outfall Rehabilitation Project - Phase III, and was selected for final design

services in 2011, and

WHEREAS, upon successful completion of the design of the project, City staff

requested and received a proposal from Brown and Caldwell for ESDC services, and

WHEREAS, the scope for ESDC includes General technical oversight ofproject

activity, including review of submittals and shop drawings, review and response to
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Requests for Information (RFIs) and change order requests, as-needed technical

observation of construction activities, project start-up and close-out assistance, and As­

built preparation, and

WHEREAS, staff has negotiated the scope and fees with Brown and Caldwell and

believes the costs are reasonable for a project of this size and complexity, and

WHEREAS, based on the City's need for these services and analysis of the

proposed costs, staff is recommending approval of the agreement with Brown and

Caldwell for construction support services of the Primary Outfall Rehabilitation Project­

Phase III, and

WHEREAS, staff recommends an agreement with Brown and Caldwell, as the

City does not have the staffing level or subject matter expertise to perform design support

during construction for the Primary Outfall Rehabilitation Project - Phase III, and current

workload levels do not provide for timely in-house solutions/responses,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves an Agreement with Brown and Caldwell for Design Support

During Construction for Primary Outfall Rehabilitation Project - Phase III for an amount

not to exceed $111,922 for the identified scope of services, plus $11,192 for additional

services (if needed), for a maximum total amount of$123,114.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute the Agreement.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 8th day of January, 2013, by Councilmember Burnside,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Gunderson, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

By: -=:-.:::-;-:~~ll;l~=-=~---:---
SUS 'ALCALA WOOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-34

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE AWARD OF QUOTATION AND
CONTRACT FOR THE PURCHASE AND INSTALLATION OF SYNTHETIC
TURF WITH INFILL TO EMPIRE ASSOCIATES, INC., DBA SPRINTURF,
ATLANTA, GA, AND AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER, OR HIS
DESIGNEE, TO EXECUTE A CONTRACT FOR AN ESTIMATED TOTAL
COST OF $1,005,460.46

WHEREAS, the Parks, Recreation and Neighborhoods Department (PRND)

issued Request For Quotes (RFQ) No. 120612 Synthetic Turf at Mary E. Grogan

Community Park to ten (10) prospective proposers, posted the RFQ on the City's website

and PlanetBids and fonnally advertised as required by law, and

WHEREAS, quotations were received and opened on December 19, 2012. Eight

(8) synthetic turf manufacturers chose to respond, submitting twenty-one (21) responsive

and responsible quotations, and

WHEREAS, based on ranking ofthe synthetic turf product on cost and

perfonnance in relation to base specifications, PRND staff recommends the award of

quotation and contract for the purchase and installation of approximately 286,714 S.F. of

synthetic turf and "Coolfill" infill to Empire Associates, Inc., dba Sprinturt: ofAtlanta,

GA,and

WHEREAS, Modesto Municipal Code Section 8-3.203 generally requires all

purchases, which meet or exceed $50,000 for material, equipment or contractual services

to be fonnally bid. The award ofquotation and contract for the purchase and installation

of approximately 286,714 S.F. of synthetic turf with "Coolfill" infill to Empire

Associates, Inc., dba Sprinturf, of Atlanta, GA, confonns to the Modesto Municipal

Code, and
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WHEREAS, funds are budgeted in Parks CIP Account 100288.PRN.Park

Planning and Development-CON.Construction (Mary E. Grogan Community Park).

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby authorizes the award ofquotation and contract for the purchase and

installation ofapproximately 286,714 S.F. of synthetic turf with infill to Empire

Associates, Inc., dba Sprinturf, ofAtlanta, Gk

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute a contract for an estimated cost of $1,005,460.46.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 8th day of January, 2013, by Councilmember Cogdill,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Lopez,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

01l08l2013IPRNILHoltlItem 33

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-35

RESOLUTION AMENDING THE FISCAL YEAR 2012-2013 OPERATING
BUDGET AND CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM BUDGET IN ORDER
TO TRANSFER CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT
GRANT FUNDS, IN THE AMOUNT OF $150,000, INTO THE MARY E.
GROGAN COMMUNITY PARK PROJECT, AND AUTHORIZING THE
FINANCE DIRECTOR, OR HER DESIGNEE, TO AMEND THE BUDGET

WHEREAS, the City of Modesto received a grant from the California Integrated

Waste Management Board in the amount of$150,000 to purchase and use California

recycled tires in the Mary E. Grogan Community Park project, and

WHEREAS, the City Council, on April 24, 2012, by Resolution No. 2012-153,

awarded the construction contract for the development of Phase I ofthe Mary E. Grogan

Community Park, and

WHEREAS, Mary E. Grogan Community Park will have three (3) synthetic turf

soccer fields and four (4) natural turf soccer fields, and

WHEREAS, the City is now ready to purchase and have installed the synthetic

turf which will utilize California recycled tires for the cushioning infill material, and

WHEREAS, the grant from the California Waste Management Board will help

fund the purchase of California recycled tires to be used for this project.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves an Amendment to the fiscal year 2012-2013 Operating budget and

Capital Improvement Program budget in order to fund the Mary E. Grogan Community

Park project.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Finance Director, or her designee, is

hereby authorized to implement the provisions of this resolution.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 8th day of January, 2013, by Councilmember Cogdill,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Lopez,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

By: ______~~~~--__------__------
SUSA
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-36

A RESOLUTION AMENDING RESOLUTION NOS. 2011-104 AND 2003-446,
ADOPTING INTERIM FEES FOR OUTDOOR DINING ENCROCHMENT
PERMITS, DIRECTING STAFF TO STUDY AND UPDATE THE FEES
SPECIFIED IN THE OUTDOOR DINING ORDINANCE, AND RETURN TO
THE CITY COUNCIL FOR CONSIDERATION

WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of Modesto has adopted various

ordinances and resolutions authorizing the establishment ofdevelopment user fees, and

WHEREAS, a Development User Fee Study was conducted in 2003 by Muni

Financial, a Wildan Company, which recommended an update every five years, and

WHEREAS, the results and recommendations ofthe 2003 Development User Fee

Study were adopted by Resolution No. 2003-446, and

WHEREAS, a Development User Fee Study was conducted in 2008 by Public

Resource Management, and

WHEREAS, on November 23,2009, the Finance Committee considered the 2008

Development User Fee Study and appointed a Comprehensive Fees Task Force for the

purpose of coordinating all development related fee proposals and aligning all fee

structures with the goals and policies of the General Plan and Strategic Plan, and

WHEREAS, the results of the 2011 Development User Fee Study and

recommendations of the Comprehensive Fees Task Force were adopted by Resolution

No. 2011-104, and

WHEREAS, Articles 1 and 2 ofChapter 15 of Title 4 of the Municipal Code

(Outdoor Dining Ordinance) established regulations for outdoor dining in the public-

right-of-way and includes fees for outdoor dining encroachment permits, and
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WHEREAS, the outdoor dining fees were not updated as part of the Development

User Fee Study and the Comprehensive Task force recommendations adopted by

Resolution No. 2011-104, and

WHEREAS, on January 8, 2012, the City Council considered an update to

Outdoor Dining Ordinance that removes all specific fee amounts from the Ordinance,

and

WHEREAS, interim dining encroachment permit fees should be adopted by

resolution, reviewed by staff to ensure the fees align with the goals and policies of the

General Plan and Strategic Plan and reconsidered at a future date by the City Council,

and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby adopts the outdoor dining encroachment permits fees, attached as Exhibit

A.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED by the Council of the City

of Modesto that it hereby directs staff to study and update the fees specified in the

Outdoor Dining Ordinance and return to the City Council for consideration.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 8th day of January, 2013, by Councilmember Burnside,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Geer,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

By: ____~#t~~----~------
SUSA LCALA WOOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO
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Development Fee Schedule
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CITY OF MODESTO

Community and Economic Development Department

Planning Division Fee Schedule
(209) 577-5267

EFFECTIVE JULY 1, 2012 - JUNE 30, 2013

Description Amount

Zoning Actions

poD Zone $ 5,037.00

P-D Amendment (Planning Commission approval) $ 4,232.00

P-D Amendment (Ctty Council approval) $ 5,037.00

Rezone $ 3,419.00

Prezone $ 3A19.00

Development Agreement'"'" $ 5,000.00

Development Agreement Amendment $ 3,956.00

Precise Plan/Preclse Plan Amendment $ 5,037.00

Area Plan $ 4,232.00

Annexation $ 4,896.00

Minor Zoning Actions

Conditional Use Permit with Development $ 4,232.00

Conditional Use Permit without Development $ 1,917.00

Conditional Use Permit in Single-Family Dwelling $ 815.00

Conditional Use Permit, Signs and Cell Facilities $ 1,560.00

Variance $ 2,076.00

Variance for Single-Family Dwelling $ 815.00

Exception $ 2,076.00

Development Plan Review $ 2,792.00

Development Plan Review, minor alterations & cell facilities $ 396.00

Development Plan Review, 2nd story review & kg. Family daycare $ 521.00

Final Development Plan (planning Commission approval) $ 4,232.00

Final Development Plan (Administrative approval) $ 2.192.00

Plot Plan Review (Planning Commission/BZA approval) $ 4,232.00

Minor Plan Revisions $ 396.00

land Division

Tentative Subdivision Map $ 4,232.00

Tentative Parcel Map $ 2,525.00

lot Line Adjustment $ 655.00

General Plan/Specifk Plan

General Plan Amendment $ 5,037.00

Specific Plan Review** $ 10,000.00

Specific Plan Amendment (City Council approval) $ 5,037.00

Specific Plan Amendment (Administrative approval) $ 2,792.00

Environmental Review

Environmental Impact Report** $ 10,000.00

Mitigated Negative Dedaration** $ 5,000.00

Initial Study $ 313.00

Notice of Determination Filing Fees1

Initial Study/Finding of Conformance $ 57.00

Mitigated Negative Declaration

State Department of Fish & Game Fee $ 2,101.50

County Clerk Recorder Fee $ 57.00

Environmental Impact Report

5tate Department of Fish & Game Fee $ 2,919.00

County Clerk Recorder Fee $ 57.00

Miscellaneous

Street/Alley Abandonment $ 5,037.00

Pe' Due at

Application Time of Application

Application Time of Application

Application Time of Application

Application Time of Application

Application Time of Application

Deposit Time of Application

Application Time of Application

Application Time of Application

Application Time of Application

Application Time of Application

Application Time of Application

Application Time of Application

Application Time of Application

Application Time of Application

Application Time of Application

Application Time of Application

Application Time of Application

Application Time of Application

Application Time of Application

Application Time of Application

Application Time of Application

Application Time of Application

Application Time of Application

Application Time of Application

Application Time of Application

Application Time of Application

Application Time of Application

Application Time of Application

Deposit Time of Application

Application Time of Application

Application Time of Application

Deposit Time of Application

Deposit Time of Application

Appfication Time of Application

Application Time of Application

Application Prior to Hearing Date

Application Prior to Hearing Date

Application Prior to Hearing Date

Application Prior to Hearing Date

Application Time of Application



CITY OF MODESTO
Community and Economic Development Department

Planning Division Fee Schedule
(209) 577-5267

EFFECTIVE JULY 1, 2012 - JUNE 30, 2013

Description Amount

Time Extension (Planning Commission/BZA approval) $

TIme Extension (Administrative approval) $

Director Determination (Administrative approval) $
Williamson Act Cancellation $

Appeals of Administrative Decisions $
Referral of Plans to Planning Commission/BZA $
Building Plan Check $

Address Change $
Zoning Verification letter $

Copies, Maps, Subscriptions

Documents

Planning Commission Minutes2 $

Planning Commission Agendasl $
Board of Zoning Adjustment Minutes

2 $

Board of Zoning Adjustment Agendas
2 $

Photocopies of an Official City Document and all other Reports and Documents
2

First Image $

Additional Images $
Maps, Zoning or 8ase2 $

Division Endnotes

AU checks for Notice of Determination Filing Fees must be made out to the Stanislaus County Clerk-Recorder.

Sales tax not induded.

Inflationary Adjustment of 1.30% applies to Development User Fees only.

*"* Time and Materials Fees:

1,230.00

101.00

101.00

1,889.00

354.00

1,033.00

73.00

108.00

55.00

30.00

46.00

20.00

20.00

0.35

0.15

9.00

Po< Due at

Application Time of Application

Application Time of Application

Determination Time of Application

Appfication Time of Application

Appeol TIme of Application

Referraf Time of Application

Plan Check Permit Application

Application Time of Application

Letter Time of Request

Yeor Annually (July 1st)

Year Annually (July 1st)

Year Annually (July 1st)

Yeor Annually (July 1st)

Copy Upon Pick-up

Copy Upon Pick-up

Each Upon Pick-up

1. When multiple entitlement applications are filed for the same project and one or more of the applications is a time and materials fee, then the entire project shaH
be treated as a time and materials project for fee purposes.

2. When deposited funds drop below 50% of the initial deposit amount, then additional funds shaH be required to be deposited in an amount to be determined by the
Director. This requirement may be waived by the Director jf it is detennined that additional funds are not needed to complete the entitlements or the
entitlements are inactive.

3. Once the project is completed, withdrawn or returned, the applicant shall be returned the balance of any remaining unused funds.

Concurrent Processing:
When two or more entitlement applications related to a single development proposal on the same parcel are submitted Simultaneously, the application fees shall
be the highest fee plus half of the fees for the remaining applicatiOns (exclUSive of CEQA processing fees).

Refunds (Non Time and Materials Fees):
1. If an application is withdrawn or returned before it is deemed complete or within two weeks of submittal, whichever occurs first, then the applicant shall be

entitled to a full refund.
2. If an application is withdrawn or returned after the initial period described above, but no later than six months after submittal and prior to scheduling for a

hearing or an administrative decision, then the applicant shall be refunded half of the application fees submitted.
3. After six months from application submittal, oronce an application has been scheduled for a public hearing or administrative decision, whichever occurs first,

no refunds shall be given.

Authority to determine fee when none exists:
If an application is made for an entitlement where no fee has been established, then the Director shall determine the appropriate fee based on the adopted fees for
similar entitlements requiring a similar process or amount of staff time.



CITY OF MODESTO

Community and Economic Development Department

Building Safety Division Fee Schedule
(209) 577-5232

EFFEC1lVEJULY 1, 2012 -JUNE 30, 2013

Description

RESIDENTIAL FEES

Custom Residential Dwelling including Duplex {includes MPE}

Small Residential Units including granny flats up to 1,300 sf

Dwellings up to 5,000 sf

Dwellings 5,000 sf or greater

Residential Dwelling ~ Tract Homes (includes MPE)

Master Plan Review per Development

Production Home

Residential Additions, Remodels, Minor Improvements and Repairs

Additions less than or equal to 500 sf (includes MPE)

Additions> 500 sf (includes MPE)

Residential Remodel- No structural review needed (includes MPE)

Improvements: Decks, Patio Enclosures and Covers, Carports, Covered Porch, etc.

Accessory Buildings: 120 to 500 sf (> 500 sf, see Garage)

Garage

Re-Roofing

Mobile Home Installation (Park Installation and permanent foundation)

COMMERCIAL FEES

New Construction (includes MPE)

New Building without Interior Improvements (Shell)

New Building with Interior Improvements

Apartment/Condo

Hotel/Motel

Commerical Additions

Up to 3,000 sf (Includes MPE)

Greater than 3,000 sf (includes MPE)

CommerCial Remodels, Tenant Improvements, Minor Improvements and Repairs

Tenant Improvement 500 to 3,000 sf (includes MPE)

Tenant Improvement> 3,000 sf (includes MPE)

Minor Improvements and Remodels: Decks, Awnings, Single interior partition and

demising walls, tenant improvements up to SOD sf

Accessory Buildings less than or equal to 500 sf (> 500 sf, see Garage)

Garage (up to 720 sf and no occupancy)

Re-Roofing

Amount

$ 1,936.00

$ 2,837.00

$ 2,837.00

$ 2,068.00

$ 1,908.00

$ 1,511.00

$ 2,029.00

$ 703.00

$ 395.00

$ 521.00

$ 760.00

$ 279.00

$ 531.00

$ 4,600.00

$ 14,693.00

$ 4,614.00

$ 27,448.00

$ 2,140.00

$ 2,140.00

$ 1,585.00

$ 1,930.00

$ 1,061.00

$ 521.00

$ 1,027.00

$ 445.00

Pe, Due at

Permit Time of Application

Permit Time of Application

Deposit Time of Application

Review Time of Application

Each Time of Application

Permit Time of Application

Deposit Time of Application

Permit Time of Application

Permit Time of Application

Permit Time of AppHcation

Permit Time of Application

Permit Time of Application

Permit Time of Application

Deposit Time of Application

Deposit Time of Application

Deposit Time of Application

Deposit Time of Application

Permit Time of App!ication

Deposit Time of Application

Permit Time of Application

Deposit Time of Application

Permit Time of AppHcation

Permit Time of Application

Permit Time of Application

Permit Time of Application



Description

Accessibility Review

ADA eBC Chapter 11 Accessibility Review

CITY OF MODESTO

Community and Economic Development Department

Building Safety Division Fee Schedule
(209) 577-5232

EFFECTIVE JULY 1, 2012 -JUNE 30,2013

Amount

$ 185.00

Certified Access SpeCialist Review and Inspection $ 91.00

Admin Processing Fee $ 32.00

MISCELLANEOUS FEES

Mechanical Plumbing Electrical

Mechanical Plumbing Electrical - Minor! $ 192.00

Water Heater Replacement $ 111.00

Mechanical Plumbing Electrical - Commercial/Industrial $ 814.00

Electrical Photovoltaic - Residential $ 265.00

Electrical Photovoltaic - Commercial $ 875.00

Miscellaneous

Demolition $ 240.00

Signs (AU types) $ 255.00

Swimming Pools (All types) $ 438.00

Vacant Building Registration (NPU) $ 206.00

Minimum Fee Permitl $ 192.00

Hourly Rates'J

Inspection $ 172.00

Plan Review (Non-Structural) $ 185.00

Plan Review (Structural) $ 203.00

General Plan Maintenance Recovery $ 0.26

Green Building Standards Fee

$1 ~ 25,000 Permit Valuation $ 1.00

$25,001 - 50,000 Permit Valuation $ 2.00

$50,001- 75,000 Permit Valuation $ 3.00

$75,001-100,000 Permit Valuation $ 4.00

Every $25,000 or fraction thereof above $100,000 Permit Valuation $ 1.00

Strong Motion Tax - Cammerical $ 0.00021

Strong Motion Tax - Residential $ 0.00010

P., Due at

Hour Permit Issuance

Hour Permit Issuance

Review Permit Issuance

Permit Time of Application

Permit Time of Application

Permit Time of Application

Permit Time of Application

Deposit Time of Application

Permit Time ofApplication

Permit Time of Application

PermTt nme of Applicatlon

Application Time of Application

Permit Time of Application

Hour Prior to Final

Haur Permit Issuance

Hour Permit Issuance

$1,0000/
Time of Application

Valuation

Permit Permit Issuance

Permit Permit Issuance

Permit Permit Issuance

Permit Permit Issuance

Permit Permit Issuance

Permit Valuation Permit Issuance

Permit Valuation Permit Issuance

Mechanical Plumbing E!ectrial - Minor: This fee includes, but is not limited to, HVAC replacements and new systems, plumbing repaks and ma'tntenance, electrical circuitry
for new lighting and electrical outlets, service changes and similar projects in residential and small commercial applications. large commercial systems, such as boilers and
advanced mechanical systems, will be assessed at the Mechanical Plumbing Electrical - Commercial/Industrial category.

Minimum Fee Permit: This fee was established to provide the Building Safety DIviSion flexibility in assisting citizens, contractors, deSigners and developers with code
compliance prior to issuance of a project permit and still recover the cost associated with this service. It is a non-refundable fee and includes, but is not limited to, one-stop
inspection, code consultation, re-inspection fee and small projects that do not fit in the fee schedule.

Per Hour Charges: At the discretion of the Chief Building Official and/or the Community and Economic Development Director, an hourly charge
may be applied to provide additional service not already covered by the original pennit. It is it nOn1efundable fee and includes, but is not limited
to, Plan Review for reviSions of approved plans, unscheduled or out of sequence inspections, after hours inpsections and re-inspections.



Description

Residential

Single-Family

Multi-Family

Senior Housing

Non-Residential
Hotel/Motel

Retail

<50,000 square feet

50,000 - 100,000 square feet

100,000 - 300,000 square feet

>300,000 square feet

Medical Office

General Office

Hospital

Daycare

Church

Nursing Home

Industrial

Manufacturing

Warehousing

Sphere of Influence Residential
Single-Family

Multi-Family

Senior Housing

Sphere of Influence Non~Residential

Hotel/Motel

Retail

<50,000 square feet

50,000 -100,000 square feet

100,000 - 300,000 square feet

>300,000 square feet

Medica! Office

General Office

Hospital

Daycare

Church

Nursing Home

Industrial

Manufacturing

Warehousing

CITY OF MODESTO

Community and Economic Development Department

Infrastructure Financing Programs

Capital Facilities Fee Schedule
(209) 577-5211

EFFECTIVE JULY 1, 2012 - JUNE 30, 2013

Amount

S 14,066.00

S 9,476.00

S 8,725.00

S 3,767.00

S 10,305.00

S 8,627.00

S 7,354.00

S 6,887.00

S 13,202.00

S 6,744.00

S 9,434.00

S 5,544.00

S 1,776.00

S 2,248.00

S 2,643.00

S 1,951.00

S 8,445.00

S 5,952.00

S 3,954.00

S 3,522.00

S 10,048.00

S 8,367.00

S 7,093.00

S 6,627.00

S 12,777.00

S 6,257.00

S 8,951.00

S 5,050.00

S 1,215.00

S 1,709.00

S 2,435.00

S 1,739.00

Due at

Dwelling Unit Permit Issuance

Dwelling Unit Permit issuance

Dwelling Unit Permit issuance

Room Permit Issuance

1,000 sf Permit Issuance

1,0005j Permit Issuance

1,000sj Permit Issuance

1,0005j Permit Issuance

1,0005j Permit Issuance

1,000sj Permit Issuance

1,0005j Permit Issuance

1,0005j Permit Issuance

1,0005j Permit Issuance

1,000sj Permit Issuance

1,000sj Permit Issuance

l,OOOsj Permit Issuance

Dwelling Unit Permit Issuance

Dwelling Unit Permit Issuance

Dwelling Unit Permit Issuance

Room Permit issuance

1,000sj Permit issuance

l,OOOsj Permit Issuance

1,000 sf Permit Issuance

1,0005/ Permit Issuance

1,000sj Permit Issuance

1,000sj Permit Issuance

1,0005j Permit Issuance

1,000sj Permit Issuance

1,000sj Permit Issuance

1,000sj Permit Issuance

1,000sj Permit Issuance

l,Ooosj Permit Issuance



CITY OF MOOESTO
Community and Economic Development Department

Infrastructure Financing Programs
(209) 577-5211

EFFECTIVE JULY 1, 2012 - JUNE 30,2013

Description Amount

Community Facilities Districts (In General)
Formation of Community Facilities District"' $ 64,500.00
Annexation into Existing Community Facilities District"' $ 9,500.00

Deferral Agreements 1

Commercial, Industria! and Multi..famHy Deferrals
Administrative Fee $ 250.00
Title Report Fee $ 500.00
Release of Uen

1
$ 12.00

Wastewater Capacity Charge Deferral for Exisitng Single-Family Dwellings
Administrative Fee $ 250.00
Title Report Fee $ 75.00
Release of lien<- $ 1UJO

Existing Residential Past Paid Unconnected Sewer Charge Deferrals
Administrative Fee $ 250.00
Title Report Fee $ 75.00
Release of lien

2
$ 12.00

Po< Due at

Deposit Time of Application
Deposit Time of Application

Agreement Time of Application
Title Report Time of Application

Release Prior to Release

Agreement Time of Application
Title Report Time of Application

Release Prior to Release

Agreement Time of Application
Title Report Time of Application

Release Prior to Release

l Deferred Payment Agreements are an elective deferral of Capital Facilities Fees, Water Connection Fees and/or Wastewater Capacity Fees. Fees listed are charged fo
the initiation and administration of Deferred Payment Agreements.

2 Charged by the Stanislaus County Oerk Recorder's Office.



Description

CITY OF MODESTO

Community and Economic Development Department

Infrastructure Financing Programs

Community Facilities District No. 1996-1 (Village One)
(209) 577·5211

Amount

EFFEQIVE JULY 1, 2012 THROUGH JUNE 30, 2013

One-Time Facilities Special Tax (Annexed Properties)!
Esta Estates Subdivision $ 19,705.69
Lawson's Twenty Subdivision $ 13,321.89
ViUagio Subdivision $ 16,029.90

One-Time Facilities Special Tax {Non-Annexed PropertiesJ~
Formation

Village Residential $ 61,386.33
Village Low~Densjty Residential $ 40,90$.77
Multi-Family Residential $ 159,827.14
Commercial $ 180,103.32
Industrial $ 84,617.50

Annexation # 2
Village Residential $ 62,587.06
Village low-Density Residential $ 41,842.51
Multi-Family Residential $ 162,286.08
Commercial $ 183,756.61
Industrial $ 86,050.29

All Other Annexations
Village Residential $ 62.159.50
Village Low-Density Residential $ 41,972.37
Multi-Family Residential $ 162,447.88
Commercial $ 184,401.68
Industrial $ 86,358.98

Annual Maintenance Taxl

Developed Property
Very Low Density Residential $ 238.99
Village Residential $ 238.99
Multi-Family Residential $ 155.16
Commercial $ 838.17
Industrial $ 838.17

Undeveloped Property
Very low Density Residential $ 119.51
Village Residential $ 119.51
Multi-Family Residential $ 77.59
Commercial $ 838.17
Industrial $ 838.17

Division Endnotes

Pet Due at

Lot Permit Issuance
Lot Permit Issuance
Lot Permit Issuance

Gross Acre Permit Issuance
Gross Acre Permit Issuance
Gross Acre Permit Issuance
Gross Acre Permit Issuance
Gross Acre Permit Issuance

Gross Acre Permit Issuance
Gross Acre Permit Issuance
Gross Acre Permit Issuance
Gross Acre Permit Issuance
Gross Acre Permit Issuance

Gross Acre Permit Issuance
Gross Acre Permit Issuance
Gross Acre Permit Issuance
Gross Acre Permit Issuance
Gross Acre Permit Issuance

Lot Annually (Dec/Apr)
Lot Annually (Dec/Apr)

Unit Annually (Dec/Apr)
Gross Acre Annually (Dec/Apr)
Gross Acre Annually (Dec/Apr)

Lot Annually (Dec/Apr)
Lot Annually (Dec/Apr)

Unit Annually (Dec/Apr)
Gross Acre Annually (Dec/Apr)
Gross Acre Annually (Dec/Apr)

1 The One-TIme Facilities Spedal Tax shall be collected prior to a final buUding permit inspection being completed or a certificate of occupancy being issued for new
construction for any residential or non-residential structure within CFD No. 1996-1 and shall be immediately delinquent if not so paid.

l The One-TIme Facilities Special Tax shall be collected prior to building permit issuance for new construction of any residential or non-residential structure on taxable
property within the CFO.

The Annual Maintenance Special Tax is levied and collected at the same time as property taxes. It is a perpetual fee that pays for authorized services, administrative
expenses not covered in the Annual Facilities Special Tax for the fiscal year, and cures delinquencies.



Description

CITY OF MODESTO

Community and Economic Development Department

Infrastructure Financing Programs

Community Facilities District No. 1997-1 (North Beyer Park)
(209) 577-5211

Amount

EFFECTIVE JULY 1, 2012 THROUGH JUNE 30, 2013

One+Time Facilities Special Tax (Annexed Properties) 1 PAID

One-Time Facilities Special Tax (Non-Annexed Properties}2
Single-Fam"lly Detached Residential $ 129,99
Multi-Family Residential $ 83.56
Non- Residential $ 6,596.93

Annual Maintenance Tax3

Very low DensitY Residential $ 123.80
Village Residential $ 80.47

Unit

Unit
Unit
Acre

Lot
Unit

Non-Residential $ 612.80 Gross Acre

Division Endnotes

Due at

Permit Issuance
Permit Issuance
Permit Issuance

Annually (Dec/Apr)
Annually (Dec/Apr)
Annually (Dec/Apr)

The One-Time Facilities Spedal Tax shall be collected prior to a final building permit inspection being completed or a certificate of occupancy being issued for new
construction for any residential or non-residential structure within CFD NO. 1997-1 and shall be immediately delinquent if not so paid.

~ The One-TIme Facilities Special Tax shall be collected prior to building permit issuance for new construction of any residentIal or non-residential structure on taxable
property within the CFD.

3 The Annual Maintenance Special Tax is levied and collected at the same time as property taxes. It is a perpetual fee that pays for authorized services, administrative
expenses not covered in the Annual Facilities Special Tax for the fiscal year, and cures delinquendes.



CITY OF MODESTO

Community and Economic Development Department
Infrastructure Financing Programs

Community Facilities District No. 1998-2 (Carver/Bangs-Pelandale/Snyder)
(209) 577-5211

Description Amount

EFFEalVE JANUARY 1, 2012 THROUGH DECEMBER 31, 2012

One-Time Facilities Special Tax (Annexed Properties) 1

Tax Area A (Carver/Bangs)
Calvary Chapel (APN 078..Q18-048) $ 26,461.68
Calvary Chapel (APN 078-018-047) PAID
Calvary Chapel (APN 078-018-046) PAID

Tax Area B (Pelandale/Snyder)
Big Valley Grace Community (hurch (APN 046-{)O3--O06) $ 381,359.72
Big Valley Grace Community Church (APN 046-003-013) $ 761,038.35
Big Valley Grace Community Church (APN 046-003--014) PAID
Happy Bees (APN 078-066-003) $ 17,062.06
Dale Road Professional Park (APN 078-066-013) PAID
Dale Road Professional Park (APN 078-066-014) PAID

Dale Road Professional Park (APN 078-066-015) PAID

Dale Road Professional Park (APN 078--066-016) $ 26,095.13

One-Time Facilities Special Tax (Non-Annexed Properties) 1-

Tax Area A (Carver/Bangs)
APN 078-{)18-O02 $ 26,461.68
APN 078-{)18-O23 $ 421,910.48
APN 078-018-024 $ 859,281.69
APN 078-{)18-O14 $ 671,964.00
APN 046-007-015 $ 487,321.88
APN 046--007-016 $ 538,462.54
APN 046..{)07-O18 $ 260,163.12
APN 046..{)07-{)19 $ 573,845.35
APN 046-007-020 $ 247,080.84

Tax Area B (Pelandale/Snyder)

APN 078-018-006 $ 1,490,$42.52
APN 078-018-007 $ 785,00457
APN 078-O18-{)22 $ 771,549.74
APN 078-018-028 $ 866,995.89
APN 078-018-012 $ 1,012,475.84
APN 046-007-017 $ 681,992.00
APN 046-007..Qll $ 754,731.21
APN 046-007-012 $ 1,498,952.56
APN 046-007-022 $ 548,70453
APN 046-007-009 $ 1,131,046.13
APN 046-007-007 $ 584,024.22
APN 046-007-006 $ 192,571.85
APN 046-007-008 $ 782,90322
APN 046-003-002 $ 302,733.64
APN 046-003-006 $ 381,359.72
APN 046-003-007 $ 761,038.35
APN 046..Q03-o09 $ 439,838.96

EFFECTIVE JULY 1, 2012 THROUGH JUNE 30, 2013

Annual Maintenance TaxI

Tax Area A (Carver/Bangs)
Single-Family Residential
Multi-Family Residential
Non-Residential

Tax Area B (Pelandale/Snyder)
Single-Family Residential
Multi-Family Residential
Non-Residential

Chateau Provence

$
$
$

$
$
$
$

196.48
1,573.49
1,573.49

153.19
1,22050
1,22050

25,705.42

Pe,

lot
lot
lot

lot
lot
lot
lot
lot
lot
lot
lot

lot
lot
Lot
lot
lot
iJJt
lot
lot
lot

lot
Lot
lot
lot
lot
lot
Lot
lot
lot
lot
lot
lot
lot
lot
lot
lot
Lot

Unit
Ae<e
Ae<e

Unit
Ae<e
Ae<e

Subdivision

Due at

Permit Issuance

Permit Issuance
Permit Issuance

Permit Issuance

Permit Issuance

Permit Issuance
Permit Issuance
Permit Issuance
Permit Issuance
Permit Issuance
Permit Issuance
Permit Issuance
Permit Issuance
Permit Issuance

Permit Issuance
Permit Issuance
Permit Issuance
Permit Issuance

Permit Issuance
Permit Issuance
Permit Issuance
Permit Issuance
Permit Issuance
Permit Issuance
Permit Issuance
Permit Issuance
Permit Issuance
Permit Issuance
Permit Issuance
Permit Issuance
Permit Issuance

Annually (Dec/Apr)
Annually (Dec/Apr)
Annually (Dec/Apr)

Annually (Dec/Apr)
Annually (Dec/Apr)
Annually {Dec!Apr)
Annually (Dec/Apr)



Division Endnotes

CITY OF MODESTO

Community and Economic Development Department
Infrastructure Financing Programs

Community Facilities District No. 1998·2 {Carver/Bangs·Pelandale/Snyder}
(209) 577·5211

The Facilities Special Tax shaH be coUected prior to a final building permit inspection being completed or a certificate of occupancy being issued for new construction
(whichever occurs first) for any residential or non-residential structure within CFD No. 1998-2 and shall be immediately delinquent if not so paid.

~ The One-TIme Facilities Special Tax shall be collected prior to building permit issuance for new construction of any residential or non-residential structure on taxable
property within the eFD.

Beginning January 1999 and each January thereafter, the maximum Annual Maintenance Specia! Tax shan he increased by 4% of the amount in effect in the prior year.

Each annual adjustment of the ma>Cimum Annual Maintenance Special Tax shan become effective on the subsequent July 1.



Description

Annexation One-Time Special Taxi
Arbor lane 1 Subdivision
Arbor Lane 2 Subdivision

CITY OF MODESTO

Community and Economic Development Department

Infrastructure Financing Programs

Community Facilities District No. 2000-2 (Coffee-Claratina)
(209) 577-5211

Amount

EFFECTIVE JANUARY 1, 2012 THROUGH DECEMBER 31, 2012

Claratina Estates Unit No.1 Subdivision
Loretet!1 Manor Subdivision

$
$
$
$
$Evergreen Subdivision

Annual Maintenance Special Tax~
Properties per Acre

Division Endnotes

EFFECTIVE JULY 1, 2012 THROUGH JUNE 30, 2013

$

Tax calculations for new subdivisions/prOjects will be done at the time the parcel is annexed to the CFD.

3,942.38

Pe,

lot
lot
lot
lot
lot

Acre

Due at

Annually (Dec/Apr)

The Annual Maintenance Spedal Tax is levied and collected at the same time as property taxes. It is a perpetual fee that pays for authorized services, administrative
expenses not covered in the Annual Facilities Special Tax for the fiscal year, and cures delinquencies.



Description

One-Time Special Tax

Zone 1

Annual Maintenance Special Tax1

ZONE 1

Maximum Maintenance Portion

CITY OF MODESTO

Community and Economic Development Department

Infrastructure Financing Programs

Community Facilities District No. 2002-1 (NorthPointe)
(209) 577-5211

Amount

EFFECTIVE JULY 1, 2012 THROUGH JUNE 3D, 2013

PAID

$ 3,007.08
Maximum Sinking Fund Portion (no escalator) $ 126.00
TOTAL TAX TO BE lEVIED $ 3,133.08

ZONE2

Developed Properties
Maximum Maintenance Portion $ 3,007.08
Maximum Sinking Fund Portion (no escalator) $ 80.00
TOTAL TAX TO BE LEVIED $ 3,087.08

Undeveloped Properties
Maximum Maintenance Portion $ 3,007.08
Maximum Sinking Fund Portion (no escalator) $ 126.00
TOTAL TAX TO BE LEVIED $ 3,133.08

Diwsion Endnotes

p" Dueat

Acre

Lot Annually (Dec/Apr)
Lot Annually (Dec/Apr)
Lot Annually (Dec/Apr)

Lot Annually (Dec/Apr)
Lot Annually (Dec/Apr)
Lot Annually (Dec/Apr)

Lot Annually (Dec/Apr)
Lot Annually (Dec/Apr)
Lot Annually (Dee/Apr)

Beginning in January 2002, the maintenance portion of the maximum Annual Special Tax shall be adjusted annually by applying the greater of (I) the P'E'rcentage increase,
if any, in the construction cost index for the San Francisco region for the prior twelve (12) month period as published in the Engineering News Recorder other
comparable source if the Engineering News Record is discontinued or otherwise not available, or {iiI four percent {4.0%}. Each annual adjustment of the maintenance
portion of the maximum Annual Special tax shan become effective on the July 1. The sinking fund portion of the maximum Annual Special Tax shaH not escalate.



Description

One-Time Facilities Special TaxI
Galas Brothers Subdivision Unit # 1
Galas Brothers Subdivision Unit # 2

Annual Maintenance Special Tax l

Developed Properties
Undeveloped Properties

Annual Facilities Special TaxI
Developed Properties
Undeveloped Properties

Division Endnotes

CITY OF MODESTO

Community and Economic Development Department

Infrastructure Financing Programs

Community Facilities District No. 2003-1 (Fairview Village)
(209) 577-5211

Amount

EFFECTIVE JULY 1, 2012 THROUGH JUNE 30, 2013

$
$

$ 420.22
$ 420.22

$ 1,021.12
$ 1,021.12

p., Due at

Lot
Lot

Lot Annually (Dec/Apr)
Lot Annually (Dec/Apr)

Lot Annua!!y (Dec!Apr)
Lot Annually (Dec/Apr)

l The Maximum One-Time Facilities Special Tax shall be collected prior to a building permit being issued for new construction of any residentialor non.-residentia! structure
on Taxable Property within em No. 2003-1, and shall be immediately delinquent if not so paid.

NOTE: Upon issuance of all CFD 2003-1 (Fairview Village) building permits for new construction of any residential or non-residential structure, manually enter $0.00 for

the CFO tax.

Beginning in Fiscal Year 200S..(J6 and each Fiscal Year thereafter, the Maximum Annual Facilities Special Tax shall escalate by 2.0% of the amount in effect in the prior
Fiscal Year.

Beginning in January 2005 and each January thereafter, the Maximum Annual Maintenance Special Tax shall be adjusted annually by the greater of (i) the percentage
increase, jf any, in the construction cost index for the San Francisco region for the prior twelve (12) month period as published in the Engineering News Record or other

comparable source if the Engineering News Record is discontinued or otherwise not available, or (ii) four percent (4%). Each annual adjustment of the Maximum
Annual Maintenance Spedal Tax shall become effective on the subsequentJuly 1.



CITY OF MODESTO

Community and Economic Development Department

Infrastructure Financing Programs

Community Facilities District No. 2004-1 (Village One 112)
(209) 577-5211

Description Amount Po<

EfFECTIVE JULY 1, 2012 THROUGH JUNE 30.. 2013

One-Time Facilities Special Tax (Annexed Properties)l
Oakcrest Subdivision

APN Q77-G33-{)12 PAID Parcel

(93 Residential Lots)

3400 Bob's Way
APN 077"[}33-1)11 $ 251,868.59 Parcel

(3.GS AC CammericaJ)

Oakdale Park Subdivision
APN 077-033--013 $ 9,034.44 Parcel

(11 Residential Lots)

Modesto Endoscopy Center
APN 077-033"(]09 PAID Parcel

(0.93 AC Commercial)

3032 Merle Avenue
APN Q8S-{J34-{J83 $ 11,638.96 Parcel

{existinq home, remainder 53-PM-57}

Merle Avenue Residential Lots
APNs 08S-D34-D81, 085-034-082, 085-034 ...fJ84 and 085-034-085

PAID Parcel

Shadow Creek Apartments
APN 085-002-D34 PAID Parcel

(4.62 AC Mufti-Family)

Shadow Creek Apartments
APN 085-D02-D35 PAID Parcel

(4.88 AC Multi-Family)

Village Ranch Unit #1 Subdivision
APN 077-008-031 (portion) PAID Parcel

(70 Residential Lots)

Village Ranch Unit #2 Subdivision
APN 077-DOB-031 (portion) PAID Parcel

(68 Residential Lots)

Hacienda De! Sol #1 Subdivision
APN 077-008-D34 (portion) and APN 077-D08-D3S PAID Parcel

(86 Residen/tal Lots)

Hacienda Del Sol #2 Subdivision
APN 077--008-034 (portion) and APN 077"()O8"()35 PAID Parcel

(85 Residential Lots)

Naraghi Multi-Family (on HlIlglen)
APN 077-D08-034 (portion) $ 1,589-545.43 Parcel

(10.60 AC Multi-Family)

Kodiak Village II Subdivision
APN 077-D09-D14 and APN 077..()Q9-DS6 $ 8,967.73 Parcel

(61 Residential Lots)

Kodiak Village Subdivision
APN 077-009..()57 $ 8,679.11 Parcel

(201 Residenital Lots)

Paramont Apartments on Merle
APN 085-013-067 PAID Parcel

(0.57 AC Multi-Familv)

Paramont Apartments on Merle
APN 085-013-069 PAID Parcel

(0.57 AC Multi-Family)

3424 Oakdale Road
APN 077..()33-O02 PAID Parcel

(1.12 AC Commerical)

Due at

Permit Issuance

Permit Issuance

Permit Issuance

Permit Issuance

Permit Issuance

Permit Issuance



CI1Y OF MODESTO

Community and Economic Development Department

Infrastructure Financing Programs

Community Facilities District No. 2004-1 (Village One #2)
(209) 577-5211

Description Amount

3837 Merle Avenue
APN 08S-00J.{J18 $ 136,981.83

(3.06 AC ResidentiaJ)
Kodiak Village HI Subdivision

APN 077-009-055 PAID

(23 Residential Lots)

Burkshire Estates I Subdivision
APN 085-O01-{)61 $ 11,326.56

(48 Residential Lots - formerly Loqos Subdivision;

Parcels 1 and 2 (within Burkshire Estates I Boundary)
APN 08S-'{)Sl-003 $ 5,663.27

(Formerly 3007 Esta Avenue)

Falling leaf Subdivision
APN 085-002...fJ79 $ 12,585.89

(314 Residential Lots)

Bhatti Estates Subdivision
APN 085-050-001 $ 18,992.65

(12 Residential Lats)

Sylvan Vet Clinic (Parcel 2)
APN 084-002~53 (3500 Roselle Avenue) $ 210,202.76

(1.86 AC Commercial)

Sylvan Vet Clinic (Parcell)
APN 084~02~48 (3520 Roselle Avenue) PAID

(1.00 AC Commercial)

The Plaza Subdivision
APN 077-008-032 and APN 077~08-033 PAlO

(165 Residential Lots)

Hillglen Subdivision
APN 085~01-O47 $ 14,467.02

(38 Residential Lots)

Burkshire Estates II Subdivision (1 of 2)
APNs 085~01~17. 085-001-fJ45 and 085-fJ01-046 PAID

(52 ReSidential LotS)

Cambrooke Estates Subdivision
APN 085-018-060 $ 12,479.31

(8 Residential Lots ~ formerly Ramirez Estates)

Village One Plaza (Parcell)
APN 085-O09"{}06 PAID

(5.84 AC Commercia!)

Village One Plaza (Parcel 2)
APN 085-O09"{}07 PAID

(0.74 AC Commercial)

Village One Plaza (Parcel 3)
APN 085-009-008 PAID

(1.97 AC Commercial)

Village One Plaza (Parcel 4)
APN 085-009-009 PAID

(1.59 AC Commercial)

VWage One Plaza (ParcelS)
APN 085-009-010 (portion) PAID

(0.5 AC Commercial)

Village One Town Center - Apartments
APN 085-fJ09..{}05 (portion) PAID

(1.36 AC Multi-Family - HausinQ Authority Project)

Po< Due at

Parcel Permit Issuance

Parcel Permit Issuance

Parcel Permit Issuance

Parcel Permit Issuance

Parcel Permit Issuance

Parcel Permit Issuance

Parcel Permit Issuance

Parcel

Parcel

Parcel Permit Issuance

Parcel

Parcel Permit Issuance

Parcel

Parcel

Parcel

Parcel

Parcel

Parcel



CITY OF MODESTO
Community and Economic Development Department

Infrastructure Financing Programs

Community Facilities District No. 2004-1 (Village One 112)
(209) 577-5211

Description

Village One Town Center ~ Single Family Homes
APN 08S-{J09-{JOS (portion)
{35 Residentiall.ots . Housinq Authority Proiecti

Tarantella Estates Subdivision
APN085-001-{JI0
(6 Residential Lots)

Burkshire Estates II Subdivision (2 of 2)
APN 08S..f)01-{)45
(see tax amount above)

HiliRlen/Sunrise Subdivision
APN 077..f)09-{)25
(59 Residential Lots)

Graham Estates Subdivision
APNs 085-{)33-{)66, 085-{J33-D67 and 08S-{)33-068
(24 Residential Lots)

Thomas Tetrace Subdivision
APN 085"()()3-O57
(20 Residential Lots)

Village Corners (Parcell)
APN 08S"()62-{)01
(0.79 AC Commercia/- formerly Pimentel)

Village Corners (Parcel 2)
APN 085-062-002
(0.77 AC Cammercial- formerly Pimentel)

Village Corners (Parcel 3)
APN 085-062-003
(0.75 AC Commercial - formerly Pimentel)

Village Corners {Parcel 4)
APN 085-062-004
(0.92 AC Commercial)

Village Ranch Apartments
APN 077"()()8"()30
(10.04 AC Multi-Family)

Walgreens Commercial
APNs 085.()50-o06, 085-O50"()()7, and 085-050-008
(Commercial)

One-Time Facilities Special Tax (Non-Annexed Properties)2

Tax Zone #1 (Formation - Annexation No.5)

Low Density Residential

Village Residential

Multi..family Residential

Commercial

Industrial

Tax Zone # 2 (Annexation No.6 Forward)

low Density Residential

Village Residential

Multi-family Residential

Commercial

Industrial

Annual FaciUties Special Tal

Low Density Residential

Village Residential

Multi-Family Residential

Amount P.,

$ 22,882.32 Parcel

$ 15,533.47 Parcel

see Burkshire

Estates II
Parcel

$ 10,576.46 Parcel

$ 11,056.24 Parcel

$ 10,935.82 Parcel

PAID Parcel

$ 86,756.63 Parcel

PAID Parcel

PAID Parcel

PAID Parcel

PAID Parcel

$ 19,723.85 Net Taxable Acre

$ 44,765.24 Net Taxable Acre

$ 149.957.12 Net Taxable Acre

$ 77,023.82 Net Taxable Acre

$ 19,370.53 Net Taxable Acre

$ 28,939.74 Net Taxable Acre

$ 65,680.62 Net Taxable Acre

$ 220,022.45 Net Taxable Acre

$ 113,012.23 Net Taxable Acre

$ 28.420.85 Net Taxable Acre

$ 4,120.73 Net Taxable Acre

$ 7,504.48 Net Taxable Acre

$ 8,461.72 Net Taxable Acre

Due at

Permit Issuance

Permit Issuance

Permit Issuance

Permit Issuance

Permit Issuance

Permit issuance

Permit Issuance

Permit Issuance

Permit Issuance

Permit Issuance

Permit Issuance

Permit Issuance

Permit Issuance

Permit Issuance

Permit Issuance

Permit Issuance

Annually (Dec/Apr)

Annuafly (Dec/Apr)

AnnuaJly (Dec/Apr)



Description

Commercial

Industrial

Annual Maintenance Special Tax
4

Very low Density Residential

Village Residential

Multi-Family Residential

Commercia!

Industrial

Division Endnotes

CITY OF MODESTO

Community and Economic Development Department

Infrastructure Financing Programs

Community Facilities District No. 2004-1 (Village One 112)
(209) 577-5211

Amount Po<

$ 4,182.82 Net Taxable Acre

$ 2,987.73 Net Taxable Acre

$ 776.12 Net Taxable Acre

$ 1,822.78 Net Toxable Acre

$ 5,942.88 Net Taxable Acre

$ 1,360.06 Net Taxable Acre

$ 1,360.06 Net Taxable Acre

Dueat

Annually (DeC/Apr)

Annually (Dec/Apr)

Annually (Dec/Apr)

Annually (Dec/Apr)

Annually (Dec/Apr)

Annually (Dec/Apr)

Annually (Dec/Apr)

The Maximum One-Time Facilities Special Tax shall be collected prior to a building permit being issued for new construction of any residential or non- residential
structure on Taxable Property within CFD No. 2004-1, and shall be immediately delinquent jfnot so paid.

2 The One-Time Facilities Special Tax shall be collected prior to building permit issuance for new construction of any residential or non-residential structure on taxable
property within the CFD.

The Annual Facilities Special Tax is levied and collected at the same time as property taxes until all bonds have been repaid and all facilities have been funded.

4 The Annual Maintenance Special Tax is levied and coUected at the same time as property taxes. tt is a perpetual fee that pays for authorized services, administrative
expenses not covered in the Annual Facilities Special Tax forthe fiscal year, and cures delinquencies.



CITY OF MODESTO

Community and Economic Development Department

Infrastructure Financing Programs
Community Facilities District No_ 2005-1 (Hetch Hetchy)

(209) 577-5211

Description Amount

EFFECTIVE JULY 1, 2012 THROUGH JUNE 30, 2013

Maximum One-Time Facilities Special Tax (Annexed Properties} 1

Shelter Cove Community Church (APN 082-00S~003)"

Maximum Annual Maintenance Special TaxI
Shelter Cove Community Church (APN 082-005-003)*

Maximum Annual Facilities Special TaxI
Shelter Cove Community Church (APN 082-005-003)*

Division Endnotes

$

$

$

Tax calculations for new subd'Msions/projects will be done at the time the parcel is annexed to the CFD.

- Net Taxable Acre

~ Net Taxable Acre

- Net Taxable Acre

Due at

Per the development agreement between the City of Modesto and the Shelter Cove Community Church recorded on AprilS, ZOOS: "Oty agrees that it shall not levy any tm
against Shelter COile for construction Of maintenance of the CFD Fadlities until such time as any subsequent development in the CFD triggers the levy of the CFD tax."



CITY OF MODESTO

Community and Economic Development Department
Infrastructure Financing Programs

Community Facilities District No. 2007-1 (North Beyer Park #2)
(209) 577-5211

Description Amount

EFFECTIVE JULY 1, Z012. THROUGH JUNE 30, 2013

One~Time Facilities Special Tax (Annexed Properties)l
APN 082"'()OS·031 (Rose Villas) $ 265,244.34 Parcel
APN 082-025-002 (Parcel 2 of Parcel Map SS-PM-12) $ 142,785_12 Parcel

Annual Maintenance Special Tax (Annexed Properties)l

Due at

Permit Issuance
Permit Issuance

APN 082-QOS-{}31 (Rose Villas) $ 43,912.73 Parcel Annually (Dec/Apr)
APN 082-025-002 (Parcel 2 of Parcel Map 55~PM-12) $ 23,638.93 Parcel Annually (Dec/Apr)

Division Endnotes

t The One-Time Fadlitles Special Tax shall be collected prior to a buHding permit being issued for new construction of any residential or non-residential
structure within CFD No. 2007-1 and shall be immediately delinquent if not so paid.

The Annual Maintenance Special Tax is levied and collected at the same time as property taxes. It is a perpetual fee that pays for authorized services,
administrative expenses not covered in the Annual Facilities Special Tax for the fiscal year, and cures delinquencies,



Description

CITY OF MODESTO
Community and Economic Development Department

Infrastructure Financing Programs
Community Facilities District No. 2007-2 (Kiernan Business Park West)

(209) 577·5211

Amount Pe,

EFFECTIVE JULY 1, 2012 THROUGH JUNE 30. 2013

Maximum One-TIme Facilities Special Tax (Annexed Properties)l
APN 078-013-035 $ Lot
APN 078...Q69-010 $ 62,206.06 Lot
APN 078-069-011 $ 184,673.87 Lot
APN 078..Q69-012 $ 6,155.05 Lot
APN 078-069-001 $ 32,674.15 Lot
APN Q78"'()69-002 $ 16,675.17 Lot
APN 078...{)69-003 $ 14,148.27 Lot
APN 078-069-004 $ 28,465.00 Lot
APN 078-069-005 $ 10,274.76 Lot
APN 078-069-006 $ 9,432.23 Lot
APN 078-069-007 $ 32,171.11 Lot
APN 078...Q69-Q08 $ 15,664.40 Lot
APN 078-069-009 $ 32,844.95 Lot

Annual Maintenance Special Tax2

APN 078-013-035 $ 117,554.17 Lot
APN 078-069-010 $ 2,602.57 Lot
APN 078-069-011 $ 7,670.25 Lot
APN 078-069-012 $ 246.67 Lot
APN 078-069-001 $ 6,023.70 Lot
APN 078-069-002 $ 3,073.95 Lot
APN 078-069-003 $ 2,608.20 Lot
APN 078-069-004 $ 5,247.44 Lot
APN 078-069-005 $ 1,894.05 Lot
APN 078'{)69-O06 $ 1,738.80 Lot
APN 078-069-007 $ 5,930.54 Lot
APN 078-069-008 $ 2,887.64 Lot
APN 078.Q69-009 $ 6,054.76 Lot

Division endnotes

Due at

Permit Issuance
Permit Issuance
Permit Issuance
Permit Issuance
Permit Issuance
Permit Issuance
Permit Issuance
Permit Issuance
Permit Issuance
Permit Issuance
Permit Issuance
Perm·lt Issuance

Annually (Dec/Apr)
Annually (Dec/Apr)
Annually (Dec/Apr)
Annually (Dec/Apr)
Annually (Dec/Apr)
AnnualJy (Dec/Apr)
Annually (Dec/Apr)
Annually (Dec/Apr)
Annually (Dec/Apr)
Annually (Dec/Apr)
Annually (Dec/Apr)
Annually (DeC/Apr)
Annually (Dec/Apr)

1 The One-Time Facilities Special Tax shall be collected prior to a final building permit being issued for new construction of any structure on Taxable Property within
CFO No. 2007-2 and shall he immediately delinquent if not so paid.

l Beginning in January 2008 and each January thereafter, the Maximum Annual Maintenance Special Tax assigned to each parcel shall be adjusted hy the greater of
(j) the percentage increase, jf any, in the construction cost index for the San Francisco region for the prior twelve (12) month period as published in the Engineering

News Record or other comparable source jfthe Engineering News Record js discontinued or otherwise not available, or (ii) four percent (4%). Each annual
adjustment ofthe Maximum Annual Maintenance Special Tax shall become effective on the subsequent July L



CITY OF MODESTO
Community and Economic Development Department

Infrastructure Financing Programs
Community Facilities District No. 2009-1 (Kiernan Business Park East)

(209) 577-5211

Description Amount Pe,

EFFECTIVE JULY 1, 2012 THROUGH JUNE 30, 2013

Maximum One~Time Facilities Special Tax (Annexed Properties)l
Single-Family $ 16,472.74 Unit
Multi-Family $ Unit
Business Park $ 274,489.46 Net Taxable Acre
Office $ 938,60651 Net Taxable Acre
Retail $ 982,92555 Net Taxable Acre
Hote! $ 595,365.79 Net Taxable Acre
Other $ 982,92555 Net Taxable Acre

Annual Maintenance Special Tax
Developed Property

Single Family $ 334.32 Unit
Multi-Family $ 245.39 Unit
Business Park $ 1,360.91 Net Taxable Acre
Office $ 1,360.91 Net Taxable Acre
Retail $ 1,360.91 Net Taxable Acre
Hotel $ 1,360.91 Net Taxable Acre
Other $ 1,360.91 Net Taxable Acre

Undeveloped $ 5,946.80 Net Taxable Acre

Maximum Annual Facilities Spedal Tax2

Developed Property
Single-FamHy $ 1,392.30 Unit
Multi-Family $ 621.87 Unit
Business Park $ 6,654.84 Net Taxable Acre
OffiCe $ 19,716.18 Net Taxable Acre
Retail $ 22,221.70 Net Taxable Acre
Hotel $ 19,335.21 Net Taxable Acre
Other $ 22,221.70 Net Taxable Acre

Undeveloped Properties $ 22,221.70 Net Taxable Acre

DMsion Endnotes

Due at

Permit Issuance
Permit Issuance
Permit issuance
Permit Issuance
Permit Issuance
Permit Issuance
Permit Issuance

Annually (Dec/Apr)
Annually (Dec/Apr)
Annually (Dec/Apr)
Annually (Dec/Apr)
Annually (DeC/Apr)
Annually (Dec/Apr)
Annually (Dec/Apr)
Annually (Dec/Apr)

Annually (Dec/Apr)
Annually (Dec/Apr)
Annually (Dec/Apr)
Annually (Dec/Apr)
Annually (Dec/Apr)
Annually (Dec/Apr)
Annually (Dec/Apr)
Annually (Dec/Apr)

1 The One-TIme Facilities Special Tax shall be collected prior to a final building permit being issued for new construction of any structure on Taxable Property within
eFD No. 2009-1 and shall be immediately delinquent if not so paid. The tax is adjusted annually per SF ENR or 4% (whichever is greater).

l Beginning with Fiscal Year 2010-11, and each Fiscal Year thereafter, the Maximum Annual Fadllties Special Taxes shall be increased by two percent (2%) of the amount
in effect in the prior Fiscal YeaL

3 The Annual Maintenance Spedal Tax is levied and collected at the same time as property taxes. It is a perpetual feethat pays for authori2ed services, administrative
expenses not covered in the Annual Facilities Spedal Tax for the fiscal year, and cures delinquencies. The tax is adjusted annually per SF ENR or 4% (whichever is greater).



CITY OF MODESTO

Community and Economic Development Department

Infrastructure Financing Programs

Community Facilities District No. 2012-1 (Kiernan Business Park South)
(209) 577-5211

Description Amount

EFFECTIVE INCEPTION THROUGH DECEMBER 31, 2012

Maximum One-Time Facilities Special Tax (Annexed Properties) 1

APN 078-D18-D21(2
) $ 1,366,444.00

APN 078-018-021(2) $ 1,820,564.00
APN 078-Q18"'()27 $ 2,978,303.00
APN 078-{}18-(}36 $

Maximum One~nme Facilities Special Tax (Non-Annexed Properties) 1

APN 078-018-031 $ 3,065,114.00
APN 078-018-035 $ 2,259,961.00

EFFECTIVE INCEPTION THROUGH JUNE 30, 2013

Maximum Annual Maintenance Special Tax
3

APN 078-018-021(2)

APN 078--018-021(l)

APN 078-018-027
APN 078-018-031
APN 078-018-035
APN 078-018-036

DiviSion Endnotes

$
$
$
$
$
$

Lot

Lot

Lot
Lot

Lot
Lot

oeveloped Lot

Developed l.ot

Developed l.ot
Developed Lot
Developed Lot
Developed Lot

Due at

Permit Issuance

Permit Issuance

Permit Issuance
Permit Issuance

Permit Issuance
Permit Issuance

Annually (Dec/Apr)

Annually (DeC/Apr)

Annually (Dec/Apr)
Annually (Dec/Apr)
Annually (Dec!Apr)
Annually (Dec/Apr)

1 The One-Time Facilities Special Tax shaU be coUected prior to a final building pennit being issued for new construction of any structure on Taxable Property within
CFD No. 2012-1 and shal! be immediately delinquent if not so paid. The tax is adjusted annually per SF ENR or 4% {whichever is greater}. Beginning in January 2013 and
each January thereafter, the Maximum One-Time Facilities Special Tax shall be adjusted annually by the greater of: (I) the percentage increase, if any, in the construction
cost index for the San francisco region for the prior twelve (12) month period as published in the Engineering News Record or other comparable source if the Engineering
News Record is discontinued or otherwise not available; or Iii) four percent (4%). Each annual adjustment shaH become effective on lanuary 1 of the calendar year for
which the annual adjustment was made.

l At the time of CFD Formation, APN 078-018-021 was anticipated to be subdivided into two separate parcels based on a preliminary parcel map submitted to the Oty.

The Annual Maintenance Special Tax is levied and collected at the same time as property taxes. It is a perpetual fee that pays for authOrized services and administrative
expenses and cures delinquendes. The tax is adjusted annually per SF ENR or 4% (whjchever js greater). The annual adjustment shall become effectjve on July lofthe

calendar year in which the adjustment was made.



CIlV OF MODESTO
Community and Economic Development Department

land Development Engineering Division Fee Schedule
(209) 571-5569

EFFECTIVE JULY 1, 2012 -JUNE 30, 2013

Description Amount

Engineering Development
Reversion to Acreage Check $ 912.00

Final Parcel Map Check $ 1,641.00

Final Subdivision Map Check

First 10 Lots $ 2,634.00

Each Additional Lot $ 23.00

Improvement Plan Check**

Cost Estimate - up to $25,000 $ 2,000.00

Cost Estimate - $25,001 ~ $100,000 $ 4,000.00

Cost Estimate - $100,001 - $250,000 $ 6,750.00

COSt Estimate - $250,001 - $500,000 $ 11,350.00

Cost Estimate - $500,001 - $1,000,000 $ 20,550.00

Cost Estimate - over $1,000,00018 $ 20,550.00

Rough Grading Revfew**

Cost Estimate - up to $25,000 $ 2,000.00

COSt Estimate - $25,001- $100,000 $ 4,000.00

Cost Estimate - $100,001 - $250,000 $ 6,750.00

COSt Estimate - $250,001- $500,000 $ 11,350.00

Cost Estimate - $500,001- $1,000,000 $ 20,550.00

COSt Estimate - over $1,000,00018 $ 20,550.00

On-Site Storm Drain Review**

Cost Estimate - up to $25,000 $ 2,000.00

Cost Estimate - $25,001- $100,000 $ 4,000.00

Cost Estimate - $100,001 - $250,000 $ 6,750.00

Cost Estimate - $250,001- $500,000 $ 11,350.00

Cost Estimate - $500,001 - $1,000,000 $ 20,550.00

Cost Estimate - over $1,000,00018 $ 20,550.00

Property Owner's Association Document Check $ 355.00

Certificate of Correction $ 304.00

Summary Abandonment $ 2,269.00

Monument Deposit (refundable) $ 365.00

Street Signs (each intersection & installed by City) $ 284.00

Legal Description Check1 $ 263.00

Reciprocal Access Agreement Preparation $ 800.00

Print Fees - Bonds (lS" x 26") $ 0.43

Water Availability Analysis** $ 1,000.00

Water and Wastewater Capacity Analys!s** $ 1,000.00

Reimbursement Agreeme nts $ 1,874.00

Will-Serve letter $ 466.00

Outside Service Agreement $ 203.00

Stormwater Quality Review Fee**

Cost Estimate - up to $2S,000 $ 300.00

Cost Estimate -$25,001- $100,000 $ 550.00

Cost Estimate - $100,001- $250,000 $ 900.00

Cost Estimate - $250,001 + $500,000 $ 1,500.00

Cost Estimate - $500,001- $1,000,000 $ 2,700.00

Cost Estimate -over $1,000,00018 $ 2,700.00

GIS Subdivision Mapping Fee $ 294.00

Microfilm Fee $ 1.00

As-Built Process Fee $ 172.00

PUE and PE Dedication and Abandonment Fee3 $ 466.00

Encroachment Permit")!

Curb and Curb Cuts- Drive Approach (100 I.f. max/ $ 223.00

Curb and Curb Cuts - Drive Approach (100 IJ.) - Staking6 $ 5.00

Curb and Curb Cuts - Drive Approach (100 I.f.) - Pavings.7 $ 7.00

Po< Dueat

Each Permit Issuance

Each Permit Issuance

Each Permit Issuance
Each Permit Issuance

Deposit Time of Application

Deposit Time of Application

Deposit Time of Application

Deposit nme of Application

Deposit Time of Application

Deposit Time of Application

Deposit Time of Application

Deposit Time of Application

Deposit Time of Application

Deposit Time of Application

Deposit Time of Application

Deposit Time of Application

Deposit Time of Application

Deposit Time of Application

Deposit Time of Application

Deposit Time of Application

Deposit Time of Application

Deposit Time of Application

Each Permit Issuance

Each Permit Issuance

Each Time of Application

Monument Permit Issuance

Each Permit Issuance

Each Permit Issuance

Each Permit Issuance

Each Permit Issuance

Deposit Time of Application

Deposit Time of Application

Each Permit Issuance

Each Time of Application

Each Permit Issuance

Deposit Time of Application

Deposit Time of Application

Deposit Time of Application

Deposit Time of Application

Deposit T!me of Application

Deposit Time of Application

Each Permit Issuance

Page Permit !ssuance

Each Permit Issuance

Each Time of Application

Lot Permit Issuance

l.f Permit Issuance

1./ Permit Issuance



CITY OF MODESTO

Community and Economic Development Department

land Development Engineering Division Fee Schedule
(209) 571-5569

EFFECTIVE JULY 1, 2012 -JUNE 30, 2013

Description Amount

Sidewalk i< 100 J.f.) 5 $ 223.00

Sewer Service from lot to Main9
,l0 $ 80,00

Sewer Main (SO Lf.j"·10,1l $ 80.00

Sewer Main (50 I.f.) - Staking6 $ 1.00

Sewer Main (50 l.f.)- Paving6
.7 $ 7.00

Storm Drain (through curb) $ 172.00

Utillties - Major Construction9
,10.12 $ 80.00

UtiHties - Major Construction - Paving!>·7 $ 7.00

Utitities - Service and Repair9
•
12 $ 263.00

Utilities - Service and Repair - Pavinl,7 $ 7.00

Temporary Street/Right-of-Way Closures $ 294.00

Street Ughts9 $ 537.00

Rockwe!!s or Storm Drain Connectors" $ 80.00

Street Construction1
[) $ 80.00

Miscellaneous Improvements1
[).13 $ 80.00

Install Refractor Steel Pole $ 344.00

Added Refractor Steel Pole $ 344.00

Install Utility Wood Pole Mount $ 821.00

Added Utmty Wood Pole Mount $ 851.00

Install Street light Standard $ 314.00

Soil Core Sample $ 263.00

Monitoring/Extraction Well-Application Fee $ 111.00

Monitoring/Extraction Well -Inspection Fee $ 92.00

Application Pre-Inspection $ 96.00

Lane Closure Traffic Control Plan Review $ 61.00

Detour Traffic Control Plan Review $ 122.00

Outdoor Dining Permits

Application Fee $ 200.00

Barrier Removal Deposit (fixed barrier only) $ 250.00

Annual Renewal Fee $ 100.00

Investigation of Site14 tbd.

Other Work Not Usted 1S tbd.

Trench Restoration

Pe,

Lot

Each
Each

I.f

If
Each

Each

If
Each

If
Day

Each

Each

Each

Each

Each

Each

Each

Each

Each

Each

Each

Each

Each

Each

Each

Application

Application

Permit

PCI Between 100 and 7016~ Trench Depth over 4 feet (W+4) xl"" SF x $2.50

PO Between 100 and 7016
- Trench Depth 4 feet or less (W+2) xl'" SF x $2.50

PC! Between 69 and 2617 - Trench Depth over 4 feet (W=4) xl'" SF x $1.2S

PC! Between 69 and 2617
- Trench Depth 4 feet or less (W+2) xl"" SF x $1.25

PCI Between 25 and 0 No Fee

Permits are required for all work done in all public right-of-way, induding public utility easements.

Due at

Permit Issuance

Permit Issuance

Permit Issuance

Permit Issuance

Permit Issuance

Permit Issuance

Permit Issuance

Permit Issuance

Permit Issuance

Permit Issuance

Permit Issuance

Permit Issuance

Permit Issuance

Permit Issuance

Permit Issuance

Permit Issuance

Permit Issuance

Permit Issuance

Permit Issuance

Permit Issuance

Permit Issuance

Permit Issuance

Permit Issuance

Permit Issuance

Permit Issuance

Permit Issuance

TIme of Application

Time of Application

July 1st

Permit Issuance

Permit Issuance

Permit Issuance

Permit Issuance

Permit Issuance

Permit Issuance

Permit Issuance



CITY OF MODESTO

Community and Economic Development Department

land Development Engineering Division Fee Schedule
(209) 571-5569

EFFECTIVE JULY 1, 2012 -JUNE 30, 2013

Division Endnotes
** Time and Materials based fee.

land Surveyor portion of charge wi!! be on a Time and Materials basis because this effort varies significantly.

Significant additional connection fees apply.

Does not include land Surveyor review cost. land Surveyor time w!il be charged on a Time and Materials basis.

AdditiOnal fees charged jf City employees periorm paving or staking services.

For lots greater than 100' frontage, each 100' or part therof is considered to be one ~Iot~ (distance to be measured to nearest 100 feet).

Where no fee is shown, the work is to be performed by others as needed.

Chargeable only when paving is done by City. Developer/Owner shall repave aU trenches, unless otherwise approved by the City Engineer.

Costs shaH be paid for emergency or other work performed by City for pUblic health and safety in addition to the follOwing minimum charges:
a. Cleanup or dust control $370.00 per street
b. Temporary Paving $233.00 per street
c. Temporary Sarricades $142.00 each

Atrench restoration fee of $2.50/sf is charged in addition.

10 Inspection to be charged on a TIme and Materials basiS.

11 Applicant shall pay an additional $3.75/1f for smalilatera!s designed and drawn by the City.

12 Utility relocation required for City projects is not subject to a charge.

13 Improvements not otherwise listed such as water line extensions, irrigation lines, irrigation line replacements, storm drain lines, etc.

14 Uninitiated Street Work will be assessed a "double fee" penalty.

15 To be calculated by the Public Works Director and other pertinent staff in each instance, based on the actual cost of doing the work, including

overhead.

lS $2.50 per sf of Trench Influence Area

17 $1.25 per sf of Trench Influence Area

18 Cost estimates over $1,000,000 will be required to place a deposit and replenish funds as they are exhausted.

NOTE: The following companies have executed Pavement Maintenance Agreements with the City of Modesto and are NOT subject to the Trench Restoration

Fee:

• AT&T

• MID
• PG&E



Description

Water Connection

5/8" Servicel

1" Service
1 W'Service
2" Service
3" Service
4" Service
6" Service
8" Service
10" Service
12" Service

Water Service Installation2

1" Service
1 X" Service
2" Service
4" Service
6" Service
8" Service
10" Service or larger

CllY OF MODESTO
Community and Economic Development Department

land Development Engineering Division
Water Related Fee Schedule

(209) 571-5569

EFFECTIVE JULY 1, 2012 -JUNE 30, 2013

Amount

S 2,175.00

S 5,436.00

S 10,873.00
S 17,395.00
S 34,789.00
S 54,359.00
S 108,717.00

S 173,947.00
$ 250",049.00

$ 467,482.00

$ 1,108.00
$ 1,130.00

$ 1,156.00

$ 2,131.00

$ 2,131.00
$ 2,347.00

At Cost

Water Main Installation ~ Residential, Commercial or Industrial] $ 18.00

Water MeterZ

1" Meter/New Service~ Pedestrian lid S 115.00
1" Meter/New Service - Traffic Lid $ 176.00
1" Meter/Retrofit Service - Pedestrian lid $ 520.00
1" Meter/Retrofit Service- Traffic Lid $ 600.00
1 W' Meter- Pedestrian Lid $ 484.1JO
1 W' Meter- Traffic Lid $ 545.00
2" Meter - Pedestrian lid $ 520.00
2" Meter- Traffic Lid $ 582.00
4" Meter S 1,820.00
6" Meter $ 2AOO.00
8" Meter $ 3,350.00
10" Meter or larger At Cost

Pee

Connedion

Connection
Connection
Connection
Connection
Connection
Connection
Connection
Connection
Connection

Instal/otion
InstalJatian
Installation
Installation
Installation
Installation

'-f

Meter
Meter
Meter
Meter
Meter
Meter
Meter
Meter
Meter
Meter
Meter

Note - Services used ONLY for fire protection do not require a meter. AI! other new services require a meter.

Fire Hydrant Installation
Hydrant Installation $ 2,635.00 Each
Fire Hydrant Line from Main $ 3.00 1.[
Pavement Replacement (if needed) $ 445.00 Each
Deposit to Install Meter on Fire Hydrant for Construction Water $ 500.00 Eoch
Fire Hydrant Meter Use Deposit $ 500.00 Each
Fire Service Installation Inspectian/Test $ 90.00 Inspection
Instalf 4" Single Check Valve $ 390.00 Each
Install 6" Single Check Valve $ 479.00 Each
Install 8" Single Check Valve $ 688.00 Each
Voluntary Installation of Fire Sprinklers (Apartments) 8.3% of normal charge
Voluntary Installation of Fire Sprinklers (SFD, Duplexes, Townhouses) $ 50.00 Installation

Fire Main TestS $ 90,00 Test

Other

Water Connection for Main Extension4 $ 2,820.00 Connection

Pavement
6 $ 445.00 Trench

Outside City Umits Agreemene $ 203.00 Agreement

Reimbursement Agreement Preparation
9 $ 1,874.00 Agreement

Construction Water Fee $ 164.04 Permit

Due at

Permit Issuance

Permit Issuance
Permit Issuance
Permit Issuance
Permit Issuance
Permit Issuance
Permit Issuance
Permit Issuance
Permit Issuance
Permit Issuance

Permit Issuance
Permit Issuance
Permit Issuance
Permit Issuance
Permit Issuance
Permit Issuance
Permit Issuance

Permit Issuance

Permit Issuance
Permit Issuance
Permit Issuance
Permit Issuance
Permit Issuance
Permit Issuance
Permit Issuance
Permit Issuance
Permit Issuance
Permit Issuance
Permit Issuance
Permit Issuance

Permit Issuance
Permit Issuance
Permit Issuance
Permit Issuance
Permit Issuance
Permit Issuance
Permit Issuance
Permit Issuance
Permit Issuance
Permit Issuance
Permit Issuance

Permit Issuance

Permit Issuance

Permit Issuance

Permit Issuance

Permit Issuance
Permit Issuance



Division Endnotes

CITY OF MODESTO

Community and Economic Development Department

Land Development Engineering Division
Water Related Fee Schedule

(209) 571-5569

EFFECTIVE JULY 1, 2012 -JUNE 30, 2013

Single-family residences qualify for the 5/8# connection fee only under the following conditions:
· Single story, single-family residences on a lot of 4,000 square feet or less.
· Two-story single-family residence on a lot of 4,000 square feet or less, provided the request for such a service is accompanied by a report from a licensed

professional engineer that certifies that the S/B" service is adequate to meet the needs of the proposed dwelling.
· A 5/8" "service" shall not be allowed for single-famlly dwellings of greater than 2 stories on lots less than 4,000 square feet.

Pays for the time and materials required to instal! the water service from the city water main to the property line. This fee is charged at the time the buHding permit or a
separate water permit is issued for the construction of the water line on the property.

Pays for the construction of the specific water main that extends down a public right of way to serve a specific property. Generally, this fee is charged at the time that
the building permit is issued for the property. This fee applies to the old city area (Zone 1) and in the former Del Este area (Zone 2) where the City has significantly
strengthened the infrastructure. This fee may be waived if the property owner has already participated in the cost of the water main serving the property.

Pays for the time required to connect a new water main to an existing "live" main for making the connection from a new subdivision to an existing water main. Generally,
this fee is charged at the time the water permit is issued for the connection to an existing water main.

Pays for the time and materials required to install a fire hydrant in the public right-of-way. This fee is charged when a developer requests installation of a hydrant or
hydrants. This fee is not charged for hydrants necessary to meet minimum spacing requirements.

Pays forthe removal and replacement of pavement in the street or aJley required for the installation of a water service. This fee is charged at the time that a building
permit or water permit is issued for the construction of the water line on the property. This fee can be waived for dirt alleys or where the water line is located in an
unimproved road or shoulder.

Pays for the time required to prepare an Outside City Limits Agreement, including review of costs and administrative preparation.

Pays forthe time required to inspect the parcel in order to determine the square foot area to be used in detennining the water connection charge. This fee is charged wher
a parcel, larger than 20,000 square feet, is currently using water on only a portion of the lot. The remajning acreage would be paid for at the time that future
development takes place.

Pays for the time required to prepare a water reimbursement agreement, including review of costs and administrative preparation. Generally, this fee is charged
immediately prior to the acceptance of the reimbursement agreement by the City Council. This fee is charged as directed by the Engineer.



CITY OF MODESTO

Community and Economic Development Department

land Development Engineering Division
Sewer Related Fee Schedule

(209) 571~5569

EFFECTIVE JULY 1, 2012 ~JUNE 30, 2013

Description Amount

Wastewater Capacity Chargel

Office Building (FLOW/BOD/TSS)
General Office' $ 1.69
Medical/Dental Office $ 3.72
Medical Clinic $ 626
Dental Clinic $ 3_04

Institutional (FLOW/BOO/TSS)
Auditorium $ 2.03
Assembly Hal! - Food Prepared Off-Site $ 3.21
Assembly Hall - Food Prepared On-Site $ 5.09
Church $ 27.40
Hospital $ 4,229.07
institutional Residential Care Facility - 7 Beds or More• $ 1,691.63
Country Club - Non-Resident Member $ 676.65
County Club - Resident Member $ 1,691.63
Picnic Park $ 169.16
Pool $ 169.16
Tennis Courts, Outdoor with Toilets and Showers $ 1,860.79
Tennis Courts, Indoor with TOIlets and Showers $ 4,905.72

Schools (FLOWjBOD/TSS)9
K-8 $ 84.58
High School/college $ 169.16

Warehouse/Distribution (HOW/BODjTSS) $ 0.51
Retail/Commercial (FLOWjBOD/TSS)lo

General Retail/Commercial $ 0.85
Auto BodyShop/Auto Dealers $ 1.86
Bakeries $ 10.45
Beauty Shop/Day Spa (with wash sinks) $ 4.57
Bars without Dining $ 5.92
Bowling Alley (including dining) $ 5.16
Cafeteria $ 8.31
Car Wash $ 16.41
Coffee House - No Food Prep $ 6.77
Dry Cleaner $ 0.85
Dry Goods $ 0.85
Delicatessen, Sandwich Shop, Take-N-Bake Pizza $ 11.07
Donut Shop $ 13.29
Gyms, Health Clubs $ 4.74
Health Clubs - No Showers, Pool or Spall $ 3.55
Market - Grocery $ 237
Market- Grocery {with bakery, food prepared on-site or garbage grinder)u See Footnote
Mortuaries $ 227
Plant Nursery $ 135
Printers $ 2.37
Restaurant - Fast Food and Small Non-Franchise $ 16.08
Grease Interceptor $ 11.53
Restaurant- FuJI Service Franchise $ 27137
Restaurant - Full Service Franchise with Grease Interceptor $ 19.98
Veterinary Hospital $ 3.89
Shopping Center- Up to 25% Dining $ 620
Shopping Center - Up to 50"A. Dining $ 12.24
Shopping Center - Up to 75% Dining $ 19.46
laundries - Full Service (Dry Cleaners) $ 19.76
Laundry -Industrial $ 2,342.96
Laundries - Coin Operated $ 2,199.12
Laundries, Full Service Dry Cleaner $ 10.87
Hotels, Motels - Excluding bars and restaurants $ 2,199.12
Recreational Vehicle Park $ 2,029.95
Theaters $ 25.54

Residential (FLOWjBOS/TS5)
Single-Family or Mobile Home on Lot $ 4,905.72
Mu!ti-Family or Additional Unity or Mobile Home on Lot $ 4,212.16
Apartments or Mobile Home in Mobile Home Park $ 3,197.18

Po< Dueat

Square Foot Permit Issuance
Square Foot Permit Issuance
Square Foot Permit Issuance
Square Foot Permit Issuance

Seat Permit Issuance
Square Foot Permit Issuance
Square Foot Permit Issuance

Seat Permit Issuance
Bed Permit Issuance
Bed Permit Issuance

Capita Permit Issuance
Capita Permit Issuance
Capita Permit Issuance
Capita Permit Issuance
Capita Permit Issuance
Capita Permit Issuance

Capita Permit Issuance
Capita Permit Issuance

Square Foot Permit issuance

Square Foot Permit Issuance
Square Foot Permit Issuance
Square Foot Permit Issuance
Square Faot Permit Issuance
Square Foot Permit Issuance
Square Foot Permit Issuance
Square Foot Permit Issuance
Square Foot Permit Issuance
Square Foot Permit Issuance
Square Foot Permit Issuance
Square Foot Permit Issuance
Square Foot Permit Issuance
Square Foot Permit Issuance
Square Foot Permit Issuance
Square Foot Permit Issuance
Square Foot Permit Issuance

Square Foot Permit Issuance
Square Foot Permit Issuance
Square Foot Permit Issuance
Square Faot Permit Issuance
Square Foot Permit Issuance
Square Foot Permit Issuance
Square Foot Permit Issuance
Square Foot Permit Issuance
Square Foot Permit Issuance
Square Foot Permit Issuance
Square Foot Permit Issuance
Square Foot Permit Issuance
Square Foot Permit Issuance

Mochine Permit Issuance
Square Foot Permit Issuance

Room Permit Issuance
RVSpace Permit Issuance

Seat Permit Issuance

Unit Permit Issuance
Unit Permit Issuance
Unit Permit Issuance



Description

Other
Subtrunk Charge~
Reimbursement Agreement PreparationS
Outside City Limits Agreement

6

Lateral Charge3

Division Endnotes

CITY OF MODESTO
Community and Economic Development Department

land Development Engineering Division
Sewer Related Fee Schedule

(209) 571-5569

EFFECTIVE JULY 1, 2012 -JUNE 30, 2013

Amount

$ 645.00
$ 1,874.00
$ 203.00

$ 33.00

Due at

Gross Acre Permit Issuance
Agreement Permit Issuance
Agreement Permit Issuance

{.f of lot frontage

adjacent to sewer

line Permit Issuance

Pays towards the construction ofthe Wastewater Treatment rlan and the sewer trunk system throughoutthe City. Generally, this fee is charged at the time that the
building permit is issued for the construction of the house sewer lateral on the property.

Pays toward the construction and maintenance of the subtrunk lines. This fee is charged at the time the sewer service is made available to any subdivision, tract, area Of

lot in the Sewer District. In the case of new subdivisions or parcel maps, this charge shall be paid at the time of filing the final subdivision or parcel map. The Council may
establish conditions under which the subtrunk sewer extension charges set forth in Section 5-6.803 may be spread over a period of time.

Pays towards the specific sewer lateral that extends down the street or alley serving the specific property. Generally, this fee is charged at the time the building permit is
issued for the house sewer line on the property. This fee may be waived if the property owner has participated in the cost of the extension of the lateral down the street
or alley.

Pays for the time required to inspect the parcel in order to determine the size of acreage to be used in calculating the Bond Redemption Charge and Subtrunk Fee. This fee
charged when a parcel larger than 20,000 square feet is developing only a portion of the lot. The remaining acreage would be paid for at the time that the future
development takes place on the remainder of the parcel.

Pays for the time required to prepare a Sewer Reimbursement Agreement, induding review of costs and administrative preparation. Generally, this fee is charged
immediately prior to the acceptance of the reimbursement agreement by the City CoundL This fee is charged as directed by the Engineer.

Pays for the time required to prepare an Outside City Umits Agreement, induding review of costs and administrative preparation. Generally, this fee is charged prior to the
acceptance of the Agreement by the City Council.

Banks and title companies are considered General Office. Barbershops, nail salons and tattoo parlors without wash sinks are considered General Office.

The Wastewater Capacity charge is not applied to Residential Care Facilities of 6 or fewer beds.

Schools head count is the total of staff and students.

10 Commercia! Groups Combined BOD + TSS
Group 1-400 mg/I or less
Group 2 -401 mg/! to 900 mg/I
Group 3 - 901 mg/l to 1,400 mg/I
Group 4 - 14,01 mg/! or more

U Example: Martial Arts facilities with no showers.

12 Estimated flow coefficient to be weighted average based on proportional square footage dedicated to each use.



Description

Site Plan Review
Plan Check, Complete Building
Plan Check, Sheil Building

Plan Check, Sprinkler System
Plan Check, Tenant Improvement
Pian Check, Fire Alarm System
Engineered/Pre~Engineered Protection System
Alternate Materials/Methods Evaluation
Incomplete or Changed Plans
Fire Alarm System Test and Inspection
Fire Sprinkler System Test and Inspection
Spray Booth Installation Permit
Underground Tank Installation (Rrst tank)
Underground Tank Installation (additional tanks)
(onvault Tank Installation (First tank)
Convault Tank Installation (additional tanks)
Field Fire Flow Test
Hood and Duct System Installation
Medical Gas System Installation
On-Site Fire Main Test

CITY OF MODESTO

Fire Department

Fire Prevention Fee Schedule
(209) 571-5553

EFFECTIVE JULY 1, 2012 -JUNE 30, 2013

Amount

$ 102.00
$ 79.00

$ 64.00

$ 24.00
$ 52.00
$ 24.00
$ 217.00
$ 306.00
$ 146.00
$ 102.00
$ 503.00
$ 48,00
$ 38.00
$ 13.00
$ 38.00
$ 9.00
$ 40,00
$ 49,00
$ 102.00
$ 87.00

Plan
1,000s/
1,000sl
1,ooos/
1,OOOs!
1,0005/

Plan
Plan
Plan
Plan
Riser
Eoch
Each
Each
Each
Each
Each
Each
Each
Each

Due at

Time of Application
Time of Application
Time of Application

Time of Application
Time of Application
Time of Application
TIme of Application
TIme of Application
Time of APplication
Time of Application
Time of Application
Time of Application
Time of Application
Time of Application
Time of Application
Time of Application
Time of Application
Time of Application
Time of Application
Time of Application



Description

landscape Plan Review
Initial Plan Check (Up to 5,000 Square Feet)

Re-Check (Up to 5,000 Square Feet)

Initial Plan Check (S,QOl-lQ,OOO Square Feet)

Re-Check (5,001-10,000 Square Feet)

Initial Plan Check (10,001- 15,000 Square Feet)

Re..(heck (10,001-15,000 Square Feet)

Initial Plan Check (15,001- 25,000 Square Feet)

Re-Check (15,001- 25,000 Square Feet)

Initial plan Check (25,OOl-S0,OOO Square Feet)

Re-Check (25,001- 50,000 Square Feet)

Initial plan Check (50,001 Square Feet and over)

Re-Check (50,001 Square Feet and over)

landscape and Irrigation Inspections
Initial Inspection (Up to 5,000 Square Feet)

Re-!nspection (Up to 5,000 Square Feet)

Initial Inspection (5,001- 10,000 Square Feet)

Re-Inspection (S,OOl-lO,OOQSquare Feet)

Initial Inspection {lO,OOl-lS,OOO Square Feet)

Re-Inspection (10,001-15,000 Square Feet)

Initial Inspection (15,001- 25,000 Square Feet)

Re-Inspection (15,001- 25,000 Square Feet)

Initial Inspection (25,001 ~50,000 Square Feet)

Re-Inspection (25,001- 50,000 Square Feet)

Initial Inspection (50,001 Square Feet and over)

Re-1nspection (SO,OOI Square Feet and over)

CI1Y OF MODESTO

parks, Recreation and Neighborhoods Department

landscape and Irrigation Fee Schedule
(209) 577~5344

EFFECTIVE JULY 1, 2012 ~ JUNE 30, 2013

Amount

$

$

$
$

$
$
$

$
$

$
$

$

$

$

$

$
$

$

$

$
$
$
$
$

248.00

181.00

385.00

181.00

453.00

248.00

588.00

317.00

724.00

385.00

1,063.00

453.00

181.00

181.00

216.00

181.00

317.00

216.00

453.00

248.00

588.00

248.00

724.00

317.00

Plan

Each

Pian

Each

Plan

Each

Plan

Each

Nan

Each

Plan

Each

Inspection

Inspection

Inspection

Inspection

Inspection

Inspection

Inspection

Inspection

Inspection

Inspection

Inspection

Inspection

Due at

Time of Application

TIme of Application

TIme of Applkation

Time of Application

Time of Application

Time of Application

Time of Application

Time of Application

Time of Application

Time of Application

Time of Application

Time of Application

Time of Application

Time of Application

Time of Application

Time of Application

Time of Application

Time of Application

Time of Application

Time of Application

Time of Application

Time of Application

Time of Application

Time of Application



CITY OF MODESTO

Other Development Related Fees

Description Amount

Stanislaus County Public Facilities Fees (PH)
Contact Stanislaus County Building Department at (209) 525-6557.

Modesto City School Fees
Contact Linda Ridenour with Modesto City Schools at (209) 576-4157 (Multi-Family and Commercia! Developments only).



MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-37

RESOLUTION DESIGNATING COUNCILMEMBER DAVE GEER TO SERVE
AS VICE MAYOR FOR THE ENSUING YEAR PURSUANT TO SECTION 603
OF THE CHARTER OF THE CITY OF MODESTO

BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto that Councilmember

Dave Geer is hereby designated to serve as Vice Mayor for the ensuing year pursuant to

Section 603 of the Charter of the City of Modesto.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 8th day of January, 2013, by Councilmember Cogdill,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Burnside, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

OIl08/2013/ClerkiSLopezlltem 36

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

ATTEST:

2013·37



MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-38

RESOLUTION APPOINTING FRANK PLOOF TO THE CITY OF MODESTO
CITIZENS HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE

WHEREAS, Section 1102 of the Charter of the City of Modesto authorizes the

City Council to appoint members to various Boards and Commissions, and

WHEREAS, the Economic Development Committee met on November 13, 2012,

and recommended appointment of Frank Ploof to the Citizens Housing and Community

Development Committee.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT HEREBY RESOLVED by the Council of the City

of Modesto as follows:

SECTION 1. Frank Ploof is hereby appointed to the Citizens Housing and

Community Development Committee with a term expiration of January 1,2015.

SECTION 2. The City Clerk is hereby directed to transmit a copy of this

resolution to the appointed member of the Citizens Housing and Community

Development Committee, and the Secretary thereof.

O1l2212013IPRNIMOtteniItem 3 2013·38



The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 22nd day of January, 2013, by Councilmember Burnside,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Cogdill,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Mayor Marsh

Lopez

Muratore

By: ~~~~~~~~~~~_____
SUS A ALCALA WOOD, City Attorney

0112212013/PRNIMOttenlltem 3 2 2013-38



MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-39

RESOLUTION APPOINTING MICAH RAPIER TO THE CITY OF MODESTO
HOUSING REHABILITATION AND LOAN COMMITTEE

WHEREAS, Section 1102 ofthe Charter of the City of Modesto authorizes the

City Council to appoint members to various Boards and Commissions, and

WHEREAS, the Economic Development Committee met on January 14,2013,

and recommended appointment of Micah Rapier to the Housing Rehabilitation and Loan

Committee.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT HEREBY RESOLVED by the Council of the City

of Modesto as follows:

SECTION 1. Micah Rapier is hereby appointed to the Housing Rehabilitation and

Loan Committee with a term expiration of January 1,2015.

SECTION 2. The City Clerk is hereby directed to transmit a copy of this

resolution to the appointed member of the Housing Rehabilitation and Loan Committee,

and the Secretary thereof.

01/22/20131P1U'IIMOttenlltem 4 2013·39



The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 22nd day ofJanuary, 2013, by Councilmember Cogdill,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Burnside, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Mayor Marsh

None

Muratore

By: ~~~~~~~~~~___
A ALCALA WOOD, City Attorney

o 1122J20 l3IPRNIMOttenlIrem 4 2 2013-39



MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-40

A RESOLUTION APPROVING A FOURTH AMENDMENT TO THE
AGREEMENT WITH DOKKEN ENGINEERING FOR THE PREPARATION OF
THE PLANS, SPECIFICATIONS, AND ESTIMATES FOR THE STATE ROUTE
99IPELANDALE AVENUE INTERCHANGE RECONSTRUCTION PROJECT,
IN AN AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED $64,000, AND AUTHORIZING THE CITY
MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO EXECUTE THE FOURTH AMENDMENT

WHEREAS, the State Route 99IPeiandale Interchange improvement project is a

Caltrans project to address the traffic congestion problem at Pelandale Avenue and

Highway 99 Interchange, and

WHEREAS, on March 9, 2010, the City Council, by Resolution No. 2010-90,

approved an Agreement with Dokken Engineering for preparation of Plans,

Specifications and Estimates (PS&E), and

WHEREAS, City staff requested a pre-award audit from the California Department

ofTransportation (Caltrans) and received a waiver of pre-award audit, and

WHEREAS, on February 22, 2011, the City Council, by Resolution No. 2011-044,

approved an Amendment to the Agreement with Dokken Engineering, and

WHEREAS, on September 14, 2011 the City approved, a Second Amendment to

the Agreement with Dokken Engineering to incorporate a Post Award Audit Clause to the

Agreement, and

WHEREAS, on February 14,2012 the City approved, a Third Amendment to the

Agreement with Dokken Engineering to incorporate right of way engineering and

acquisition services required in order to obtain Right of Way Certification, and

WHEREAS, City staff recommends a Fourth Amendment to the Agreement with

Dokken Engineering to incorporate additional work required due to change in scope for

phasing of State Route 99IPeiandale Avenue Interchange Reconstruction Project., and

01l2212013/C&EDIBSandhuJItem 7 2013-40



NOW, THEREFORE, BE RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves a Fourth Amendment to the Agreement with Dokken Engineering

for preparation of the Plans, Specifications and Estimates to include Right-of-Way

engineering and acquisition services for the State Route 99IPelandale Avenue

Interchange Reconstruction Project in an amount not to exceed $64,000.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is here by

authorized to execute the Fourth Amendment to the Agreement.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of the

City of Modesto held on the 22nd day of January, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Muratore,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

By:--¥l:6ti~----,-----­
SUS

01l22/2013/C&EDIBSandhuJItem 7 2 2013-40



MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-41

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE AWARD OF BID FOR THE PURCHASE
OF CISCO SMARTNET MAINTENANCE FOR THE INFORMATION
TECHNOLOGY DEPARTMENT, TO NETWORK DYNAMICS, OLDSMAR, FL,
FOR A THREE YEAR TERM AND AUTHORIZING THE PURCHASING
MANAGER OR HIS DESIGNEE TO ISSUE A PURCHASE ORDER FOR AN
ESTIMATED TOTAL COST OF $110,070

WHEREAS, Cisco SmartNet Service is a technical support service that provides

City staff with direct, twenty-four (24) hour access to Cisco engineers and an extensive

range of technical resources. SmartNet delivers rapid issue resolution, flexible device-

by-device coverage, and premium service options to help maximize operational

efficiency, and

WHEREAS, the City Manager authorized the Purchasing Manager to issue a

formal Request for Bids (RFB) for the purchase of Cisco SmartNet Hardware

Maintenance for a three year term, and

WHEREAS, the Purchasing Division issued RFB No. 1213-11 Cisco SmartNet

Maintenance to twenty-one (21) prospective bidders, three (3) of which were local

vendors, posted the RFB on the City's website, and

WHEREAS, bids were formally opened in the City Clerk's office. One company

chose to respond and provided a responsive and responsible bid. No local vendors chose

to submit a bid, and

WHEREAS, based on providing a responsive and responsible bid, City staff

recommends the award ofbid for the purchase of Cisco SmartNet Maintenance to

Network Dynamics, Oldsmar, FL, for a total estimated cost of$11O,070, and

01l22/2013lFinancelITlMforreslItem 8 2013-41



WHEREAS, Modesto Municipal Code (MMC) Section 8-3.203 generally requires

all purchases, which meet or exceed $50,000 for material, equipment or contractual

services, to be formally bid. The award of bid for the purchase of Cisco SmartNet

Maintenance for the Information Technology Department, to Network Dynamics,

Oldsmar, FL, conforms to code, and

WHEREAS, sufficient funds are budgeted aunually in the following appropriation

unit: 5230-07410-53100, and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby authorizes the award of bid for the purchase of Cisco SmartNet

Maintenance for the Information Technology Department, to Network Dynamics,

Oldsmar, FL, for a three year term, and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Purchasing Manager, or his designee, is

hereby authorized to issue a purchase agreement for an estimated total cost of$11 0,070.

01l22/2013/FinanceIITlMTorres/Item 8 2 2013-41



The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 22nd day of January, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Muratore, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

01122120I3IFinancelITIMTorreslItem 8

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

3 2013-41



MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-42

RESOLUTION APPROVING AMENDMENT NO.1 TO THE AGREEMENT
WITH STORER TRANSIT SYSTEMS TO EXTEND THE MODESTO AREA
DIAL-A-RIDE AGREEMENT THROUGH JUNE 27, 2014; AND AUTHORIZING
THE CITY MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO EXECUTE THE
AMENDMENT

WHEREAS, the City of Modesto entered into an agreement with Storer Transit

Services (Storer) to operate the Modesto Area Dial-A-Ride transit service through June

28,2013, and

WHEREAS, in an effort to save expenses the City wishes to procure a new

operator through a joint procurement with the County of Stanislaus, and

WHEREAS, the County is currently working with the Riverbank Oakdale Transit

Authority (ROTA) to consolidate both transit services and would like to study and

evaluate the service changes before they incorporate the changes into the next contract

procurement,and

WHEREAS, the County has asked the City of Modesto to delay the procurement

for one year to accommodate the study,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves Amendment No. I to the Agreement with Storer Transit Services

to extend the Modesto Area Dial-A-Ride Agreement through June 27, 2014.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is

authorized to execute the Amendment.

O1l22J2013lPWIFCavanahiitem 9 201342



The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 22nd day of January, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Muratore, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

By:

OII2212013IPWIFCavanahJltem 9

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

2 2013-42



MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-43

RESOLUTION APPROVING AN AGREEMENT WITH ASSOCIATED RIGHT
OF WAY SERVICES, INC. FOR ON-CALL APPRAISAL AND CONSULTANT
SERVICES FOR CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS FOR ONE YEAR,
WITH TWO ONE-YEAR EXTENSION OPTIONS, AT THE SOLE DISCRETION
OF THE CITY, IN AN AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED $30,000 PER YEAR, AND
AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO EXECUTE
THE AGREEMENT, AND UP TO TWO ONE-YEAR EXTENSION OPTIONS

WHEREAS, the Utility Planning and Projects Department (UP&P) and

Community and Economic Development Department (C&EDD) undertake numerous

capital improvement projects, many of which require professional appraisal opinions for

the property acquisition portion ofeach project, and

WHEREAS, appraisal values, when approved by Council, establish just

compensation, as required by law, for each property acquisition, and

WHEREAS, in compliance with Administrative Directive 3.1, Selection

Procedures for Professional Consultants Who Provide Architectural and Engineering

Services for Capital Projects, a Request for Qualifications and Proposals to perform on-

call appraisal services was initiated, and

WHEREAS, the Request for Qualifications was sent to fourteen appraisal firms,

and

WHEREAS, responses were received from nine firms who provided Qualification

Statements and all responses were reviewed by a selection panel comprised of two staff

members ofUP&P and a third from C&EDD, and

WHEREAS, six consulting firms were selected for interviews, and

WHEREAS, the selection panel chose five firms as the most qualified and all

have several years experience appraising properties for public improvement projects, and

Ol/2212013/UP&P/JYuriar/ltem 10 2013·43



WHEREAS, the five firms are deemed qualified to provide the requested on-call

appraisal services in a timely, efficient and cost effective manner, and

WHEREAS, the selected firms are: Associated Right of Way Services, Inc., BC

Valu, Inc., Bender Rosenthal, Inc., Burchard & Rinehart, and Hulberg & Associates, and

WHEREAS, Associated Right of Way Services, Inc. is based in Pleasant Hill and

has over 23 years experience delivering property appraisals in Northern California, where

it is one of the larger appraisal and acquisition consultant firms, and

WHEREAS, this firm has previously assisted the City of Modesto with several

appraisal and acquisition projects as a firm on our recently expired on-call list, and

WHEREAS, Associated Right of Way Services, Inc. will charge the City a flat fee

determined by each assignment for appraisal reports and when required, any additional

consultant services based on its fee schedule, and

WHEREAS, no new budget allocation is required because funds for each project­

specific task order under the agreement will be budgeted and encumbered as part of each

specific Capital Improvement Program (CIP) project or other account as the task is

assigned, and

WHEREAS, Associated Right of Way Services, Inc. will submit a written scope

of services outlining the specific work, schedule, and fee estimate associated with each

task order, and

WHEREAS, Associated Right of Way Services, Inc. will perform no service until

Capital Improvement Services management has approved the proposed specific task

order and a written Notice to Proceed is prepared and sent to Associated Right of Way

Services, Inc. prior to commencement of services, and

OII2212013IUP&P/JYuriar/ltem 10 2 2013-43



WHEREAS, City staff recommends an On-Call Appraisal and Consultant

Services Agreement with Associated Right of Way Services, Inc. be approved,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves an Agreement with Associated Right of Way Services, Inc. for

On-Call Appraisal and Consultant Services for Capital Improvement Projects for one

year, with two one-year extension options at the sole discretion of the City in an amount

not to exceed $30,000 per year. Total cost for three years is not to exceed $90,000.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute said Agreement with Associated Right of Way Services, Inc., and

up to two one-year extension options.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 220d day of January, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Muratore, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

By:
SUS

0112212013IUP&P/JYuriarlItem 10

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

ATTEST:

3 2013-43



MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-44

RESOLUTION APPROVING AN AGREEMENT WITH BC VALU, INC. FOR
ON-CALL APPRAISAL AND CONSULTANT SERVICES FOR CAPITAL
IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS FOR ONE YEAR, WITH TWO ONE-YEAR
EXTENSION OPTIONS, AT THE SOLE DISCRETION OF THE CITY, IN AN
AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED $30,000 PER YEAR, AND AUTHORIZING THE
CITY MANAGER OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO EXECUTE THE AGREEMENT,
AND UP TO TWO ONE-YEAR EXTENSION OPTIONS

WHEREAS, the Utility Planning and Projects Department (UP&P) and

Community and Economic Development Department (C&EDD) undertake numerous

capital improvement projects, many of which require professional appraisal opinions for

the property acquisition portion ofeach project, and

WHEREAS, appraisal values, when approved by Council, establish just

compensation, as required by law, for each property acquisition, and

WHEREAS, in compliance with Administrative Directive 3.1, Selection

Procedures for Professional Consultants Who Provide Architectural and Engineering

Services for Capital Projects, a Request for Qualifications and Proposals to perform on-

call appraisal services was initiated, and

WHEREAS, the Request for Qualifications was sent to fourteen appraisal firms,

and

WHEREAS, responses were received from nine firms who provided Qualification

Statements and all responses were reviewed by a selection panel comprised of two staff

members ofUP&P and a third from C&EDD, and

WHEREAS, six consulting firms were selected for interviews, and

WHEREAS, the selection panel chose five firms as the most qualified and all

have several years experience appraising properties for public improvement projects, and
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WHEREAS, the five firms are deemed qualified to provide the requested on-call

appraisal services in a timely, efficient and cost effective manner, and

WHEREAS, the selected firms are: Associated Right of Way Services, Inc., BC

Valu, Inc., Bender Rosenthal, Inc., Burchard & Rinehart, and Hulberg & Associates, and

WHEREAS, BC Valu, Inc. is a Modesto firm in business since 1988, and

WHEREAS, this firm and its partner, Pacific Valley Appraisals, have previously

performed work for the City, with Pacific Valley being on the City'S previous on-call list,

and

WHEREAS, they have had a relationship with the City for approximately ten

years, and their experience is broad and includes eminent domain appraisals, and

WHEREAS, BC Valu, Inc. will charge the City a flat fee determined by each

assignment for appraisal reports and when required, any additional consultant services

based on its fee schedule, and

WHEREAS, no new budget allocation is required because funds for each project­

specific task order under the agreement will be budgeted and encumbered as part of each

specific Capital Improvement Program (CIP) project or other account as the task is

assigned, and

WHEREAS, BC Valu, Inc. will submit a written scope of services outlining the

specific work, schedule, and fee estimate associated with each task order, and

WHEREAS, BC Valu, Inc. will perform no service until Capital Improvement

Services management has approved the proposed specific task order and a written Notice

to Proceed is prepared and sent to BC Valu, Inc. prior to commencement of services, and
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WHEREAS, City staff recommends an On-Call Appraisal and Consultant

Services Agreement with BC Valu, Inc. be approved,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves an Agreement with BC Valu, Inc. for On-Call Appraisal and

Consultant Services for Capital Improvement Projects for one year, with two one-year

extension options at the sole discretion of the City in an amount not to exceed $30,000

per year. Total cost for three years is not to exceed $90,000.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute said Agreement with BC Valu, Inc. and up to two one-year

extension options.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 22nd day of January, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Muratore, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

ATTEST:

By: =~~-:[1!.~-:::::-:::-:::c::c-:::::--:---
SUS ALCALA WOOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-45

RESOLUTION APPROVING AN AGREEMENT WITH BENDER ROSENTHAL,
INC. FOR ON-CALL APPRAISAL AND CONSULTANT SERVICES FOR
CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS FOR ONE YEAR, WITH TWO ONE­
YEAR EXTENSION OPTIONS, AT THE SOLE DISCRETION OF THE CITY, IN
AN AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED $30,000 PER YEAR, AND AUTHORIZING
THE CITY MANAGER OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO EXECUTE THE AGREEMENT,
AND UP TO TWO ONE-YEAR EXTENSION OPTIONS

WHEREAS, the Utility Planning and Projects Department (UP&P) and

Community and Economic Development Department (C&EDD) undertake numerous

capital improvement projects, many of which require professional appraisal opinions for

the property acquisition portion of each project, and

WHEREAS, appraisal values, when approved by Council, establish just

compensation, as required by law, for each property acquisition, and

WHEREAS, in compliance with Administrative Directive 3.1, Selection

Procedures for Professional Consultants Who Provide Architectural and Engineering

Services for Capital Projects, a Request for Qualifications and Proposals to perform on-

call appraisal services was initiated, and

WHEREAS, the Request for Qualifications was sent to fourteen appraisal firms,

and

WHEREAS, responses were received from nine firms who provided Qualification

Statements and all responses were reviewed by a selection panel comprised of two staff

members ofUP&P and a third from C&EDD, and

WHEREAS, six consulting firms were selected for interviews, and

WHEREAS, the selection panel chose five firms as the most qualified and all

have several years experience appraising properties for public improvement projects, and
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WHEREAS, the five firms are deemed qualified to provide the requested on-call

appraisal services in a timely, efficient and cost effective manner, and

WHEREAS, the selected firms are: Associated Right of Way Services, Inc., BC

Valu, Inc., Bender Rosenthal, Inc., Burchard & Rinehart, and Hulberg & Associates, and

WHEREAS, Bender Rosenthal, Inc. is a larger firm serving Northern California,

and

WHEREAS, it is based in Sacramento and was established in 1991, and

WHEREAS, it is currently assisting the City with appraisal review and acquisition

services for the Pelandale Avenue and Hwy 99 Intersection Project, and

WHEREAS, Bender Rosenthal, Inc. will charge the City a flat fee determined by

each assignment for appraisal reports and when required, any additional consultant

services based on its fee schedule, and

WHEREAS, no new budget allocation is required because funds for each project­

specific task order under the agreement will be budgeted and encumbered as part of each

specific Capital Improvement Program (CIP) project or other account as the task is

assigned, and

WHEREAS, Bender Rosenthal, Inc. will submit a written scope of services

outlining the specific work, schedule, and fee estimate associated with each task order,

and

WHEREAS, Bender Rosenthal, Inc. will perform no service until Capital

Improvement Services management has approved the proposed specific task order and a

written Notice to Proceed is prepared and sent to Bender Rosenthal, Inc. prior to

commencement of services, and
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WHEREAS, City staff recommends an On-Call Appraisal and Consultant

Services Agreement with Bender Rosenthal, Inc. be approved,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves an Agreement with Bender Rosenthal, Inc. for On-Call Appraisal

and Consultant Services for Capital Improvement Projects for one year, with two one-

year extension options at the sole discretion of the City in an amount not to exceed

$30,000 per year. Total cost for three years is not to exceed $90,000.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute said Agreement with Bender Rosenthal, Inc., and up to two one-

year extension options.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 22nd day of January, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Muratore, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

By:
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Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

3 20)3·45



MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-46

RESOLUTION APPROVING AN AGREEMENT WITH BURCHARD &
RINEHART FOR ON-CALL APPRAISAL AND CONSULTANT SERVICES FOR
CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS FOR ONE YEAR, WITH TWO ONE­
YEAR EXTENSION OPTIONS, AT THE SOLE DISCRETION OF THE CITY, IN
AN AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED $30,000 PER YEAR, AND AUTHORIZING
THE CITY MANAGER OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO EXECUTE THE AGREEMENT,
AND UP TO TWO ONE-YEAR EXTENSION OPTIONS

WHEREAS, the Utility Planning and Projects Department (UP&P) and

Community and Economic Development Department (C&EDD) undertake numerous

capital improvement projects, many of which require professional appraisal opinions for

the property acquisition portion of each project, and

WHEREAS, appraisal values, when approved by Council, establish just

compensation, as required by law, for each property acquisition, and

WHEREAS, in compliance with Administrative Directive 3.1, Selection

Procedures for Professional Consultants Who Provide Architectural and Engineering

Services for Capital Projects, a Request for Qualifications and Proposals to perform on-

call appraisal services was initiated, and

WHEREAS, the Request for Qualifications was sent to fourteen appraisal firms,

and

WHEREAS, responses were received from nine firms who provided Qualification

Statements and all responses were reviewed by a selection panel comprised of two staff

members ofUP&P and a third from C&EDD, and

WHEREAS, six consulting firms were selected for interviews, and

WHEREAS, the selection panel chose five firms as the most qualified and all

have several years experience appraising properties for public improvement projects, and
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WHEREAS, the five finns are deemed qualified to provide the requested on-call

appraisal services in a timely, efficient and cost effective manner, and

WHEREAS, the selected finns are: Associated Right of Way Services, Inc., BC

Valu, Inc., Bender Rosenthal, Inc., Burchard & Rinehart, and Hulberg & Associates, and

WHEREAS, Burchard & Rinehart has been established for over 28 years, and

WHEREAS, in the last 15 years this Walnut Creek finn has specialized almost

exclusively in appraisals for public acquisition and litigation projects, and

WHEREAS, it has previously worked with City of Modesto eminent domain

projects for outside legal finns assisting the City Attorney's Office, and

WHEREAS, Burchard & Rinehart will charge the City a flat fee detennined by

each assignment for appraisal reports and when required, any additional consultant

services based on its fee schedule, and

WHEREAS, no new budget allocation is required because funds for each project­

specific task order under the agreement will be budgeted and encumbered as part of each

specific Capital Improvement Program (CIP) project or other account as the task is

assigned, and

WHEREAS, Burchard & Rinehart will submit a written scope of services

outlining the specific work, schedule, and fee estimate associated with each task order,

and

WHEREAS, Burchard & Rinehart will perfonn no service until Capital

Improvement Services management has approved the proposed specific task order and a

written Notice to Proceed is prepared and sent to Burchard & Rinehart prior to

commencement of services, and
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WHEREAS, City staff recommends an On-Call Appraisal and Consultant

Services Agreement with Burchard & Rinehart be approved,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves an Agreement with Burchard & Rinehart for On-Call Appraisal

and Consultant Services for Capital Improvement Projects for one year, with two, one-

year extension options at the sole discretion of the City in an amount not to exceed

$30,000 per year. Total cost for three years is not to exceed $90,000.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute said Agreement with Burchard & Rinehart and up to two one-year

extension options.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 22nd day of January, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Muratore, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

ATTEST:

By: ~
SUS# ALCALA WOOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-47

RESOLUTION APPROVING AN AGREEMENT WITH HULBERG &
ASSOCIATES, INC. FOR ON-CALL APPRAISAL AND CONSULTANT
SERVICES FOR CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS FOR ONE YEAR,
WITH TWO ONE-YEAR EXTENSION OPTIONS, AT THE SOLE DISCRETION
OF THE CITY, IN AN AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED $30,000 PER YEAR, AND
AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO EXECUTE
THE AGREEMENT, AND UP TO TWO ONE-YEAR EXTENSION OPTIONS

WHEREAS, the Utility Planning and Projects Department (UP&P) and

Community and Economic Development Department (C&EDD) undertake numerous

capital improvement projects, many of which require professional appraisal opinions for

the property acquisition portion ofeach project, and

WHEREAS, appraisal values, when approved by Council, establish just

compensation, as required by law, for each property acquisition, and

WHEREAS, in compliance with Administrative Directive 3.1, Selection

Procedures for Professional Consultants Who Provide Architectural and Engineering

Services for Capital Projects, a Request for Qualifications and Proposals to perform on-

call appraisal services was initiated, and

WHEREAS, the Request for Qualifications was sent to fourteen appraisal firms,

and

WHEREAS, responses were received from nine firms who provided Qualification

Statements and all responses were reviewed by a selection panel comprised of two staff

members ofUP&P and a third from C&EDD, and

WHEREAS, six consulting firms were selected for interviews, and

WHEREAS, the selection panel chose five firms as the most qualified and all

have several years experience appraising properties for public improvement projects, and
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WHEREAS, the five firms are deemed qualified to provide the requested on-call

appraisal services in a timely, efficient and cost effective manner, and

WHEREAS, the selected firms are: Associated Right of Way Services, Inc., BC

Valu, Inc., Bender Rosenthal, Inc., Burchard & Rinehart, and Hulberg & Associates, and

WHEREAS, Hulberg & Associates, Inc. is a Modesto firm since 1987, and

WHEREAS, it began as Sierra Valuation Consultants and merged with Hulberg of

Silicon Valley in 2007, and

WHEREAS, the merger provided Hulberg an office in the Central Valley, and

Sierra Valuation benefited by adding twenty appraisers to its resources, and

WHEREAS, Hulberg has extensive experience with eminent domain appraisals,

and

WHEREAS, Hulberg & Associates will charge the City a flat fee determined by

each assignment for appraisal reports and when required, any additional consultant

services based on its fee schedule, and

WHEREAS, no new budget allocation is required because funds for each project­

specific task order under the agreement will be budgeted and encumbered as part of each

specific Capital Improvement Program (CIP) project or other account as the task is

assigned, and

WHEREAS, Hulberg & Associates will submit a written scope of services

outlining the specific work, schedule, and fee estimate associated with each task order,

and

WHEREAS, Hulberg & Associates will perform no service until Capital

Improvement Services management has approved the proposed specific task order and a
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written Notice to Proceed is prepared and sent to Hulberg & Associates prior to

commencement of services, and

WHEREAS, City staff recommends an On-Call Appraisal and Consultant

Services Agreement with Hulberg & Associates be approved,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves an Agreement with Hulberg & Associates for On-CaIl Appraisal

and Consultant Services for Capital Improvement Projects for one year, with two one-

year extension options at the sole discretion of the City in an amount not to exceed

$30,000 per year. Total cost for three years is not to exceed $90,000.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute said Agreement with Hulberg & Associates and up to two one-year

extension options.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting ofthe Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 220d day ofJanuary, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councihnember

Muratore, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES:

NOES:

ABSENT:

(SEAL)

By:

Councilmembers:

Councilmembers:

Councilmembers:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

ATTEST:

SUS ALCALA WOOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-48

RESOLUTION APPROVING AN AGREEMENT TO ENTER AND CONSTRUCT
IMPROVEMENTS WITH AUTOZONE, INC. LOCATED AT 1901 PRESCOTT
ROAD (PARCELS A & B OF 47-PM-2, APN: 005-082-037), FOR THE
CONGESTION MITIGATION AIR QUALITY (CMAQ) MANAGEMENT CML
5059 (187) - PRESCOTT ROAD AND PLAZA PARKWAY PROJECT; AND
AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO EXECUTE
THE AGREEMENT AND ALL RELATED DOCUMENTS

WHEREAS, the Congestion Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) Management CML

5059 (187) - Prescott Road and Plaza Parkway Project involves the expansion of

Prescott Road to include a southbound right turn lane at the northwest comer of Prescott

Road and Plaza Parkway and,

WHEREAS, the City ofModesto desires to construct a portion of the required

improvements for a right turn lane at 1901 Prescott Road (Parcels A & B of 47-PM-2,

APN: 005-082-037) owned by AutoZone, Inc. and,

WHEREAS, on March I, 2012, Caltrans determined this project to be a

categorical exclusion pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and all

other applicable federal environmental law, regulations and executive orders and,

WHEREAS, the project is consistent and is in conformance to the General Plan

Master E.I.R. and no additional California Environmental Quality Act clearance is

needed and,

WHEREAS, the City requires an Agreement to Enter and Construct

Improvements prior to allowing construction on subject property and,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves the Agreement to Enter and Construct located at 1901 Prescott

Road (Parcels A & B of 47-PM-2, APN: 005-082-037) owned by AutoZone, Inc. and,
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BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute the necessary grant documents.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 5th day of February, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Burnside, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

ABSENT: Councilmembers: None

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

By:~~~~~~~~~_____
SUS , A ALCALA WOOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-49

RESOLUTION APPROVING AN AGREEMENT TO ENTER AND CONSTRUCT
IMPROVEMENTS WITH PATRICK C. CORCORAN LOCATED AT 1901
PRESCOTT ROAD (PARCEL C OF 47-PM-2, APN: 005-082-036), FOR THE
CONGESTION MITIGATION AIR QUALITY (CMAQ) MANAGEMENT CML
5059 (187) - PRESCOTT ROAD AND PLAZA PARKWAY PROJECT; AND
AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO EXECUTE
THE AGREEMENT AND ALL RELATED DOCUMENTS

WHEREAS, the Congestion Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) Management CML

5059 (187) - Prescott Road and Plaza Parkway Project involves the expansion of

Prescott Road to include a southbound right turn lane at the northwest comer of Prescott

Road and Plaza Parkway and,

WHEREAS, the City of Modesto desires to construct a portion of the required

improvements for a right tum lane at 1901 Prescott Road (Parcel C of 47-PM-2, APN:

005-082-036) owned by Patrick G. Corcoran and,

WHEREAS, on March 1, 2012, Caltrans determined this project to be a

categorical exclusion pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and all

other applicable federal environmental law, regulations and executive orders and,

WHEREAS, the project is consistent and is in conformance to the General Plan

Master E.I.R. and no additional California Environmental Quality Act clearance is

needed and,

WHEREAS, the City requires an Agreement to Enter and Construct

Improvements prior to allowing construction on subject property and,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves the Agreement to Enter and Construct located at 1901 Prescott

Road (Parcel C of 47-PM-2, APN: 005-082-036) owned by Patrick G. Corcoran and,
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BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute the necessary grant documents.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 5th day of February, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Burnside, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

By: -=:-:~{fIs;.2p;,~:-=-=-=~:--:--
SUS A ALCALA WOOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-50

A RESOLUTION APPROVING AN AGREEMENT FOR SERVICES BETWEEN
THE CITY OF MODESTO AND DISABILITY ACCESS CONSULTANT, INC.
TO ASSIST THE CITY IN UPDATING THE 1992 SELF EVALUATION AND
TRANSITION PLAN (IN AN AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED $ 55,000), AND
AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO EXECUTE
THE AGREEMENT

WHEREAS, Section 504 ofthe Rehabilitation Act of 1973 and the Americans

with Disabilities Act (ADA), approved on July 26, 1990, prohibits discrimination against

people with disabilities, and

WHEREAS, the ADA requires state and local government to prepare a Self-

Evaluation and Transition Plan, and

WHEREAS, the City of Modesto completed a Self-Evaluation and Transition

Plan in 1992, and

WHEREAS, the City of Modesto is updating the 1992 Self-Evaluation and

Transition Plan, and

WHEREAS, a Request for Proposal was prepared seeking a qualified consultant

to train, guide, and assist the City Staff in updating the 1992 Self-Evaluation and

Transition Plan, and

WHEREAS, four consultants were interviewed and Disabilities Access

Consultant, Inc. was selected as the most qualified consultant, and

WHEREAS, Self-Evaluation and Transition Plan update will be prepared

primarily by the City Staff with assistance by the consultant, and
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WHEREAS, the survey of city-owned facilities and buildings for ADA

compliance will be done mostly by City Staffwith training and guidance by the

consultant, and

WHEREAS, the Parks, Recreation and Neighborhoods Department is responsible

for 92 parks, facilities, buildings, and other city-owned sites, which are significantly more

than any other department, determined it will be more efficient for a consultant to survey

the Department's sites, and

WHEREAS, Disability Access Consultant, Inc. will survey 31 priority sites for

the Parks, Recreation and Neighborhoods Department as part of this agreement.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves the Agreement for services between the City of Modesto and

Disability Access Consultant, Inc. to assist the City in updating the 1992 Self-Evaluation

and Transition Plan, in an amount not to exceed $55,000, and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute the Agreement.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of the

City of Modesto held on the 5th day of February, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Burnside, was

upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

ATTEST:
( !hI/) l4fl '
-wt-MIf LOPEZ, Ci y

By: ~
susAl'to/AiCA WOOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-51

RESOLUTION AFFIRMING THE CITY'S CO-SPONSORSHIP OF THE 24TH
ANNUAL EARTH DAY IN THE PARK FESTIVAL AND ON AN ONGOING
BASIS FOR ALL FUTURE EARTH DAY IN THE PARK FESTIVALS AS AN
ANNUAL EVENT AT GRACEADA PARK, AND ALLOWING FOR THE SALE
OF MERCHANDISE IN GRACEADA PARK DURING THE DESIGNATED
EVENT HOURS OF THE 24TH

WHEREAS, in 1970, Earth Day was established to make the public aware of

programs successful in protecting the environment and conserving natural resources, and

WHEREAS, on March 24,1993, the City Council, by Resolution No. 92-129,

acknowledged "Earth Day in the Park" as an annual event, and

WHEREAS, the City of Modesto's Solid Waste Division sponsors the event, and

all subsequent annual "Earth Day in the Park" Festivals will be held on a Saturday in the

month of April at Graceada Park, and

WHEREAS, the event provides a forum for merchants to display and sell their

'environmentally friendly' merchandise, and for the creation of a 'festival atmosphere',

while giving the public an opportunity to make purchases that have positive benefit to the

environment, and

WHEREAS, "Earth Day in the Park Festival, and approximately 8,000 attendees,

and

WHEREAS, the Committee seeks ongoing Council approval for the sale of

merchandise in the Park during the designated event hours of the 24th Annual Earth Day

in the Park Festival at Graceada Park, and for all future Annual Earth Day in the Park

Festivals co-sponsored by the City of Modesto, and
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NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby affirms on an ongoing basis the 24th Annual Earth Day in the Park Festival

and all future Annual Earth Day in the Park Festivals co-sponsored by the City of

Modesto at Graceada Park.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED by the Council that it hereby approves the sale of

merchandise in the Park during the designated event hours of the 24th Annual Earth Day

in the Park Festival at Graceada Park, and all future Annual Earth Day in the Park

Festivals co-sponsored by the City of Modesto.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Conncil of

the City of Modesto held on the 5th day of February 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Burnside, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:
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Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

ATTEST:
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-52

RESOLUTION IMPLEMENTING A 30-DAY SPACING POLICY FOR LIKE
EVENTS BEING HELD AT MODESTO CENTRE PLAZA

WHEREAS, Modesto Centre Plaza opened as a multipurpose facility in 1988, and

WHEREAS, booking procedures regulate event booking, and

WHEREAS, said booking procedures allows Centre Plaza Management sole

discretion on the spacing oflike events, and

WHEREAS, recent events dictate a more specific timefrarne between like events,

and

WHEREAS, the Safety and Communities Committee met on January 9, 2013, and

recommended a 30-day spacing policy between like events held at Modesto Centre Plaza.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT HEREBY RESOLVED by the Council of the City

of Modesto as follows:

SECTION 1. A 30-day between like events policy be adopted, and

SECTION 2. The 30-day policy be included in the Modesto Centre Plaza

Booking Procedures.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 5th day of February, 2013, by Councilmember Cogdill,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Gunderson, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers: Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez

NOES: Councilmembers: Burnside

ABSENT: Councilmembers: Muratore, Mayor Marsh

AT1TIST'~~
fuEPHNiELOPEiCit)1lCl

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-53

RESOLUTION RESCINDING A PURCHASE AGREEMENT AND ALL
RELATED DOCUMENTS WITH CHANH MINH HUYNH AND SUONG TRAN,
FOR A 735 SQUARE FEET PARCEL IN FEE, AND A 904 SQUARE FEET
PORTION FOR A TEMPORARY CONSTRUCTION EASEMENT, OF A
PARCEL LOCATED AT 1013 EMPIRE AVENUE (APN035-048-014), IN THE
AMOUNT OF $1,650, FOR THE EMPIRE AVENUE IMPROVEMENT
PROJECT, AND AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE,
TO RESCIND THE AGREEMENT AND ANY RELATED DOCUMENTS

WHEREAS, the City of Modesto's Department ofHousing & Urban

Development (HUD) Annual Action Plan for Fiscal Year 2009-10 approved by the City

Council, by Resolution #2009-555, on November 24,2009 included the Empire Avenue

Improvement Project, and

WHEREAS, this project will include the installation ofcurbs, gutters, sidewalks,

and street lighting to improve pedestrian and roadway safety along Empire Avenue

between Hillside Drive and Monterey Avenue, and

WHEREAS, as part of this project, sixteen parcels were identified for partial

acquisition or temporary construction easements on Empire Avenue, and

WHEREAS, the City Council directed staff to proceed with acquiring property to

facilitate the Empire Avenue Improvement project, and

WHEREAS, an offer ofjust compensation was presented to Chanh Minh Huynh

and Suong Tran and subsequently accepted, and

WHEREAS, during a review by the title company prior to closing, certain title

issues could not be resolved for the purchase of this acquisition, and

WHEREAS, City staff recommends rescinding the Purchase Agreement.
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NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby rescinds the Purchase Agreement approved by Council Resolution 2011-

344 on August 9,2011, for a 735 square feet. parcel in fee, and a 904 square feet portion

for a Temporary Construction Easement, of a parcel located at 1013 Empire Avenue,

Modesto, California (APN 035-048-014), in the amount of $1 ,650 for the Empire Avenue

Improvement Project.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to rescind the Purchase Agreement and all related documents.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 5th day ofFebruary, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being du1y seconded by Councilmember

Burnside, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez, Mayor Marsh

None

Cogdill, Muratore

By: ____~~~L-----------------_
SUS A WOOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-54

RESOLUTION APPROVING A RIGHT-OF-WAY DEDICATION ON BEHALF
OF THE PUBLIC BY THE CITY OF MODESTO FOR DEDICATION OF AN 882
SQUARE FEET PORTION OF A CITY-OWNED PARCEL LOCATED AT 805
EMPIRE AVENUE (APN 035-048-004) FOR THE EMPIRE AVENUE
IMPROVEMENT PROJECT, AND AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER, OR
HIS DESIGNEE, TO EXECUTE THE RIGHT-OF-WAY DEDICATION AND
ALL RELATED DOCUMENTS

WHEREAS, the City of Modesto has a project to improve Empire Avenue,

between Hillside Drive and Monterey Avenue, with curbs, gutters, sidewalks and street

lighting, and

WHEREAS, the project will improve pedestrian and traffic safety in a

Neighborhood Revitalization Strategy Area (NRSA), and

WHEREAS, the project requires dedication ofa portion of property ofcertain

adjacent parcels to Empire Avenue, and

WHEREAS, the City parcel will be converted into the Airport Neighborhood

Conununity Center, and

WHEREAS, the City of Modesto desires to dedicate an 882 square feet portion of

the City parcel, located at 805 Empire Avenue, for the project, and

WHEREAS, City staff reconunends approval of the dedication on behalfof the

public for streets, public use and right-of-way.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves the dedication ofan 882 square feet portion of the property

located at 805 Empire Avenue (APN 035-048-004) for dedication to the right-of-way of

Empire Avenue for the Empire Avenue Improvement Project.
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BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to proceed with the dedication.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 5th day of February, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Burnside, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez, Mayor Marsh

None

Cogdill, Muratore

By: ~~~~~.~~=-~______
SUSA
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-55

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE,
TO SIGN THE CERTIFICATE OF ACCEPTANCE FOR THE RIGHT-OF-WAY
DEDICATION ON BEHALF OF THE PUBLIC OF A PORTION OF A CITY­
OWNED PARCEL, (APN 035-048-004) TO BE USED FOR THE EMPIRE
AVENUE IMPROVEMENT PROJECT

WHEREAS, Section 27281 of the Government Code requires a public agency to

accept real property prior to the recordation of a deed or adopt a resolution accepting real

property, and

WHEREAS, the City of Modesto desires to dedicate a portion ofa parcel of land

containing 882 square feet, for public roadway dedication, located at 805 Empire

Avenue, owned by the City of Modesto (APN 035-048-004), for the Empire Avenue

Improvement Project.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City ofModesto

that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby authorized to sign the Certificate of

Acceptance for the Right of Way Dedication, located at 805 Empire Avenue, owned by

the City of Modesto (APN 035-048-004) for dedication to the Empire Avenue public

roadway by the City of Modesto for the Empire Avenue Improvement Project.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City ofModesto held on the sth day of February, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being du1y seconded by Councilmember

Burnside, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

By:

Burnside, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez, Mayor Marsh

None

Cogdill, Muratore

SUS ALCALA WOOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-56

RESOLUTION APPROVING AN AMENDMENT TO THE AGREEMENT WITH
RMC WATER AND ENVIRONMENT FOR ADDITIONAL CONSULTANT
SERVICES TO COMPLETE THE INTEGRATED REGIONAL WATER
MANAGEMENT PLAN IN AN AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED OF $151,502, PLUS
$15,151 FOR ADDITIONAL SERVICES (IF NEEDED), FOR A MAXIMUM
TOTAL AMOUNT OF $166,653, AND AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER,
OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO EXECUTE THE AMENDMENT TO AGREEMENT

WHEREAS, an Integrated Regional Water Management Plan (IRWMP) is a

region-wide comprehensive management and planning document that identifies and

focuses attention on regionally feasible projects that would make the best use of the

area's water, wastewater, and storm water resources, and

WHEREAS, an IRWMP is required to receive any state and/or federal funding for

these regionally identified projects, and

WHEREAS, on June 22, 2010, by Resolution 2010-277, the Modesto City

Council approved an Agreement with RMC Water and Environment (RMC) for

consultant services to develop an IRWMP for the Cities of Modesto, Turlock, Ceres, and

Hughson in an amount not to exceed $237,138, and

WHEREAS, a number of factors have made it necessary to extend the time and

effort needed to complete the IRWMP beyond RMC's original scope of work, and

WHEREAS, on December 7, 2012, RMC submitted an updated scope of work

and subsequent fee estimate to complete the IRWMP in the amount of$151 ,502, and

WHEREAS, under a separate Council Action, the Cost Sharing Agreement

between the Cities of Modesto, Turlock, Ceres, and Hughson is being amended to include

the cost of the updated scope ofwork for completion of the IRWMP,
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NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves an Amendment to the Agreement with RMC Water and

Environment for additional consultant services to complete the Integrated Regional Water

Management Plan in an amount not to exceed $151,502 plus $15,151 for additional

services (if needed), for a maximum total amount of $166,653.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute the Amendment to Agreement.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 5th day of February, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Burnside, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

ATTEST:

By: -=-=~~~~c-:::::-::-=-=:--:::,.-----,--
SUS A ALCALA WOOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-57

RESOLUTION APPROVING THE FIRST AMENDMENT TO THE COST
SHARING AGREEMENT WITH THE CITIES OF CERES, HUGHSON,
MODESTO, AND TURLOCK TO DEFRAY EXPENSES ASSOCIATED WITH
PREPARATION OF AN INTEGRATED REGIONAL WATER MANAGEMENT
PLAN IN AN AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED $169,683, WHICH INCLUDES A 2%
ADMINISTRATIVE COST REIMBURSEMENT, AND AUTHORIZING THE
CITY MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO EXECUTE THE FIRST
AMENDENT TO AGREEMENT

WHEREAS, an Integrated Regional Water Management Plan (IRWMP) is a

region-wide comprehensive management and planning document that identifies and

focuses attention on regionally feasible projects that would make the best use of the

area's water, wastewater, and stonn water resources, and

WHEREAS, an IRWMP is required to receive any state and/or federal funding for

these regionally identified projects, and

WHEREAS, on June 22, 2010, by Resolution 2010-277, the Modesto City

Council approved an Agreement with RMC Water and Environment (RMC) for

consultant services to develop an IRWMP for the Cities of Modesto, Turlock, Ceres, and

Hughson in an amount not to exceed $237,138, and

WHEREAS, also on June 22, 2010, by Resolution 2010-276, the Modesto City

Council approved a Cost Sharing Agreement between these cities to share costs

associated with RMC developing the IRWMP, and

WHEREAS, this Cost Sharing Agreement also stated that Modesto will front fund

the project's costs based on specific time frame reimbursement conditions, and

WHEREAS, a number of factors have made it necessary to extend the time and

effort needed to complete the IRWMP beyond RMC's original scope ofwork, and
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WHEREAS, on December 7,2012, RMC submitted an updated scope of work

and subsequent fee estimate to complete the IRWMP in the amount of$151,502, and

WHEREAS, under a separate Council Action, RMC's Agreement for consultant

services is being amended to include the cost of the updated scope of work for

completion of the IRWMP, and

WHEREAS, this First Amendment to the Cost Sharing Agreement is necessary to

cover these additional costs to complete the IRWMP, and

WHEREAS, this First Amendment will also slightly adjust the cost split for the

cities based on 2010/11 water and wastewater revenues. The Original Cost Sharing

Agreement cost split was based on 2008/09 water and wastewater revenues,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves a First Amendment to the Cost Sharing Agreement with the Cities

of Ceres, Hughson, Modesto, and Turlock to defray expenses associated with the

preparation of an Integrated Regional Water Management Plan in an amount not to

exceed $169,683, which includes a 2% administrative cost reimbursement to the City of

Modesto.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute the First Amendment to Agreement.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 5th day of February, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Burnside, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

02l05/13fUPP/JBondJItem 13

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-58

RESOLUTION FINDING THAT THE FOLLOWING SUBSEQUENT PROJECT
IS WITHIN THE SCOPE OF THE PROJECT COVERED BY THE MODESTO
URBAN AREA GENERAL PLAN MASTER ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
REPORT (SCH NO. 2007072023): AMENDMENT OF SECTION 12-3-8 OF THE
ZONING MAP OF THE CITY OF MODESTO TO REZONE FROM LOW
DENSITY RESIDENTIAL ZONE, R-l, TO PROFESSIONAL OFFICE ZONE,
P-O, PROPERTY LOCATED AT 3724 DALE ROAD (FRANKLIN VAN
KONYNENBURG)

WHEREAS, on October 14,2008, the City Council of the City of Modesto

certified the Final Master Environmental Impact Report ("Master EIR") (SCH No.

2007072023) for the Modesto Urban Area General Plan, and

WHEREAS, Franklin Van Konynenburg has proposed an amendment of Section

12-3-8 of the Zoning Map of the City of Modesto to rezone from Low Density

Residential Zone, R-1 to Professional Office Zone, P-O, property located at 3724 Dale

Road, and

WHEREAS, pursuant to Section 21157.1 ofthe Public Resources

Code, the City of Modesto's Community & Economic Development Department

prepared an Environmental Assessment Initial Study EAlC&ED 2012-26 ("Initial

Study") which analyzed whether the subsequent project may cause any significant effect

on the environment that was not examined in the Master EIR and whether the subsequent

project was described in the Master EIR as being within the scope ofthe report, and

WHEREAS, in accordance with CEQA guidelines beginning on January 16,

2013, the City caused to be published a 20-day notice of the City's intent to make a

finding that the subsequent project conforms with the Master EIR, and
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WHEREAS, said matter was considered by the City Council at a duly noticed

public hearing which was held on February 5,2013, at 5:30 p.m., in the Tenth Street

Place Chambers located at 1010 Tenth Street, Modesto, California,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that the Council has reviewed and considered the Initial Study prepared for the proposed

rezone, a copy of which is attached hereto as Exhibit"A", and incorporated herein by

reference, and based on substantial evidence in the Initial Study makes the following

findings:

1. An Initial Study was prepared by the City of Modesto that analyzed
whether the subsequent project may cause any significant effect on the
environment that was not examined in the Master ErR and whether the
subsequent project was described in the Master ErR as being within the
scope of the report.

2. The subsequent project will have no additional significant effect on the
environment, as defined in subdivision (d) of Section 21158 of the Public
Resources Code, that was not identified in the Master EIR.

3. No new or additional mitigation measures or alternatives are required.

4. The subsequent project is within the scope of the project covered by the
MasterEIR.

5. All applicable policies, regulations, and mitigation measures identified in
the Master ErR have been applied to the subsequent project or otherwise
made conditions of approval of the subsequent project.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto that the

Community & Economic Development Director is hereby authorized and directed to file

a notice ofapproval or determination within five (5) business days with the Stanislaus

County Clerk pursuant to Section 21152 ofthe Public Resources Code.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 5th day of February 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Gunderson, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

By:

02/05/l3/CEDlKMartinJI,cm 15

Burnside, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez

None

Cogdill, Muratore, Mayor Marsh
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City of Modesto
Master EIR Initial Study Environmental Checklist

I. PURPOSE

CEQA allows for the limited environmental review of subsequent projects under the City's Master
Environmental Impact Report ("Master EIR" or "MEIR"). This Initial Study Environmental Checklist
("Initial Study") is used in determining whether the Dale Road Rezone to P-O is "within the scope" of
the project analyzed in the Modesto Urban Area General Plan Master EIR (SCH# 2007072023) (Public
Resources Code section 21157.1). When the Initial Study supports this conclusion, the City will issue
a finding of conformance.

A subsequent project is "within the scope" of the Master EIR when:

1. it will have no additional Significant effects on the environment that were not addressed as
Significant effects in the Master EIR; and

2. no new or additional mitigation measures or alternatives are required.

"Additional significant effects" means a project-specific effect that was not addressed as a Significant
effect in the Master EIR. [Public Resources Code Section 21158(d)]

The determination must be based on substantial evidence in the record. "Substantial evidence"
means facts, reasonable assumptions predicated upon facts, or expert opinion based on facts. It
does not include speculation or unsubstantiated opinion. (CEQA Guidelines Section 15384)

II. PROJECT DESCRIPTION

A. Title: Dale Road Rezone to P-O

B. Address or Location: East side of Dale Road, opposite of Konynenburg Lane (APN 076-034-
007)

C. Applicant: Franklin von Konynenburg

D. City Contact Person: Katharine Martin, Associate Planner

Project Manager: Katharine Martin
Department: Community and Economic Development Department, Planning Division
Phone Number: 209-577-5267
E-mail address:kamartin@modestogov.com

E. Current General Plan Designation(s): Mixed Use (MU)

F. Current Zoning Classification(s): Low Density Residential (R-1)

G. Surrounding Land Uses:
North: Professional Office (P-O) Zone, vacant undeveloped land
South: Planned Development Zone, P-D(399), convalescent care facility
East: Single-Family Residential Uses
West: R-1 Low Density Zone and Planned Development Zone, P-D(333) for

professional office uses, vacant undeveloped land
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City of Modesto General Plan Master EIR 1

Initial Study EA No. 2012-26
November 21, 2012



H. Project Description, including the project type listed in Section H.C (Anticipated Future
Projects) of the Master EIR (Attach additional maps/support materials as needed for complete
record):

The applicant proposes to rezone a 3.68-acre parcel from Low Density Residential (R-1) Zone to the
Professional Office (P-O) Zone. The site is semi-vacant with one 1,839 sq. ft. residence and two
accessory structures. The applicant's representative has indicated that the owner intends to market
the site for development of professional office uses. A future staff level approval (Development Plan
Review) for any new development will be required if the rezoned is approved.

1. Other Public Agencies Whose Approval is Required: None

III. fINDINGS/DETERMINATION (SELECT ONE ON THE BASIS Of THE ANALYSIS
IN SECTION IV)

1. l Within the Scope - The project is within the scope of the Master EIR and no new
environmental document or Public Resources Code Section 21081 findings are required. All of
the following statements are found to be true:

A. The subsequent project will have no additional Significant effect on the environment,
as defined in subdivision (d) of Section 21158 of the Public Resources Code, that was
not identified in the Master EIR.

B. No new or additional mitigation measures or alternatives are required.

C. The subsequent project is within the scope of the project covered by the Master EIR.

D. All applicable policies, regulations, and mitigation measures identified in the Master EIR
have been applied to the subsequent project or otherwise made conditions of approval
of the subsequent project.

2. __ Mitigated Negative Declaration Required - On the basis of the above determinations,
the project is not within the scope of the Master EIR. A mitigated negative declaration will be
prepared for the project. The following statements are all found to be true:

A. The subsequent project is within the scope of the project covered by the Master EIR.

B. All applicable policies, regulations, and mitigation measures identified in the Master EIR
have been applied to the subsequent project or otherwise made conditions of approval
of the subsequent project.

C. The project will have one or more potential new significant effects on the environment
that were not addressed as significant effects in the Master EIR. New or additional
mitigation measures are being required of the project that will reduce the effects to a
less-than-significant level.

3.__ Focused EIR Required- On the basis of the above determinations, the project is not within
the scope of the Master EIR. A Focused ErR will be prepared for the project. All of the
following statements are found to be true:

RZN-12-003: Finding of Conformance
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A. The subsequent project is within the scope of the project covered by the Master EIR.

B. All applicable policies, regulations, and mitigation measures identified in the Master EIR
have been applied to the subsequent project or otherwise made conditions of approval
of the subsequent project.

C. The project will have one or more new Significant effects on the environment that were
not addressed as Significant effects in the Master EIR. New or additional mitigation
measures or alternatives are required as a result.

RZN-12-003: Finding of Conformance
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4. Within the Scope Analysis of this Document:

The Master EIR allows projects to be found within the scope of the MEIR if certain criteria are met. If
the following statements are found to be true for all 21 impact categories included in this Initial
Study, then the proposed project is addressed by the MEIR analYSis and is within the scope of the
MEIR. Any "No" response must be discussed.

YES NO

(1) The lead agency for subsequent projects shall be the City of Modesto or a responsible [gJ 0agency identified in the Master EIR.

(2) City poliCies which reduce, aVOid, or mitigate environmental effects will continue to be in
effect and, therefore, would be applied to subsequent projects where appropriate. The
poliCies are described in the list of poliCies in place and mitigation measures attached to [gJ 0
the Initial Study template. Project impacts would be mitigated to a less-than-significant
level using MEIR mitigations only.

(3) Federal, State, regional, and Stanislaus County regulations do not change in a manner
that is less restrictive on development than current law (i.e., would not offer the same [gJ 0
level of protecton assumed under the Master EIR).

(4) No specific information concerning the known or potential presence of Significant
resources is identified in future reports, or through formal or informal input received from [gJ 0
responsible or trustee agencies or other qualified sources.

(5) The development will occur within the boundaries of the City's planning area as
[gJ 0established in this Urban Area General Plan.

(6) Development within the project will comply with all appropriate mitigation measures
[gJ 0contained and enumerated in the 2008 General Plan Master EIR.

5. Currency of the Master EIR Document

The MEIR should be reviewed on a regular basis to determine its currency, and whether additional
analysis/mitigation should be incorporated into the MEIR via a Supplemental or Subsequent EIR
(CEQA Section 21157.6). Staff has reviewed Sections 1 through 21 of this document in light of the
criteria listed below to determine whether the MEIR is current. The analysis contained within the
Master EIR is current as long as the following circumstances have not changed. Any "no" response
must be explained.

YES 1110

(1) Certification of the General Plan Master EIR occurred less than five years prior to the [gJ 0filing of the application for this subsequent project.

(2) This project is described in the Master EIR and its approval will not affect the adequacy
of the Master EIR for any subsequent project because the City can make the following [gJ 0
findings:

(a) No substantial changes have occurred with respect to the circumstances under which [gJ 0the Master EIR was certified.

(b) No new information, which was not known and could not have been known at the time [gJ 0the Master EIR was certified as complete, has become available.

(c) Policies remain in effect which require site-specific mitigation, and avoidance or other [gJ 0mitigation of impacts as a prerequiSite to future development.
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IV. ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS

This Initial Study, in accordance with Section 211S7.1(b) of the Public Resources Code, discloses
whether the proposed project may cause any project-specific significant effect on the environment
that was not examined in the Final Master EIR (MEIR) for the General Plan and whether new or
additional mitigation measures or alternatives may be required as a result. The Initial Study thereby
documents whether or not the project is "within the scope" of the Master EIR.

Pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21157.1, no new environmental document or findings are
necessary for projects that are determined to be within the scope of the MEIR. Adoption of the
findings specified in Section III.1, above after completion of the Initial Study fulfills the City's
obligation in that situation.

All environmental effects cited reflect 2025 conditions resulting from the Urban Area General Plan, as
identified in the Master EIR.

The environmental impact analysis in the Master EIR for the Urban Area General Plan is organized in
twenty-one subject areas. The following analysis is based on the impact analyses contained in
Chapter V of the Master EIR. For ease of reference, the sections are numbered in the same order as
the analyses in Chapter V.
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1. TRAFfIC AND CIRCULATION

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Master EIR discloses the following residual significant and unavoidable traffic and circulation
impacts expected after application of mitigations/policies:

Direct Impacts

Effect: Increased automobile traffic will result in roadway segments (see MEIR on Table 1-7, pages
V-1-32 to V-1-34) operating at LOS D, Modesto's significance threshold for automobile traffic, or
lower (LOS E or F).

Effect: The substantial increase in traffic relative to the existing load and capacity of the street
system will cause, either individually or cumulatively, the violation of automobile service standards
established by StanCOG's Congestion Management Plan for designated roads and highways.

Effect: A substantial increase in automobile vehicle miles traveled and automobile vehicle hours of
travel and a decrease in average automobile vehicle speed (see MEIR Table 1-6, page V-1-31).

Cumulative Impacts

Effect: Potential for growth inducement or acceleration of development resulting from highway and
local road projects.

Effect: Substantial increase in traffic in relation to the existing traffic load and capacity of the street
system, including a violation, either individually or cumulatively, of an automobile LOS standard
established by the Congestion Management Plan for designated roads and highways.

Effect: Increased demand for capacity-enhancing alterations to existing roads or automobile traffic
reduction.

Other impact categories affected by Traffic and Circulation are addressed throughout this Initial Study
(see also Section 2, Degradation of Air Quality; Section 3, Generation of Noise; Section 7 Loss of
Sensitive Wildlife and Plant Habitat; Section 8, Disturbance of Archaeological/Historic Sites; Section 14
Increased Demand for Fire Services; Section 18, Energy; Section 19, Visual Resources; Section 20,
Land Use and Planning, and Section 21, Climate Change).

b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

Traffic and Circulation mitigation measures pertinent to this project are found on MEIR pages V-1-9
through V-1-28. All mitigation measures appropriate to the project, including any new measures, will
be incorporated into or made conditions of approval of this project and are listed in Section V,
Mitigation Measures Applied to Project.

Discussion:

The appropriate mitigation to be applied to this project includes none from the MEIR. No new or
additional mitigation measures or alternatives are required to reduce project impacts to a less-than­
Significant level.
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c. Project-Specific Effects

Section V-1.B of the Master EIR provides analysis of Traffic and Orculation impacts of development of
the General Plan, the following is an analysis of whether the proposed project would result in a new,
significant, project-specific effect not disclosed in the Master ElR.

Significance Criteria: A subsequent development project will have a new significant effect on the
environment if it would exceed the following criteria:

1. TRAFFIC AND CIRCULATION

1) The proposed project exceeds traffic generation
assumptions in the Master EIR for the site by 100
trips or more and City Engineering and
Transportation staff has determined that the project
would have additional potentially significant project-
specific effects that are not avoided or reduced by
the Master EIR's mitigation measures.

2) Exceed, either individually or cumulatively, a
level of service standard established by the county
congestion management agency for deSignated
roads or highways?

3) The proposed project would cause additional
roadway segments in the General Plan area to
exceed LOS D and/or cause additional violations of
standards in the Congestion Management Plan,
and/or cause an increase in automobile vehicle
miles or vehicle hours of travel or a decrease in
automobile travel speed, as compared to the
impacts disclosed in the Master EIR.

4) The proposed project would cause emergency
response times to exceed acceptable standards
established by the Fire Department, as compared to
impacts disclosed in the Master EIR (see Section 14,
Increased Demand for Fire Services).

S) The proposed project would result in less parking
than required by the Municipal Code or as
determined by staff.

6) The proposed project would conflict with adopted
poliCies, plans, or programs that support alternative
transportation, including, but not limited to the
Regional Transportation Plan, the Sustainable
Communities Strategy, the Bicycle Action Plan, and
soon.
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less Than
Significant

Potentially with less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No

Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

7) The proposed project would result in an increase
in automobile vehicle miles traveled on a per capita 0 0 0 [gJ
basis, in excess of that considered in the Urban
Area General Plan MEIR.

Discussion:

(1-7) The proposed project to rezone from R-1 Low-Density Residential to P-O Professional Office is
consistent with the Urban Area General Plan and the site's General Plan Land Use designation
of MU "Mixed Use", which assumed traffic generation consistent with the type and intensity of
uses that would be permitted by this rezoning. The site is semi-vacant with one residence
and two accessory buildings; however, future development will be required to adhere to
applicable City of Modesto Zoning Ordinances and Standards for site access to and from
adjacent streets, internal circulation and parking.

2. DEGRADATION OF AIR QUALITY

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Master EIR discloses the following residual significant and unavoidable air quality impacts
expected after application of mitigations/policies:

Direct Impacts

Effect: Expected automobile traffic will result in increased operational emissions of reactive organic
gases (ROG) and oxides of nitrogen (NOx) (see MEIR Table 2-8, page V-2-27).

Effect: Expected automobile traffic will result in increased emissions of particulate matter 10 microns
or less (PM lO) and 2.5 microns or less in diameter (PM2.s) (see MEIR Table 2-8, page V-2-27).

Effect: Expected automobile traffic will result in increased carbon monoxide (CO) levels in the project
area (see MEIR Table 2-7, page V-2-26, and Table 2-8, page V-2-27).
Cumulative Impacts

The Master EIR indicates the same impacts identified as direct impacts above will contribute to
regional impacts on air quality for the criteria pollutants ROG, NO", PM lO, and PM2.5•

b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

Air quality mitigation measure(s) pertinent to the proposed project are found on pages V-2-13
through V-2-24 of the Master EIR. All mitigation measures appropriate to the project will be
incorporated into or made conditions of approval of this project and are listed in Section V, Mitigation
Measures Applied to Project.
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Discussion:

The application is a proposal to rezone the subject property from the R-1 Zone to the P-O Zone. The
appropriate mitigation to be applied to any future development of the site includes: AQ-40 and AQ-42
through AQ-56 from the Master ErR. No new or additional mitigation measures or alternatives are
required to reduce project impacts to a less-than-significant level.

c. Project-Specific Effects

Section V-2.B of the Master ErR is the analysis of air quality impacts resulting from development of
the Urban Area General Plan. The following is an analysis of whether the proposed project would
result in a new, significant, project -specific effect not analyzed in the Master EIR.

Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds. The
project-specific effects will be less than significant unless:

Less Than
Significant

Potentially with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No

Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

2. DEGRADATION OF AIR QUALITY

1) The proposed project exceeds the project-level
emissions thresholds established for CO, RaG, NOx,
PM lO, and PM l .5 by the San Joaquin Valley Air

D D D [8]Pollution Control District (SJVUAPCD) and is not
consistent with the development assumptions for
the project site, as established in the Urban Area
General Plan and Master EIR.

2) The proposed project does not incorporate the
D D D [8]best management practices established by the

SJVAPCD for CO, RaG, NO" PM lO, and PMl .5•

3) The proposed project does not comply with the
D D D [8]air quality polides in the Modesto Urban Area

General Plan.

4) The proposed project would expose sensitive
receptors to pollutant concentrations in excess of D D D [8]
those expected to occur as a result of
implementation of the Urban Area General Plan.

5) The proposed project would create objectionable D D D [8]
odors affecting a substantial number of people.

Discussion:

(1) The proposed project to rezone from R-llow Density Residential to P-O Professional Office is
consistent with the Urban Area General Plan and the site's General Plan land Use designation
of MU "Mixed Use", which assumed traffic volumes and emissions consistent with the type and
intensity of professional office uses that would be permitted by this rezoning.
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(2) Any future development at the site will be required to adhere to applicable City Zoning
Ordinances, Standards, and applicable best management practices during the construction
process.

(3) The proposed project to rezone from R-l Low Density Residential to P-O Professional Office is
consistent with the Urban Area General Plan and the site's General Plan Land Use designation
of MU "Mixed Use". The Mixed Use land use designation allows for uses as permitted within
the p-o Zone.

(4-5) Any future development at the site will be required to adhere to applicable City Zoning
Ordinances, Standards, and applicable best management practices during the construction
process.

3. GENERATION OF NOISE

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Master EIR discloses the following residual significant and unavoidable noise impacts expected
after application of mitigations/policies:

Direct Impacts

Effect: Future automobile traffic noise levels and roadway construction and maintenance activities
resulting from development of the Urban Area General Plan will exceed the City's noise thresholds at
various locations, but particularly in areas adjacent to heavily traveled roadways (see MEIR Table 3-3,
page V-3-10, and Figure VII-2 and Table 3-6, pages V-3-18 and V-3-19).

Effect: Expected noise from airport operations and airport construction projects may expose up to
468 dwellings and three churches to noise levels of 65 dB CNEL and up to eight dwellings to noise
levels of 70 dB CNEl.

Effect: Expose noise-sensitive land uses to noise from the construction of bicycle and transit projects.

Effect: Expose noise-sensitive land uses to noise from freight and passenger rail operations.

Cumulative Impacts

Effect: Traffic from development in the Oty of Modesto would, when combined with traffic from new
development in the County and other cities, contribute to a cumulative increase in roadside noise
levels on major roads and highways throughout Stanislaus County.

b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

Noise policies and mitigation measures pertinent to the project being analyzed in this Initial Study are
found on pages V-3-11 through V-3-15 of the Master EIR. All mitigation measures appropriate to the
project will be incorporated into or made conditions of approval of this project and any new measures
are listed in Section V, Mitigation Applied to Project.
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Discussion:

The application is a proposal to rezone the subject property from R-l Low Density Residential to the
P-O Professional Office Zone. No development is proposed with the application. The appropriate
mitigation to be applied to any future development ofthe site includes: N-l and N-2 from the Master
ErR. No new or additional mitigation measures or alternatives are required to reduce project impacts
to a less-than-significant level.

c. Project-Specific Effects

Section V-3.B of the MEIR discloses noise impacts resulting from development of the Urban Area
General Plan. The following is an analysis of whether the proposed project would result in a new,
Significant, project -specific effect not analyzed in the Master EIR.

Significance Criteria: Determination of the proposed project's effects are based on the following
thresholds. Project-specific effects will be less than significant unless:

less Than
Significant

Potentially with less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No

Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

3. GENERATION OF NOISE

1) The proposed project will exceed the standards
0 0 0 ['g]for noise level and hours of operation established by

the Modesto noise ordinance.

2) The proposed project will not comply with the
0 0 0 ['g]noise policies of, or otherwise be inconsistent with,

the Modesto Urban Area General Plan.

3) The proposed project will result in an increase in
0 0 0 ['g]ambient noise levels in the project vicinity above

those disclosed in the Master ErR.

4) The proposed project will result in a substantial
temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise

0 0 0 ['g]levels in the project vicinity above levels disclosed in
the Master EIR implementation of the Urban Area
General Plan.

DIscussion:

(l) The application is a proposal to rezone the subject property from R-l Low Density Residential
to the P-O Professional Office Zone to facilitate future development of the site. No
development is proposed with the application. Any future development would be required to
adhere to the Oty's noise ordinance.

(2-4) The proposed project to rezone the subject property from R-l Low Density Residential to the
P-O Professional Office Zone is consistent with the Urban Area General Plan and the site's
General Plan Land Use designation of MU "Mixed Use". No development is proposed with the
application; however, any increase in ambient noise levels would be construction-related and
temporary. Any future development would be required to adhere to the Oty's noise
ordinance.
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4. EffECTS ON AGRICULTURAL LANDS

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Master EIR discloses the following residual significant and unavoidable impacts on agricultural
lands expected after application of mitigations/policies:

Direct Impacts

Effect: Between 1995 and 2025, development of the Urban Area General Plan may convert up to
approximately 26,000 acres of farmland in various categories in the Planned Urbanizing Area to urban
uses.

Effect: Approximately 1,200 acres of urban development along a 2S.5-mile boundary 350 feet wide
between urban and agricultural uses could be affected by continued agricultural operations, including
noise, dust, and chemical overspray or drift.

Cumulative Impacts

Effect: Growth within Modesto's planning area would contribute considerably to the loss of
agricultural land within Stanislaus County, accounting for the conversion of as much as approximately
26,000 acres of farmland in various categories in the Planned Urbanizing Area from 1995 to 2025.

b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Pertinent to the Project

Agricultural land mitigation measures pertinent to the proposed project are found on pages V-4-6 to
and V-4-S of the Master EIR. All mitigation measures appropriate to the project and any new
mitigation to be incorporated into or made conditions of approval of this project are listed in Section
V, Mitigation Applied to Project.

Discussion:

No new or additional mitigation measures or alternatives are required.

c. Project-Specific Effects

Section V-4.B of the Master EIR discloses the impacts resulting from the implementation of the Urban
Area General Plan on agricultural lands. The following is an analysis of whether the proposed project
would result in a new, significant, project -specific effect not previously analyzed in the Master EIR.

Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds. The
project-specific effects will be less than significant unless:

4. EFFECTS ON AGRICULTURAL LANDS
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less Than
Significant

Potentially with less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No

Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
--

1) The proposed project is inconsistent with the
D D D ~Urban Area General Plan's policies relating to

agricultural land.

2) The proposed project will either directly or
indirectly result in the development of land outside D D D ~
the 2008 Urban Area General Plan's planning area
boundary.

3) The proposed project will conflict with existing
D D D ~zoning for agricultural use, or there is an existing

Williamson Act contract on the project site.

4) The proposed project will involve other changes
in the existing environment not anticipated in the

D D D ~Master ElR which, due to their location or nature,
could result in conversion of farmland to non-
agricultural use.

Discussion:

(1) The proposed project to rezone from R-l Low Density Residential to the p-o Professional
Office Zone is consistent with the Urban Area General Plan and the site's General Plan Land
Use designation of MU "Mixed Use". The site is surrounded by urban uses and would not
result in development of land outside of the City's General Plan boundary.

(2-4) The project site is not zoned for agricultural use. There is no existing Williamson Act contract
on the property. The site is surrounded by urban uses and would not cause the conversion of
additional farmland to a non-agricultural use.
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5. INCREASED DEMAND fOR LONG-TERM WATER SUPPLIES

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Master ErR discloses the following residual significant and unavoidable impacts on long-term
water supplies expected after application of mitigations/policies:

Direct Impacts

Effect: No residual significant direct impacts have been disclosed in the Master EIR.

Cumulative Impacts

Effect: Operational yields of the Modesto and Turlock subbasins, both of which underlie the City of
Modesto, are unknown, although the City is participating in a study with the United States Geological
Survey in order to quantify the operational yields of both subbasins. Groundwater withdrawals from
both basins by the City, when combined with other users' withdrawals, may result in overdrafting
both subbasins.

Effect: Despite available options, during drought years, significant water shortages are forecast for
the San Joaquin River basin, which includes both the Modesto and Turlock subbasins, by 2020.
Modesto would make a cumulatively considerable contribution to the cumulative impact on water
supply under drought conditions.

b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

Water supply mitigation measures pertinent to the proposed project are found on pages V-S-6
through V-S-12 of the Master ErR. All mitigation measures appropriate to the project to be
incorporated into or made conditions of approval of this project are listed in Section V, Mitigation
Measures Applied to Project.

Discussion:

The application is a proposal to rezone the subject property from R-l Low Density Residential to the
p-o Professional Office Zone. No development is proposed with the application; however, the
appropriate mitigation to be applied to any future development of the site includes: WS-ll and WS-
13 from the Master ErR. No new or additional mitigation measures or alternatives are required to
reduce project impacts to a less-than-significant level.

c. Project-Specific Effects

Section V-S.B of the Master ErR discloses impacts on long-term water supplies resulting from
implementation of the Urban Area General Plan. The following is an analysis of whether the proposed
project would result in a new, Significant, project-specific effect not disclosed in the Master EIR.

Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds. The
project-specific effects will be less than significant unless:
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Less Than
Significant

Potentially with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No

Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

5. INCREA5ED DEMAND FOR LONG-TERM
WATER SUPPLIES

1) The proposed project is inconsistent with water 0 0 0 [:8J
supply policies in the Urban Area General Plan.

2) Water demand for the proposed project will
exceed estimates for similar projects or for
development on the project site anticipated in the 0 0 0 [:8J
Urban Area General Plan or sufficient water supplies
are not otherwise available to serve the project
from existing entitlements and resources.

3) The proposed project would deplete groundwater
supplies to a greater degree than anticipated in the 0 0 0 [:8J
Urban Area General Plan or would interfere with
groundwater recharge.

Discussion:

(1-3) The proposed project to rezone from R-l Low Density Residential Zone to the P-O Professional
Office Zone is consistent with the Urban Area General Plan and the site's General Plan Land
Use designation of MU "Mixed Use", which assumed water demand to be consistent with the
type and intensity of development that would be permitted by this rezoning. The Mixed Use
land use designation allows for uses as permitted within the P-O Zone. Any future
development will be required to adhere to applicable City of Modesto Zoning Ordinances and
Standards.

6. INCREASED DEMAND fOR SANITARY SEWER SERVICES

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Master EIR discloses the following residual significant and unavoidable impacts on sanitary sewer
services after application of mitigations/policies:

Direct Impacts

Effect: Development resulting from implementation of the Urban Area General Plan will require
substantial new sewage treatment and disposal capacity, treatment plant improvements, sewer mains
and collection lines, and pump stations. The Wastewater Master Plan anticipates the need for these
facilities and its ErR evaluates the impact of developing those facilities. Potential impacts include
degradation of water quality through erosion and chemical releases; localized flooding; construction
noise; exposure of construction workers and the public to hazardous materials; and on the habitat of
the elderberry longhorn beetle, burrowing owl, and Swainson's hawk, as well as certain other
regulated habitats. All of these impacts are mitigated to a less-than-significant level.
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Additional impacts that are not mitigated to a less-than-significant level include loss of farmland cause
by construction of the Phase IA tertiary treatment fadlity at the Jennings Road Secondary Treatment
Facility, an increase in pollutant loads from increased wastewater flows to the San Joaquin River, and
an increase in noise and criteria air pollutants due to construction activities, including traffic.

Cumulative Impacts

Effect: No additional cumulative impacts were identified in the Master EIR.

b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

Sewer service mitigation measures pertinent to the proposed project are found on pages V-6-3
through V-6-8 of the Master EIR. All mitigation measures appropriate to the project to be
incorporated into or made conditions of approval of this project are listed in Section V, Mitigation
Measures Applied to Project.

Discussion:

The application is a proposal to rezone the subject property from R-l Low Density Residential to the
P-O Professional Office Zone. No development is proposed with the application.

c. Project-Specific Effects

Section V-6.B of the Master EIR discloses impacts on the Increased Demand for Sanitary Sewer
Service resulting from implementation of the Urban Area General Plan. The following is an analysis of
whether the proposed project would result in a new, Significant, project-specific effect not disclosed in
the Master EIR.

Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds. The
project-spedfic effects will be less than significant unless:

6. INCREASED DEMAND FOR SANITARY
SEWER SERVICES

1) The proposed project is inconsistent with
wastewater polides in the Urban Area General Plan.

2) The proposed project will generate sewage flows
greater than those anticipated in the Urban Area
General Plan for the project site.

3) The proposed project will result in a
determination by the wastewater treatment
provider which serves or may serve the project that
it has inadequate capacity to serve the project's
projected demand in addition to the provider's
existing commitments.

DIscussion:
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(1-3) The proposed project to rezone from R-l Low Density Residential Zone to the p-o Professional
Office Zone is consistent with the Urban Area General Plan and the site's General Plan Land
Use designation of MU "Mixed Use", which assumed wastewater generation to be consistent
with the type and intensity of development that would be permitted by this rezoning. The
Mixed Use land use designation allows for uses as permitted within the p-o Zone. Any future
development will be required to adhere to applicable City of Modesto Zoning Ordinances and
Standards.

7. lOSS OF SENSmVE WILDLIfE AND PLANT HABITAT

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Master EIR discloses the following residual significant and unavoidable impacts on sensitive
wildlife and plant habitat expected after application of mitigations/policies:

Direct Impacts

Effect: No residual Significant impacts on sensitive wildlife and plan habitat are expected to occur
with the application of the poliCies contained in the Urban Area General Plan.

Cumulative Impacts

Effect: Implementation of the Urban Area General Plan will contribute to the cumulative impact of
habitat loss in the San Joaquin Valley. Requiring density development than has occurred in the past
or that is expected in the future would minimize the City's contribution to the cumulative loss of
habitat. Nonetheless, this is a significant and unavoidable impact.

b. Master fIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

Wildlife and plant habitat mitigation measures pertinent to the proposed project are found on pages
V-7-17 through V-7-24 of the Master EIR. All mitigation measures appropriate to the project to be
incorporated into or made conditions of approval of this project are listed in Section V, Mitigation
Measures Applied to Project.

Discussion:

The appropriate mitigation to be applied to this project includes none from the Master EIR. No new
or additional mitigation measures or alternatives are required to reduce project impacts to a less­
than-Significant level.

c. Project-Specific Effects

Section V-7.B of the Master EIR discloses impacts on the Loss of Sensitive Wildlife and Plant Habitat
resulting from implementation of the Urban Area General Plan. The following is an analysis of
whether the proposed project would result in a new, Significant, project-specific effect not disclosed in
the Master EIR.

Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds. The
project-specific effects will be less than significant unless:
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less Than
Significant

Potentially with less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No

Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

7. lOSS OF SENSITIVE WILDLIFE AND PLANT
HABITAT

1) The project is inconsistent with the polides
0 0 0 ~pertaining to the loss of sensitive wildlife and plant

habitat contained in the Urban Area General Plan.

2) Consultation with the california Department of
Fish and Game or the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
determines that the project would have a significant 0 0 0 ~
effect on a candidate, sensitive, or special status
species in excess of the impact disclosed in the
Master EIR.

3) The proposed project would have a substantial
adverse effect on federally protected wetlands as
defined by Section 404 of the Clean Water Act 0 0 0 ~
through direct removal, filling, hydrological
interruption, or other means, in excess of the
impact disclosed in the Master EIR.

4) The proposed project would substantially
interfere with the movement of any native resident
or migratory fish or wildlife species or with 0 0 0 ~
established native resident or migratory wildlife
corridors, or impede the use of native wildlife
nursery sites.

5) Conflict with local polides or ordinances
0 0 0 ~protecting biological resources, such as a tree

preservation policy or ordinance.

6) The proposed project would conflict with
provisions of an adopted habitat conservation plan,

0 0 0 ~natural community conservation plan, or other
approved local, regional, or state habitat
conservation plan.

Discussion:

(1) The proposed project to rezone from R-1 low Density Residential Zone to the P-O Professional
Office Zone is consistent with the Urban Area General Plan and the site's General Plan land
Use deSignation of MU "Mixed Use". The Mixed Use land use designation allows for uses as
permitted within the P-O Zone. Any future development will be required to adhere to
applicable City of Modesto Zoning Ordinances and Standards.

(2-4) The project site is located within the Baseline Developed Area of the City and is therefore
completely surrounded by developed urban area. It is not a biologically sensitive site as
defined by Figure V-7-1 of the MEIR. The california Department of Fish and Game and the
U.s. Fish and Wildlife Service were consulted in the production of the MEIR.
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(5-6) The proposal to rezone the property is not in conflict with any local policies or ordinances
protecting biological resources, nor is in conflict with any adopted habitat conservation plan.

8. DISTURBANCE OF ARCHAEOLOGICAL/HISTORICAL SITES

<l. Significant Effects Identified in the Master fIR

The Master EIR discloses the following residual significant and unavoidable impacts on
archaeological/historical sites expected after application of mitigations/policies:

Direct Impacts

Effect: Modification resulting in a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historic resource
or the demolition of a listed or eligible historic resource.

Effect: The modification or demolition of a structure more than 50 years in age may be significant.

Effect: Discovery of archaeological resources in areas outside of the riparian corridors, as a result of
construction activities.

Effect: Construction in an area of high archaeological sensitivity.

Cumulative Impacts

Effect: No additional cumulative impacts were disclosed in the Master EIR.

b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

Archaeological or historic mitigation measures pertinent to the project being analyzed in this Initial
Study are found on page V-8-16 through V-8-20 of the Master EIR. All mitigation measures
appropriate to the project to be incorporated into or made conditions of approval of this project are
listed in Section V, Mitigation Applied to Project:

Discussion:

The appropriate mitigation to be applied to this project includes AH-14 from the Master ErR. No new
or additional mitigation measures or alternatives are required to reduce project impacts to a less­
than-significant level.

c. Project-Specific Effects

Section V-8.B of the MEIR discloses impacts on archaeological/historical resources resulting from
implementation of the Urban Area General Plan. The following is an analysis of whether the proposed
project would result in a new, significant, project -specific effect not disclosed in the Master EIR.

Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds. The
project-specific effects will be less than significant unless:

RZN-12-D03: Finding of Conformance
City of Modesto General Plan Master ElR 19

Initial Study EA No. 2012-26
November 21, 2012



Less Than
Significant

Potentially with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No

Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

8. DISTURBANCE OF ARCHAEOLOGICALI
HISTORICAL SITES

1) The proposed project is inconsistent with the
0 0 0 [g]archaeological/historical resource policies in the

Urban Area General Plan.

2) The proposed project would demolish a building
0 0 0 [g]eligible for listing as a historic resource or remove a

landmark from the Modesto inventory.

3) The proposed project would modify or demolish 0 0 0 [g]
a structure more than 50 years in age.

4) The project would adversely affect a cultural
0 0 0 [g]resource that is either listed or eligible for listing in

the California Register of Historical Resources.

5) Conflict with local policies or ordinances
0 0 0 [g]protecting biological resources, such as a tree

preservation policy or ordinance.

Discussion:

(1) The proposed project to rezone from R-l Low Density Residential Zone to the P-O Professional
Office Zone is consistent with the Urban Area General Plan and the site's General Plan Land
Use designation of MU "Mixed Use". The Mixed Use land use designation allows for uses as
permitted within the p-o Zone. Any future development will be required to adhere to
applicable City of Modesto Zoning Ordinances and Standards.

(2-5) The site of the proposed rezone is a semi-vacant 3.6s-acre parcel with one 1940-built
residence and two accessory structures. The site is not within a biological resource area nor is
designated as a historic landmark or resource. Buildings will be analyzed for historic relevance
at the time of redevelopment. No demolition or remodel is proposed with the rezoning.

9. INCREASED DEMAND fOR STORM DRAINAGE

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Master EIR discloses the following residual significant and unavoidable impacts on storm drainage
expected after application of mitigations/policies:

Direct Impacts

Effect: No residual significant direct impacts were disclosed in the Master EIR.

Cumulative Impacts

RZN-12-003: Finding of Conformance
City of Modesto General Plan Master ElR 20

Initial Study EA No. 2012-26
November 21, 2012



Effect: The population of Stanislaus County is projected to increase in a fashion similar to that of
Modesto, resulting in additional urban development and associated increases in impervious surface
area and associated increases in storm water runoff. Cumulative hydrologic impacts of storm water
flows from Modesto urban areas and other areas of the County could occur due to the fixed capacity
of MID and TID irrigation canals to convey drainage west to the San Joaquin River. If drainage
channels in some areas prove insufficient to handle the increased drainage discharges, existing storm
water runoff from urban and agricultural areas during large storm events would have to be
interrupted until water levels receded to a point allowing the resumption of discharges to the channel.
Ceasing discharges to drainage channels could cause inundation in and around the drainage
conveyance pipeline systems, surface drainage channels, detention basins, and other urban areas.
This cumulative impact is considered significant and unavoidable.

b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

Storm Drainage mitigation measures pertinent to the project being analyzed in this Initial Study are
found on pages V-9-4 through V-9-9. All mitigation measures appropriate to the project to be
incorporated into or made conditions of approval of this project are listed in Section V, Mitigation
Measures Applied to Project:

Discussion:

The application is a proposal to rezone the subject property from R-l Low Density Residential to the
P-O Professional Office Zone. No development is proposed with the application; however, the
appropriate mitigation to be applied to any future development of the site includes: SD-7 and SD-9
from the Master EIR. No new or additional mitigation measures or alternatives are required to reduce
project impacts to a less-than-significant level.

c. Project-Specific Effects

Section V-9.B of the MEIR discloses impacts on the demand for storm drainage resulting from
development of the Urban Area General Plan. The following is an analYSis of whether the proposed
project would result in a new, significant, project-specific effect not disclosed in the Master EIR.

Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds. The
project-specific effects will be less than significant unless:

9. INCREASED DEMAND FOR STORM
DRAINAGE

1) The proposed project is inconsistent with the
storm drainage policies in the Urban Area General
Plan.

2) The proposed project would substantially
increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a
manner that would result in flooding on- or offsite,
as compared to impacts antiCipated to result from
the Urban Area General Plan or create substantial
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Less Than
Significant

Potentially with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No

Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
--

unanticipated sources of polluted runoff.

3) The proposed project does not utilize Low Impact
Development strategies to reduce runoff from the D D D [8J
site and increase infiltration, resulting in no net
increase in runoff before and after development.

Discussion:

(1-3) The proposed project to rezone from R-1 Low Density Residential Zone to the p-o Professional
Office Zone is consistent with the Urban Area General Plan and the site's General Plan Land
Use designation of MU "Mixed Use", which assumed stormwater runoff to be consistent with
the type and intensity of development that would be permitted by this rezoning. The Mixed
Use land use designation allows for uses as permitted within the p-o Zone. Any future
development will be required to adhere to applicable City of Modesto Zoning Ordinances and
Standards.

10. FLOODING AND WATER QUAlITY

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Master ErR discloses the following residual significant and unavoidable impacts on flooding and
water quality expected after application of mitigations/policies:

Direct Impacts

Effect: No residual significant direct impacts were disclosed in the Master ErR.

Cumulative Impacts

Effect: No residual significant cumulative impacts were disclosed in the Master ErR.

b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

Flooding and Water Quality mitigation measures pertinent to the project being analyzed in this Initial
Study are found on pages V-10-6 through V-10-9 of the Master ErR. All mitigation measures
appropriate to the project will be incorporated into or made conditions of approval of this project are
listed in Section V, Mitigation Applied to Project:

Discussion:

The application is a proposal to rezone the subject property from R-l Low Density Residential to the
p-o Professional Office Zone. No development is proposed with the application; however, the
appropriate mitigation to be applied to any future development of the site includes: FWQ-13 from the
Master ErR. No new or additional mitigation measures or alternatives are required to reduce project
impacts to a less-than-significant level.

c. Project-Specific Effects
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Section V-10.S of the Master ErR provides analysis of Flooding and Water Quality impacts of
development of the General Plan, the following is an analysis of whether the proposed project would
result in a new, significant, project-specific effect not previously analyzed in the Master ErR.

Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds. The
project-specific effects will be less than significant unless:

10. FLOODING AND WATER QUALITY

1) The proposed project is inconsistent with the
flooding and water quality poliCies in the Urban
Area General Plan.

2) The proposed project does not comply with the
regulatory requirements of the federal Clean water
Act or the State Porter-Cologne Act.

3) The proposed project would place more housing
within a lOO-year flood hazard zone than assumed
in the Urban Area General Plan.

4) The proposed project would place structure
within a lOO-year flood hazard area so that they
would impede or redirect floodwater or would
substantially alter the existing on-site drainage
pattern or a watercourse, in such a way as to cause
flooding on- or offsite.

5) The proposed project does not comply with
Modesto's Guidance Manual for New Development
Storm Water Quality Control Measures.

6) The proposed project would violate water quality
standards or waste discharge requirements.

7) The proposed project would substantially alter
the existing drainage pattern of the site or area or a
watercourse in a manner that would result in
substantial erosion or siltation on- or offsite in
excess of the assumptions of the Urban Area
General Plan.

8) The proposed project would create or contribute
runoff, which would exceed the capadty of existing
or planned storm water drainage systems or provide
substantial additional sources of polluted runoff, not
expected as part of Urban Area General Plan
implementation.

Discussion:
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(1-2) The proposed project to rezone from R-1 Low Density Residential Zone to the P-O Professional
Office Zone is consistent with the Urban Area General Plan and the site's General Plan Land
Use designation of MU "Mixed Use". The Mixed Use land use designation allows for uses as
permitted within the P-O Zone. Any future development will be required to adhere to
applicable City of Modesto Zoning Ordinances and Standards.

(3-4) The proposed project is to rezone from R-1 Low Density Residential Zone to the P-O
Professional Office Zone. The site is outside of the lOO-year flood zone as defined by the
FEMA 2008 Flood Insurance Rate Maps (FIRM).

(5-8) Any future development will be required to adhere to applicable City of Modesto Zoning
Ordinances and Standards.

11. INCREASED DEMAND FOR PARKS AND OPEN SPACE

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Master EIR discloses the following residual significant and unavoidable impacts on parks and
open space expected after application of mitigations/policies:

Direct Impacts

Effect: No residual significant direct impacts were disclosed in the Master ErR.

Cumulative Impacts

Effect: No residual significant cumulative impacts were disclosed in the Master EIR.

b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

Parks and open space mitigation measures pertinent to the proposed project are found on pages V-
11-3 through V-11-9 of the Master EIR. All mitigation measures appropriate to the project to be
incorporated into or made conditions of approval of this project are listed in Section V, Mitigation
Applied to Project:

Discussion:

There are no mitigation measures applicable to the project.

c. Project-Specific Effects

Section V-l1.B of the MEIR discloses impacts of the Urban Area General Plan on parks and open
space. The following is an analysis of whether the proposed project would result in a new,
Significant, project-specific effect not disclosed in the Master EIR.

Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds.
Project-specific effects will be less than Significant unless:
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Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

11. INCREASED DEMAND FOR PARKS AND
OPEN SPACE

1) The proposed project is inconsistent with the
D D D ['g]parks and open space policies in the Urban Area

General Plan.

2) The proposed project would eliminate parks or D 0 D ['g]
open space.

3) The proposed project would cause an increase in
the use of existing neighborhood and regional parks
or other recreational facilities such that substantial
physical deterioration of the facility in question

D 0 D ['g]would occur or be accelerated or the proposed
project would indude recreational facilities or
require the construction or expansion of
recreational fadlities which might have an adverse
physical effect on the environment.

Discussion:

(1-3) The proposed project to rezone from R-l Low Density Residential Zone to the p-o Professional
Office Zone is consistent with the Urban Area General Plan and the site's General Plan Land
Use designation of MU "Mixed Use". The Mixed Use land use designation allows for uses as
permitted within the P-O Zone. Any future development will be required to adhere to
applicable City of Modesto Zoning Ordinances and Standards.

(2-3) The proposed rezone would not eliminate any parks or open spaces. The site is a semi-vacant
lot that if approved for development of Professional Office uses would not cause an increase in
the use of existing parks or recreational areas.

12. INCREASED DEMAND FOR SCHOOLS

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Master EIR discloses the following residual Significant and unavoidable impacts on school facilities
expected after application of mitigations/policies:

Direct Impacts

Effect: No residual significant direct impacts were disclosed in the Master EIR. By statute, the impact
of new students is considered to be mitigated below a level of significance by payment of school
impact fees and the exercise of any or all of the financing options set out in Government Code
Section 65997.
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Cumulative Impacts

Effect: Similar to direct impacts of implementation of the Urban Area General Plan, no residual
significant direct impacts were disclosed in the Master ErR.

b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

Mitigation relies upon the implementation of the policies in place under the Modesto Urban Area
General Plan. As long these polcies are applied to all subsequent projects, no new mitigation is
necessary. Further, payment of school impact fees and compliance with SB 50 is statutorily deemed
to be full mitigation of school impacts (Government Code Section 65995).

The following schools mitigation measures on pages V-12-5 through V-12-7 of the Master EIR are
pertinent to the proposed project. All mitigation measures appropriate to the project will be
incorporated into or made conditions of approval of this project. Those measures are listed in Section
V, Mitigation Applied to Project.

Discussion:

There are no mitigation measures applicable to the project.

c. Project-Specific Effects

Section V-12.B of the Master EIR discloses impacts resulting from implementation of the Urban Area
General Plan associated with increased demand for schools. The following is an analysis of whether
the proposed project would result in a new, significant, project-specific effect not disclosed in the
Master EIR.

Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds. The
project-specific effects will be less than significant unless:

Less Than
Significant

Potentially with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No

Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

12. INCREASED DEMAND fOR SCHOOLS

1) The proposed project is inconsistent with the
D D D LgJpolicies relating to schools in the Urban Area

General Plan.

2) The proposed project does not comply with SB
SO/Proposition 1A funding provisions, or succeeding D D D LgJ
measures which state that compliance results in
less-than-significant impacts on schools.

Discussion:

(1-2) The proposed project to rezone from R-1 Low Density Residential Zone to the p-o Professional
Office Zone is consistent with the Urban Area General Plan and the site's General Plan Land
Use designation of MU "Mixed Use". The Mixed Use land use designation allows for uses as
permitted within the P-O Zone. Any future development will be required to adhere to
applicable City of Modesto Zoning Ordinances and Standards.
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13. INCREASED DEMAND fOR POLICE SERVICES

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Master ErR discloses the following residual significant and unavoidable impacts on police services
expected after application of mitigations/policies:

Direct Impacts

Effect: No residual significant direct impacts were disclosed in the Master EIR.

Cumulative Impacts

Effect: No residual significant cumulative impacts were disclosed in the Master EIR.

b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

Police services mitigation measures pertinent to the proposed project are found on pages V-13-2
through V-13-5 of the Master EIR. All mitigation measures appropriate to the project to be
incorporated into or made conditions of approval of this project are listed in Section V, Mitigation
Measures Applied to Project.

Discussion:

There are no mitigation measures applicable to the project.

c. Project-Specific Effects

Section V-13.B of the Master EIR discloses impacts on police services resulting from implementation
of the Urban Area General Plan. The following is an analysis of whether the proposed project would
result in a new, Significant, project-specific effect not disclosed in the Master EIR.

Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds. The
project-specific effects will be less than significant unless:

13. INCREASED DEMAND FOR POLICE
SERVICES

1) The proposed project is inconsistent with policies
relating to police services in the Urban Area General
Plan.

2) The proposed project would result in the need
for new or significantly altered facilities not
conSidered as part of the Urban Area General Plan
or Master ErR which could cause new Significant
environmental impacts in order to maintain
acceptable service ratios, response times, or other
performance objectives.
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Discussion:

(1) The proposed project to rezone from R-1 Low Density Residential Zone to the p-o
Professional Office Zone is consistent with the Urban Area General Plan and the site's General
Plan Land Use designation of MU "Mixed Use". The Mixed Use land use designation allows for
uses as permitted within the p-o Zone. Any future development will be required to adhere to
applicable City of Modesto Zoning Ordinances and Standards.

(2) The proposed rezone was referred to the City Police Department, who indicated no concerns
with the project.

14. INCREASED DEMAND FOR FIRE SERVICES

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Master EIR discloses the following residual significant and unavoidable impacts on fire services
expected after application of mitigations/policies:

Direct Impacts

Effect: No residual significant direct impacts were disclosed in the Master EIR.

Cumulative Impacts

Effect: No residual significant cumulative impacts were disclosed in the Master EIR.

b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures A.pplied to the Project

Fire Services mitigation measure(s) pertinent to the project being analyzed in this Initial Study are
found on pages V-14-4 through V-14-7 of the Master EIR. All mitigation measures appropriate to the
project to be incorporated into or made conditions of approval of this project are listed in Section V,
Mitigation Measures Applied to Project.

Discussion:

There are no mitigation measures applicable to the project.

c. Project-Specific Effects

Section V-14.B of the Master EIR discloses impacts on fire services resulting from implementation of
the Urban Area General Plan. The following is an analysis of whether the proposed project would
result in a new, Significant, project-specific effect not disclosed in the Master EIR.

Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds. The
project-specific effects will be less than Significant unless:
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Potentially with less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No

Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

14. INCREASED DEMAND fOR fIRE
SERVICES

1) The proposed project is inconsistent with the fire 0 0 0 l2:J
service policies in the Urban Area General Plan.

2) The proposed project would result in the need
for new or significantly altered facilities not
considered as part of the Urban Area General Plan

0 0 0 l2:Jor Master EIR which could cause new significant
environmental impacts in order to maintain
acceptable service ratios, response times, or other
performance objectives.

3) The proposed project, based upon substantial
evidence, would cause the erosion or elimination of 0 0 0 l2:Jfire protection services in adjoining fire protection
districts.

Discussion:

(1) The proposed project to rezone from R-1 Low Density Residential Zone to the p-o Professional
Office Zone is consistent with the Urban Area General Plan and the site's General Plan Land
Use designation of MU "Mixed Use". The Mixed Use land use designation allows for uses as
permitted within the P-O Zone. Any future development will be required to adhere to
applicable City of Modesto Zoning Ordinances and Standards, including fire safety standards.

(2-3) The proposed rezone was referred to the Modesto Regional Fire Authority, who indicated no
concerns regarding need for increased services or effects upon response times.

15. GENERATION OF SOLID WASTE

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR.

The Master EIR discloses the following residual Significant and unavoidable impacts on solid waste
expected after application of mitigations/policies:

Direct Impacts

Effect: No residual significant direct impacts were disclosed in the Master ErR.

Cumulative Impacts

Effect: No residual Significant cumulative impacts were disclosed in the Master ErR.
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b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

Solid waste mitigation measures pertinent to the proposed project are found on pages V-1S-4 through
V-1S-7 of the Master EIR. All mitigation measures appropriate to the project to be incorporated into
or made conditions of approval of this project are listed in Section V, Mitigation Applied to Project.

Discussion:

No mitigation measures are applicable to this project.

c. Project-Specific Effects

Section V-iS.B of the Master EIR discloses solid waste impacts resulting from implementation of the
Urban Area General Plan. The following is an analysis of whether the proposed project would result
in a new, Significant, project-specific effect not disclosed in the Master EIR.

Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds.
Project-specific effects will be less than significant unless:

less Than
Significant

Potentially with less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No

Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

15. GENERATION Of SOLID WASTE

1) The project is inconsistent with the solid waste 0 0 0 k2J
polides in the Urban Area General Plan.

2) The County is unable to expand its solid waste
disposal capacity, as expected, causing all new 0 0 0 k2J
development to result in cumulative impacts on the
County's disposal capacity.

Discussion:

(1-2) The proposed project to rezone from R-i Low Density Residential Zone to the p-o Professional
Office Zone is consistent with the Urban Area General Plan and the site's General Plan Land
Use designation of MU "Mixed Use". The Mixed Use land use designation allows for uses as
permitted within the P-O Zone. Any future development will be required to adhere to
applicable City of Modesto Zoning Ordinances and Standards.
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16. GENERATION OF HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Master ErR discloses the following residual significant and unavoidable impacts regarding
hazardous materials expected after application of mitigations/policies:

Direct Impacts

Effect: No residual significant direct impacts were disclosed in the Master ErR.
Cumulative Impacts

Effect: No residual Significant cumulative impacts were disclosed in the Master ErR.

b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

Hazardous materials mitigation measures pertinent to the proposed project are found on pages V-16-
8 through V-16-13 of the Master ErR. All mitigation measures appropriate to the project to be
incorporated into or made conditions of approval of this project are listed in Section V, Mitigation
Measures Applied to Project.

Discussion:

No mitigation measures are applicable to this project.

c. Project-Specific Effects

Section V-16.B of the Master EIR discloses impacts on hazardous materials resulting from
implementation of the Urban Area General Plan. The following is an analysis of whether the proposed
project would result in a new, significant, project-specific effect not disclosed in the Master ErR.

Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds. The
project-specific effects will be less than significant unless:

16. GENERATION OF HAZARDOUS
MATERIALS

1) The project is inconsistent with the hazardous
materials policies in the Urban Area General Plan.

2) The proposed project would emit hazardous
emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous
materials, substances, or waste within one-quarter
mile of an existing or proposed school.
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3) The proposed project would be located on a site
which is included on a list of hazardous materials

0 0 0 ~sites compiled pursuant to Government Code
Section 65962.5 and as a result, would create a
significant hazard to the public or the environment.

4) The proposed project would be constructed on a
0 0 0 ~contaminated site not known to the State of

California as of March 2008.

Discussion:

(1) The proposed project to rezone from R-1 Low Density Residential Zone to the P-O Professional
Office Zone is consistent with the Urban Area General Plan and the site's General Plan Land
Use designation of MU "Mixed Use". The Mixed Use land use designation allows for uses as
permitted within the P-O Zone. Any future development will be required to adhere to
applicable City of Modesto Zoning Ordinances and Standards.

(2) The area proposed for rezoning is semi-vacant with one residence and two accessory
structures, and is overall surrounded by urban uses. No schools exist within one-quarter mile
of the project site. However, the proposed rezone would allow for Professional Office uses
only. Any future development will be required to adhere to applicable City of Modesto Zoning
Ordinances and Standards.

(3) The project is not located on a site which is included on a list of hazardous materials sites
compiled pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5.

(4) The project site is not known to contain any contaminants.

17. GEOLOGY, SOILS, AND MINERAL RESOURCES

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Master EIR discloses the following residual Significant and unavoidable impacts related to
geology, soils, and mineral resources expected after application of mitigations/policies:

Direct Impacts

Effect: No residual Significant direct impacts were disclosed in the Master ErR.

Cumulative Impacts

Effect: No residual significant direct impacts were disclosed in the Master ErR.
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b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

Geology, soils, and mineral resource mitigation measures pertinent to the proposed project are found
on pages V-17-9 and V-17-1O of the Master EIR. All mitigation measures appropriate to the project
to be incorporated into or made conditions of approval of the proposed project are listed in Section V,
Mitigation Measures Applied to Project.

Discussion:

No mitigation measures are applicable to this project.

c. Project-Specific Effects

Section V-17.B of the Master EIR discloses geology, soils, and mineral resource impacts resulting from
implementation of the Urban Area General Plan. The following is an analysis of whether the proposed
project would result in a new, Significant, project-specific effect not disclosed in the Master EIR.

Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds.
Project-specific effects will be less than significant unless:

less Than
Significant

Potentially with less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No

Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

17. GEOLOGY, SOILS, AND MINERAL
RESOURCES

1) The project is inconsistent with policies relating
0 0 0 ~to geology, soils, and mineral resources contained

in the Urban Area General Plan.

2) The proposed project would expose people or
structures to potential substantial adverse effects
including the risk off loss, injury, or death involving
fault rupture, strong seismic activity; location on an
expansive soil; result in the loss of topsoil; location
on soils incapable of adequately supporting the use
of septiC tanks or altemative wastewater disposal 0 0 0 ~
systems in areas where sewers are not available for
the disposal of wastewater; result in the loss of
known mineral resources that would be of value to
the region and the state; or result in the loss of
availability of a locally important mineral resource
recovery site delineated on a local general plan,
specific plan, or other land use plan.

Discussion:

(1) The proposed project to rezone from R-1low Density Residential Zone to the P-O Professional
Office Zone is consistent with the Urban Area General Plan and the site's General Plan Land
Use designation of MU "Mixed Use". The Mixed Use land use designation allows for uses as
permitted within the P-O Zone. Any future development will be required to adhere to
applicable Oty of Modesto Zoning Ordinances and Standards.
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(2) The project would not be located on soil that is unstable, or that would become unstable as a
result of the project.

18. ENERGY

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Master EIR discloses the following residual significant and unavoidable impacts pertaining to
energy expected after application of mitigations/policies:

Direct Impacts

Effect: Continued development in the Planned Urbanizing Area would have an impact on available
energy supplies. Energy consumption likely would increase substantially by 2025 as a result of
implementation of the Urban Area General Plan.

Cumulative Impacts

Effect: Implementation of the Urban Area General Plan will have a cumulatively considerable impact
on energy consumption.

b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

The following energy mitigation measures pertinent to the proposed project are found on pages V-1S-
2 through V-1S-S in the Master ElR. All mitigation measures appropriate to the project will be
incorporated into or made conditions of approval of this project. Those measures will be listed in
Section V, Mitigation Applied to Project.

Discussion:

No mitigation measures are applicable to this project.

c. Project-Specific Effects

Section V-1S.B of the Master EIR discloses impacts of implementing the Urban Area General Plan on
energy resources. The following is an analysis of whether the proposed project would result in a
new, Significant, project-specific effect not disclosed in the Master EIR.

Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds. The
project-specific effects will be less than Significant unless:
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less Than
Significant

Potentially with less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No

Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

18. ENERGY

1) The proposed project is inconsistent with polides 0 0 0 I2<::Jrelating to energy in the Urban Area General Plan.

2) The proposed project would result in energy
consumption during construction, operation,

0 0 0 I2<::Jmaintenance, or removal that is more wasteful,
inefficient, and unnecessary than assumed in the
Urban Area General Plan.

Discussion:

(1-2) The proposed project to rezone from R-l Low Density Residential Zone to the P-O Professional
Office Zone is consistent with the Urban Area General Plan and the site's General Plan Land
Use designation of MU "Mixed Use". The Mixed Use land use designation allows for uses as
permitted within the P-O Zone. Any future development will be required to adhere to
applicable City of Modesto Zoning Ordinances and Standards.

19. EFFECTS ON VISUAL RESOURCES

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Master EIR discloses the following residual Significant and unavoidable impacts on visual
resources expected after application of mitigations/policies:
Direct Impacts

Effect: New development in the Planned Urbanizing Area will occur in areas that are in agricultural
production or are otherwise lightly developed, which could lead to the introduction of light and glare
in areas that have little nighttime illumination.

Cumulative Impacts

Effect: No additional cumulative impacts were disclosed in the Master ErR.

b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

The following visual resources mitigation measures pertinent to the proposed project are found on
pages V-19-3 and V-19-4 in the Master EIR. All mitigation measures appropriate to the proposed
project will be incorporated into or made conditions of approval of this project. Those measures will
be listed in Section V, Mitigation Applied to Project.

Discussion:

No mitigation measures are applicable to this project.
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c. Project-Specific Effects

Section V-1S.B of the Master EIR discloses impacts of implementing the Urban Area General Plan on
energy resources. The following is an analysis of whether the proposed project would result in a
new, Significant, project-specific effect not disclosed in the Master EIR.

Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds. The
project-specific effects will be less than Significant unless:

less Than
Significant

Potentially with less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No

Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

19. EffECTS ON VISUAL RESOURCES

1) The proposed project is inconsistent with policies
0 0 0 [gJrelating to visual resources in the Urban Area

General Plan.

2) The proposed project would degrade views from
0 0 0 [gJriverside areas and parks to a greater degree than

assumed in the Urban Area General Plan.

3) The proposed project would degrade views of
riverside areas from public roadways and nearby 0 0 0 [gJ
properties to a greater degree than assumed in the
Urban Area General Plan.

Discussion:

(1) The proposed project to rezone from R-1 Low Density Residential Zone to the p-o Professional
Office Zone is consistent with the Urban Area General Plan and the site's General Plan Land
Use designation of MU "Mixed Use". The Mixed Use land use designation allows for uses as
permitted within the P-O Zone. Any future development will be required to adhere to
applicable City of Modesto Zoning Ordinances and Standards.

(2-3) The project site is not in the vicinity of parks or riverside areas. No views into parks or
riverside areas would be blocked or degraded from roadways or properties adjacent to the
site.

20. LAND USE AND PLANNING

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Master EIR discloses the following residual significant and unavoidable impacts pertaining to land
use and planning expected after application of mitigations/policies:

Direct Impacts

Effect: No residual significant direct impacts were disclosed in the Master EIR.
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Cumulative Impacts

Effect: No residual significant cumulative impacts were disclosed in the Master ErR.

b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

The following land use and planning mitigation measures pertinent to the proposed project are found
on pages V-20-6 through V-20-17 in the Master ErR. All mitigation measures appropriate to the
project will be incorporated into or made conditions of approval of this project. Those measures will
be listed in Section V, Mitigation Applied to Project.

Discussion:

No mitigation measures are applicable to this project.

c. Project-Specific Effects

Section V-20.B of the Master EIR discloses impacts of implementing the Urban Area General Plan on
land use and planning. The following is an analysis of whether the proposed project would result in a
new, significant, project-specific effect not disclosed in the Master EIR.

Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds. The
project-specific effects will be less than significant unless:

20. LAND USE AND PLANNING

1) The proposed project is inconsistent with land
use and planning policies in the Urban Area General
Plan.

2) The proposed project contains elements that
would physically divide an established community in
a way not assumed in the Urban Area General Plan.

3) The proposed project conflicts with a land use
plan, policy or regulation established for the
purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental
impact by an agency that has jurisdiction over the
proposed project.

4) The proposed project conflicts with an applicable
habitat conservation plan or natural community
conservation plan.
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Discussion:

(1) The proposed project to rezone from R-1 Low Density Residential Zone to the P-O Professional
Office Zone is consistent with the Urban Area General Plan and the site's General Plan Land
Use designation of MU "Mixed Use". The Mixed Use land use designation allows for uses as
permitted within the P-O Zone. Any future development will be required to adhere to
applicable City of Modesto Zoning Ordinances and Standards.

(2) The site proposed for rezoning is semi-vacant with one residence and two accessory
structures, and is surrounded by urban uses. The project would not divide an established
community.

(3) The proposed rezoning does not represent a conflict with any land use plan, policy or
regulation established for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental impact by an
agency that has jurisdiction over the proposed project.

(4) The proposed rezoning is not subject to any habitat conservation plan or natural community
conservation plan.

21. CLIMATE CHANGE

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Master EIR discloses the following residual significant and unavoidable impacts pertaining to
climate change expected after application of mitigations/policies:

Direct Impacts

Effect: Impacts resulting from implementation of the Urban Area General Plan are not substantial
enough to result in a significant direct impact on climate change, as disclosed in the Master EIR.

Cumulative Impacts

Effect: Implementation of the Urban Area General Plan will have a cumulatively considerable impact
on climate change.

b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

The following climate change mitigation measures pertinent to the proposed project are found on
pages V-21-7 through V-21-10 in the Master EIR. All mitigation measures appropriate to the project
will be incorporated into or made conditions of approval of this project. Those measures will be listed
in Section V, Mitigation Applied to Project.

Discussion:

No mitigation measures are applicable to this project.

c. Project-Specific Effects
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Section V-1S.B of the Master ErR discloses impacts of implementing the Urban Area General Plan on
climate change. The following is an analysis of whether the proposed project would result in a new,
significant, project-specific effect not disclosed in the Master ErR.
Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds. The
project-specific effects will be less than significant unless:

Less Than
Significant

Potentially with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No

Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

21. CLIMATE CHANGE

1) The proposed project is inconsistent with polides
0 0 0 ~relating to climate change in the Urban Area

General Plan.

2) The proposed project would result in average
0 0 0 ~automobile trip lengths or CO, emissions higher

than those assumed in the Master ErR.

3) The proposed project would conflict with the
Sustainable Communities Strategy or Alternative 0 0 0 ~
Planning Strategy that the Air Resources Board has
agreed will achieve the goals of AB 32.

Discussion:

(1-3) The proposed project to rezone from R-1 Low Density Residential Zone to the P-O Professional
Office Zone is consistent with the Urban Area General Plan and the site's General Plan Land
Use designation of MU "Mixed Use". The Mixed Use land use designation allows for uses as
permitted within the P-O Zone. Any future development will be required to adhere to
applicable City of Modesto Zoning Ordinances and Standards.
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v. MITIGATION MEASURES APPLIED TO THE PROPOSED PROJECT

If the Initial Study results in the determination that a Finding of Conformance can be adopted for the
proposed project Section A below applies. If the Initial Study results in the determination that a
Finding of Conformance cannot be adopted and a Mitigated Negative Declaration/EIR must be
prepared for the project then Section B, below applies.

A. Master EIR Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

Pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 211S7.1(c), in order for a Finding of Conformance to be
made, all appropriate mitigation measures from the Master EIR shall be incorporated into the
proposed project. Urban Area General Plan Policies/Master EIR mitigation measures shall be made
part of the proposed project prior to approval by means of conditions of project approval or
incorporation into the appropriate document or plan.

All applicable and appropriate mitigation measures have been applied to the project (see mitigation
measures listed below).

B. New or Additional Mitigation Measures or Alternatives Required

Where the project's effects would exceed the Significance criteria for each environmental impact
category, a mitigated negative declaration or Focused EIR must be prepared. Staff has reviewed the
project against the significance criteria thresholds established in the Master EIR for all impact
categories in this Initial Study.

A Mitigated Negative Declaration or Focused EIR shall be prepared for the project. The following
additional project-specific mitigation measures listed below are necessary to reduce the identified new
significant effect:

Traffic and Circulation:

None

Degradation of Air Ouality:

AQ-42: All disturbed areas, including storage piles, which are not being actively utilized for
construction purposes, shall be effectively stabilized of dust emissions using water, chemical
stabilizer/suppressant, covered with a tarp or other suitable cover or vegetative ground cover.

AQ-43: All onsite unpaved roads and off-site unpaved access roads shall be effectively stabilized of
dust emissions using water or chemical stabilizer/suppressant.

AQ-44: All land clearing, grubbing, scraping, excavation, land leveling, grading, cut & fill, and
demolition activities shall be effectively controlled of fugitive dust emissions utilizing application of
water or by presoaking.

AQ-4S: With the demolition of buildings up to six stories in height, all exterior surfaces of the building
shall be wetted during demolition.
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AQ-46: When materials are transported off site, all material shall be covered, or effectively wetted to
limit visible dust emissions, and at least six inches of freeboard space from the top of the container
shall be maintained.

AQ-47: All operations shall limit or expeditiously remove the accumulation of mud or dirt from
adjacent public streets at the end of each workday (the use of dry rotary brushes is expressly
prohibited except where preceded or accompanied by sufficient wetting to limit the visible dust
emisSions.) (Use of blower devices is expressly forbidden.)

AQ-48: Following the addition of materials to, or the removal of materials from, the surface of
outdoor storage piles, said piles shall be effectively stabilized of fugitive dust emissions utilizing
sufficient water or chemical stabilizer/suppressant.

AQ-49: Within urban areas, trackout shall be immediately removed when it extends 50 or more feet
from the site and at the end of each workday.

AQ-50: Any site with 150 or more vehicle trips per day shall prevent carryout and trackout.

AQ-51: Limit traffic speeds on unpaved roads to 15 mph; and

AQ-52: Install sandbags or other erosion control measures to prevent silt runoff to public roadways
from sites with a slope greater than one percent (1%).

AQ-53: Install wheel washers for all exiting trucks, or wash off all trucks and equipment leaving the
site

AQ-54: Install wind breaks at windward side(s) of construction areas;

AQ-55: Suspend excavation and grading activity when winds exceed 20 mph (regardless of
windspeed, an owner/operator must comply with Regulation VIII's 20 percent (20%) opacity
limitation);

AQ-56: Limit the area subject to excavation, grading, and other construction activity at anyone time.

Generation of Noise:

N-1: The City has also established a noise ordinance to control noise within the City. The City's noise
ordinance (Modesto MuniCipal Code Section 4-9.101) prohibits the "loud and raucous discharge into
the open air of the steam of any steam equipment or exhaust from any stationary internal­
combustion engine."

N-2: Additionally, the noise ordinance prohibits the loud and raucous operation or use of any of the
following before 7:00 a.m. or after 9:00 p.m. daily (except Saturday and Sunday and state or federal
holidays, when the prohibited time shall be before 9:00 a.m. and after 9:00 p.m.):
A hammer, or any other device or implement used to pound or strike an object.

1. An impact wrench, or other tool or eqUipment powered by compressed air.
2. A hand-powered saw.
3. Any tool or piece of equipment powered by an internal-combustion engine such as, but not

limited to, chain saw, backpack blower, and lawn mower.
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4. Any electrically powered (whether by alternating current electricity or by direct current
electricity) tool or piece of equipment used for cutting, drilling, or shaping wood, plastic, metal, or
other materials or objects, such as, but not limited to, a saw, drill, lathe, or router.

5. Any of the following: heavy equipment (such as but not limited to bulldozer, steam shovel,
road grader, back hoe), ground drilling and boring equipment (such as but not limited to derrick or
dredge), hydraulic crane and boom eqUipment, portable power generator or pump, pavement
equipment (such as but not limited to pneumatic hammer, pavement breaker, tamper, compacting
equipment), piledriving equipment, vibrating roller, sand blaster, gunite machine, trencher, concrete
truck, and hot kettle pump.

6. Any construction, demolition, excavation, erection, alteration, or repair activity. In the case
of urgent necessity and in the interest of public health and safety, the Chief Building Official may
issue a permit for exemption from these. Such period shall not exceed three (3) working days in
length while the emergency continues but may be renewed for successive periods of three (3) days or
less while the emergency continues. The Chief Building Official may limit such permit as to time of
use and/or permitted action, depending upon the nature of the emergency and the type of action
requested.

Effects on Agricultural Lands:

None

Increased Demand for long-Term Water Supplies:

WS-11: During review of all proposed development, the City shall require, as a condition of approval,
that all developments reduce their potable water demand. The City should refer to Table 5-1 in the
Joint Urban Water Management Plan for potential techniques to reduce potable water demand, as
well as those identified in the City's current UWMP.

WS-13: Individual development projects, including lot splits, are subject to review by the City's Public
Works Director for adequate water supply.

Increased Demand for Sanitary Sewer Services:

None

loss of Sensitive Wildlife and Plant Habitat:

None

Disturbance of Archaeological/Historic Sites:

AH-14: Any project that involves earth-disturbing activities shall require consultation by the applicant
for the purposes of determining archaeological and cultural resources impacts and creating
appropriate mitigation to address such impacts.

Increased Demand for Storm Drainage:

SD-7: New development shall comply with City requirements for conveyance, retention and detention.
New development shall include onsite storage of stormwater as necessary. Rockwells shall not be
allowed for new development except at infill areas smaller than three acres where no other feasible
alternative is available.
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SD-9: Construction activities shall comply with the requirements of the City's Storm Water
Management Plan under its municipal NPDES stormwater permit, and the State Water Resources
Control Board's General Permit for Discharges of Storm Water Associated with Construction Activity.

Flooding and Water Quality:

FWQ-13: Construction activities shall comply with the requirements of the City's Storm Water
Management Plan under its municipal NPDES stormwater permit, and the State Water Resources
Control Board's General Permit for Discharges of Storm Water Associated with Construction Activity.

Increased Demand for Parks and Open Space:

None

Increased Demand for Schools:

None

Increased Demand for Police Services:

None

Increased Demand for Fire Services:

None

Generation of Solid Waste:

None

Generation of Hazardous Materials:

None

Geology, Soils, and Mineral Resources:

None

Energy:

None

Effects on Visual Resources:

None

Land Use and Planning:

None
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Climate Change:

None
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-59

RESOLUTION APPROVING UPDATED RULES AND PROCEDURES FOR THE
ENTERTAINMENT COMMISSION

WHEREAS. the Entertainment Commission was fonned in 2008 to review and

approve entertainment establishment permits as well as special event pennits, all which

take place throughout the City of Modesto, and

WHEREAS, currently the Entertainment Commission Rules and Procedures

authorize seven (7) Commissioners with two (2) alternates to step in to serve on a

rotating basis when a Commissioner is absent, and

WHEREAS, staff recommends the composition of the Entertainment Commission

consist of one (1) business pennit holder, one (1) non-profit/special event holder, two (2)

representatives from the Board of Directors of an economic/tourist establishment that

promotes Modesto, two (2) at large citizens (non-pennit holders), one (1) Cultural

Commission member and two (2) alternates to be non-pennit holders, and

WHEREAS, these updated Rules and Procedures are attached hereto and

incorporated herein,

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

Modesto that it hereby approves the updated Rules and Procedures of the Entertainment

Commission.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 5th day of February, 2013, by Councilmember Burnside,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Cogdill,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez

None

Muratore, Mayor Marsh

By: ______~~~~~------____---
OOD, City Attorney
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Rules and Procedures

Of the

Entertainment Commission

Article I

Organization

Section 1.1 Establishment. The Entertainment Commission of the City of

Modesto, hereafter called "The Commission", is established pursuant to the

provisions of Chapter I of Title X of the Modesto Municipal Code.

Article II

Powers and Duties

Section 2.1 Enumerated. The Commission shall have the following powers and

duties:

a. Perform all of the functions assigned to the Entertainment Commission

by the City of Modesto, insofar as they are not inconsistent with the

provisions of the Charter of the City of Modesto.

b. Review and render decision on applications for an Entertainment

Establishment Permit or Special Event Permit.

c. Approve or disapprove punitive actions on violations of the

Entertainment Ordinance and/or Permit.

d. Place conditions and modifications on any Entertainment

Establishment Permit or Special Event Permit prior to approval.

e. Suspend, revoke and deny Entertainment Establishment Permit or

Special Event Permit.

f. Conduct appeal hearing regarding imposition of fines and/or penalties

and may affirm, modify, or suspend the imposition of such fines and

penalties.
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g. Coordinate with relevant City departments any inspection or

investigation regarding the Entertainment Establishment Permit or

Special Event Permit.

h. Periodically review the Entertainment Establishment Ordinance and

recommend needed changes to the City Council.

Article III

Number of Commissioners

Section 3.1 Number. The authorized number of Commissioners shall be seven

(7). Each application for membership to the Commission shall be reviewed by

the Safety and Communities Committee prior to being forwarded to City Council

for appointment. In addition, there shall be a City staff person assigned as the

Permit Administrator to the Commission.

Section 3.2 Alternates. In addition to the seven (7) Commissioners, the City

Council shall also appoint two (2) alternates to step in to serve, on a rotating

basis, when a Commissioner is absent. The alternate shall serve a term of four

(4) years.

Section 3.3. Member Composition. Membership composition for the

Entertainment Commission shall be: one (1) business permit holder, one (1)

non-profit/special event permit holder, two (2) representatives from the Board of

Directors of an economic/tourist establishment that promotes Modesto (such as

the Modesto Convention and Visitors Bureau or the Downtown Improvement

District), two (2) at-large citizens (non-permit holders), one (1) Culture

Commission member, and two (2) alternates to be non-permit holders.

Article IV

Designated Commissioners
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Section 4.1 Designation. Seven (7) of the Commissioners shall be designated

as holding office for four (4) year terms. The Commissioners shall serve at the

pleasure of the City Council and shall serve until a successor has been

designated and qualified. No person shall serve more than two (2) consecutive

terms as a Commissioner. Commission Members are eligible for reappointment

to the Commission after a two (2) year absence.

Section 4.2 Initial Term. For purposes of staggering the terms of the

Commissioners, the initial appointment shall have terms as follows: three (3)

Commissioners shall have initial terms of four (4) years, two (2) Commissioners

shall have initial terms of three (3) years, and two (2) Commissioners shall have

initial terms of two (2) years. One alternate shall have an initial term of two (2)

years and another alternate shall have an initial term of three (3) years. All terms

of the initial appointees to the Commission shall be one alternate shall serve for a

two (2) year period and one alternate shall server for a three (3) year term as the

initial one deemed to commence upon the same date, which shall be the date

upon which the last of the seven (7) initial appointees assumes office. Thereafter,

all appointments and reappointments shall be for a term of four (4) years.

Article V

Effective Date

Section 5.1 Effective Date. Aside from the initial term and vacancies, the term

of office shall be effective as of the 1st of January. Serving any portion of an

unexpired term shall not be counted as service of one term. Members not eligible

for reappointment may continue to serve until their successors are appointed and

meet all of the qualifications outlined in Sections 9 and 10.

Article VI

Term of Office

3



Section 6.1 Service. The term of office for the Commissioners will be set to

coincide with the term as described in Sections 4.1 and 4.2. Each member's term

shall terminate on December 31 of his or her respective year.

Article VII

Compensation

Section 7.1 Pay. The members of the Commission shall receive no

compensation for the performance of their official duties.

Article VIII

Vacancy Appointments

Section 8.1 Appointments. Appointments to fill vacancies on the Commission

shall be handled in the same manner as original appointments. When a vacancy

occurs during a term, the appointment to fill such a vacancy shall be for the

unexpired portion of the term. Appointments shall be made in a timely manner.

Section 8.2 Vacancy on Board.

a. Resignation - The resignation or death of any Commissioner.

b. Attendance - Unexcused absence from three (3) consecutive regular

meetings or five (5) or more regular meetings in a twelve (12) month

period shall result in the position being vacated. Excused absences

shall include illness, medical reasons, work related conflicts, and jury

duty which shall be authorized provided that notification is given to the

appropriate staff member by telephone, facsimile, mail or email at least

48 hours prior to such absence. In addition, attendance shall be

recorded in the minutes of monthly meetings, and such minutes shall

be transmitted to the Commissioners at the Commission meeting.

c. Qualifications - The Commissioner no longer meets the qualifications

set forth in Sections 9 and 10.

4



Article IX

Qualifications

Section 9.1 Qualifications. Commissioners shall be chosen without

discrimination on the basis of race, sex, sexual preference, color, religion, age,

national origin, income, marital status or handicap. Commissioners are required

to complete and file Form 700 with the City Clerk's Office annually. Additionally,

Commissioners shall at all times comply with all applicable conflict of interest

laws.

Article X

Residency

Section 10.1 Residency. The members of the Commission shall reside in the

City of Modesto at the time of appointment and must maintain residence within

the City limits throughout their term(s).

Article XI

Meetings

Section 11.1 Meetings. Regular meetings of the Commission shall be held twice

a month, unless cancelled. Special meetings of the Commission may be held at

any time by the Chair of the Commission or by a majority of the Commissioners.

The time for regular meetings and special meetings of this Commission shall be

provided for by Commission resolution or, if none, by the Chair. All meetings

shall be held at 1010 10th Street, City Hall in a room to be scheduled by the

facilitating department

Section 11.2 Notice. Written notice of the time and place of any regular or

special meeting of the Entertainment Commission shall be delivered personally

to each voting member of the respective body, or sent to each voting member by

mail or other form or written delivery, charges prepaid, addressed to him or her at
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his or her address as it is shown in the corporate records, or by fax or email, sent

to him or her at the fax or email address shown in the corporate records. Any

such notice shall be mailed, delivered, faxed or emailed at least seventy-two (72)

hours before the date of a regular meeting, and at least twenty-four (24) hours

before the time of a special meeting.

Article XII

Brown Act Compliance

Section 12.1 Compliance. All meetings of the Commission, or any other

committee of the Commission, shall be held in conformity with the Brown Act,

found at Government Code §54950 et seq. Accordingly, any and all meetings of

the Commission and the Commission's committees to which the Brown Act

applies, shall be open and public.

a. "Meeting" Defined. A "meeting" under the provisions of the Brown Act

includes any congregation of a majority of the members of the

Commission, or any other committee of the Commission to which the

Brown Act applies, at the same time and place to hear, discuss, or

deliberate upon any item that is within the subject matter jurisdiction of

any such body or the local agencies to which it pertains.

b. Notice. Where required by the Brown Act, the Commissioners shall:

I. Cause mailed notice of any regular meeting to be sent at

least seventy-two (72) hours prior to the date set for the

meeting to any and all persons who have filed a written

request for that notice with the Commissioners.

II. Cause mailed notice of any special meeting to be given as

deemed practical, provided it otherwise complies with Brown

Act requirements, where the special meeting is called less

than seventy-two (72) hours prior to the date set for the

meeting to any and all persons who have filed a written

request for that notice with the Commissioners.
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iii. Cause notice of any special meeting of the Commissions to

be personally delivered or mailed to each local newspaper of

general circulation, radio or television station requesting

notice in writing, said notice, stating time, place and

business to be transacted, to be received at least twenty-four

(24) hours before the time of the meeting as specified in the

notice.

IV. Cause notice of the date, time and location of any regular

meeting, and an agenda containing a brief general

description of each item of business to be transacted or

discussed at the meeting, to be posted at least seventy-two

(72) hours prior to the meeting in a location that is freely

accessible to members of the public; and

v. Cause notice of the date, time, and location of any special

meeting to be posted at least twenty-four (24) hours prior to

the special meeting in a location that is freely accessible to

members of the public.

c. Agenda. Every meeting agenda mailed or posted shall provide an

opportunity for members of the public to directly address the

Commissioners on any item of interest to the public, before or during

consideration of the item.

d. Adjournment. Where a meeting is adjourned, the time and place to

which it is adjourned shall be announced at the time of adjournment,

and the time and place so announced shall be conspicuously posted

on or near the door of the place where the regular, adjourned regular,

special or adjourned special meeting was held within twenty-four (24)

hours after the time of adjournment. Written notice of said adjournment

shall be given in the same manner as provided for special meetings

under Article 5, §C2, subsections b, c and e of these bylaws. Where a

regular meeting or adjourned regular meeting is adjourned, the

resulting adjourned meeting is a regular meeting for all purposes,

including notice.

7



e. Cancellation of Scheduled Meetings. The Chair may cancel any

scheduled meeting when in his/her opinion there is no policy matter

requiring a full Commission meeting, or due to lack of quorum.

Section 13.1 Quorum.

Article XIII

Meeting Quorum

a. Meetings of the Commission. At least half of the whole number of

Commissioners appointed and seated on the Commission shall

constitute a quorum for the transaction of business by the Commission

of the organization and every act or decision of a majority of the seated

Commissioners present at a meeting at which at least a quorum is

present, made or done when duly assembled, shall be valid as the act

of the Commission. A majority of those present at the time and place of

any stated or special meeting, although less than a quorum, may

adjourn without further notice. When a quorum shall attend, any

business may be transacted that might have been transacted at the

meeting had the same been held on the day which the same was

originally appointed or called. Should a meeting be held with less than

a quorum present, any business transacted thereat may be advisory

only and not valid as an act of the Commission. Every voting member

or member of the Commission shall have one vote for the transaction

of business of the corporation, and the use of proxy votes is prohibited.

b. Conduct of Meeting. The Chair of the Commission, or in his or her

absence, the Vice-Chair, or in the absence of the Vice-Chair, a

chairperson elected by the Commissioners present, shall call the

meeting to order, and shall act as the presiding officer thereof.

c. Minutes. The Permit Administrator or his/her designee shall cause the

minutes of all meetings to be recorded, and in his or her absence, the

presiding officer may appoint any person to act as recorder. These

minutes shall be promptly mailed to each member of the Commission

8



having met, and to each member of the Commission, and a copy shall

be filed in the appropriate office in the City of Modesto.

Article XIV

Procedures, Powers, Duties and Staff

Section 14.1 Designated. The provisions of the Municipal Code of the City of

Modesto pertaining to procedures, powers, duties, and staff shall prevail. The

Permit Administrator or his/her designee shall serve as the Secretary to the

Commission. The Secretary shall keep a written record of all business transacted

by the Commission, notify Commission members of meetings, and keep the

official records of the Commission.

Article XV

Rules of Order

Section 15.1 Rules. All meetings of the Commission shall be conducted in

accordance with the Roberts Rules of Order and any applicable rules,

procedures and policies adopted by the Commission. These rules, procedures

and policies can be amended from time to time by the Commission as necessary.

9



MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-60

A RESOLUTION APPOINTING MARSHALL RIDDLE TO THE CITY OF
MODESTO PLANNING COMMISSION

WHEREAS, Section 1102 of the Charter of the City of Modesto authorizes the

City Council to appoint members to various Boards and Commissions, and

WHEREAS, the Economic Development Committee met on January 29, 2013,

and recommended appointment of Marshall Riddle to the Modesto Planning

Commission.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT HEREBY RESOLVED by the Council of the City

of Modesto as follows:

SECTION 1. Marshall Riddle is hereby appointed to the Modesto Planning

Commission with a term expiration of January 1,2017.

SECTION 2. The City Clerk is hereby directed to transmit a copy of this

resolution to the appointed member of the Modesto Planning Commission, and the

Secretary thereof.

021l212013IC&EDfPKellylItem 4 2013-60



The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City ofModesto held on the 12'h day of February, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Gunderson, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

By: --5ff;t::Jllii----,----
SUSA OOD, City Attorney

02/12l2013/C&EDIPKellylltem 4 2 2013-60



MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-61

RESOLUTION AMENDING THE POSITION CLASSIFICATION PLAN FOR
THE CITY OF MODESTO TO AMEND THE MINIMUM QUALIFICATIONS
FOR CLASSIFICATION OF POLICE CAPTAIN

WHEREAS, a Position Classification Plan for the City ofModesto was adopted

by Modesto City Council Resolution No. 2008-681 pursuant to Rule 2.2 of the Personnel

Rules and Regulations of the City of Modesto, and

WHEREAS, the City Manager has recommended to the Council amendments to

the Position Classification Plan, and

WHEREAS, Rule 2.2 of the City of Modesto Personnel Rules provides that

revisions to the Classification Plan shall be effective upon adoption of resolution of the

City Council,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

as follows:

SECTION L CLASSIFICATION AMENDED. The Position Classification Plan

of the City of Modesto is hereby amended to revise the Police Captain classification.

The Police Captain job specification is being revised to change the experience

requirement to better meet the needs ofthe position. The revised Police Captain class

specification, as shown in attached Exhibit "A," which is made a part of this resolution

by reference, is hereby approved and made part of the Position Classification Plan of the

City ofModesto.

SECTION 2. EFFECTIVE DATE. This resolution shall become effective on and

after February 12,2013.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced in a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 12th day of February, 2013, by Councilmember Burnside,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Cogdill,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

ATTEST:

By: _.---:~~~________
SUS

0211212013IHR1JLopezlItem 9 2 2013-61



CITY OF MODESTO
APRIL 1988
NO. 2921

POLICE CAPTAIN

Class specifications are intended to present a descriptive list of the range of duties performed by employees
in the class. Specifications are not intended to reflect all duties performed within the job.

DEFINITION

To manage, direct and coordinate the activities of a major division within the Police
Department; to coordinate assigned activities with other divisions within the department;
and to provide highly complex staff assistance to the Chief of Police.

SUPERVISION RECEIVED AND EXERCISED

Receives general direction from the Chief of Police.

Exercises direct and indirect supervision over subordinate swom and non-sworn
personnel.

ESSENTIAL AND MARGINAL FUNCTION STATEMENTS - Essential and other important
responsibilities and duties may include, but are not limited to, the foJ/owing:

Essential Functions:

Develop and implement division policies, goals, objectives and priorities.

Direct, oversee and participate in the development of assigned division's work plan;
assign work activities, projects and programs; monitors work flow; review and evaluate
work products, methods and procedures.

Prepare the division budget; assist in budget implementation; participate in the forecast of
additional funds needed for staffing equipment, materials, and supplies; administer the
approved budget.

Participate in recommending the appointment of personnel; provide or coordinate staff
training; work with employees to correct deficiencies; implement discipline procedures)
recommend employee terminations.

Conduct studies and analyze the operations of assigned division; identify areas where
improvement may be achieved; maintain current on recent developments, literature and
program being applied within the field.

Confer with citizens and City officials on law enforcement problems and assist in the
development of innovative municipal law enforcement policies.



CITY OF MODESTO
Police Captain
Page 2

Essential Functions: (Continued)

Supervise enforcement of all laws and ordinances within the jurisdiction of the
Department

Personally direct major investigations; inspect major crime and accident scenes.

Supervise investigation of complaints involving Officer conduct

Direct the provision of support services to operational activities and units of the
Department; maintain data, statistics, and information necessary for police planning and
management.

Supervise maintenance of departmental equipment inventory including motor vehicles,
weapons, ammunition, and related supplies and material.

Formulate and disseminate departmental policies, procedures and directives; assist the
Chief of Police with administrative matters.

Prepare and review disciplinary reports; make recommendations on disciplinary actions;
review complaints and conduct internal investigations as assigned.

Marginal Functions

Perform related duties as assigned.

MINIMUM QUALIFICATIONS

Knowledge of:

Principles, practices and procedures of police administration, organization and
operation.

Laws, ordinances and regulations affecting the work of the Department including
those governing traffic, criminal investigation, and arrest and prosecution.

Technical and administrative phases of crime prevention and law enforcement
including investigation and identification, patrol, traffic control, records
management, and care and custody of property.

Recent court decisions and how they affect department and division operations.



CITY OF MODESTO
Police Captain
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Knowledge of: (Continued)

Use of firearms and other modern police equipment.

Principles and practices of organization and personnel management in a municipal
government environment.

Budgeting procedures and techniques.

Principles and practices of supervision, training and personnel management.

Ability to:

Plan, direct, manage and coordinate the activities of a major division.

Communicate clearly and concisely, orally and in writing.

Recommend and implement sound policies and procedures.

Meet and deal tactfully and effectively with the public.

Properly interpret and make decisions in accordance with laws, regulation and
policies.

Act quickly and calmly in emergencies.

Exhibit technical ability that commands respect of subordinates.

Prepare and administer a budget.

Supervise, train and evaluate personnel.

Experience and Training Guidelines

Any combination of experience and training that would likely provide the required knowledge and
abilities is qualifying. A typical way to obtain the knowledge and abilities would be:

Experience:

Two years of supervisory experience with at least one year at the rank of
Police LieutenantTwo years of law enforcement experience at a level
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Police Captain
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eEjuivalent to the rank of Police Lieutenant.

Training:

Equivalent to an Associate of Arts degree from an accredited college or
university with major course work in police science, law enforcement
administration, criminal justice, public administration or a related field.

License or Certificate

Possession of, or ability to obtain, an appropriate, valid California driver's
license.

Possession of a P.o.ST Advanced and Management Certificate.

PHYSICAL AND MENTAL REQUIREMENTS

Mobility: frequent use of keyboard; frequent sitting for long periods of time;
occasional bending or squatting.
lifting: frequently up to 10 pounds; occasionally up to 25 pounds.
Vision: constant use of overall vision; frequent reading and close-up work;
occasional color and depth vision.
Dexterity: frequent repetitive motion; frequent writing; frequent grasping,
holding, and reaching.
Hearing/Talking: frequent hearing and talking, in person and on the phone.
Emotional/Psychological: frequent decision-making and concentration;
frequent public and/or coworker contact; occasional working alone.
Environmental: frequent exposure to noise.

WORKING CONDITIONS

Work is performed in a typical temperature controlled office environment subject to
typical office noise and environment Positions require occasional overtime or weekend
work and the ability to travel.

Class Spec History
Adopted 1988
Revised 02/13
BU Pol Mgmt

Unrep
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-62

RESOLUTION AMENDING THE POSITION ALLOCATION IN THE PARKS,
RECREATION AND NEIGHBORHOODS DEPARTMENT TO ELIMINATE
ONE (1) EVENTS SUPERVISOR, ELIMINATE ONE (1) FACILITY
SUPERVISOR, ELIMINATE ONE (1) .75 ADMINISTRATIVE ANALYST H,
AND ADD ONE (1) CENTRE PLAZA MANAGER ALLOCATION TO COST
CENTER

WHEREAS, City Council directed staff to reduce the Centre Plaza budget by

$250,000 during the budget hearings for fiscal year 2012-13, and

WHEREAS, the negotiations with the Doubletree Hotel during the outsourcing-

managed competition failed, and

WHEREAS, staff has begun making changes to achieve the requested reduction

in budget by eliminating an Events Supervisor, a Facility Supervisor and an .75 time

Administrative Analyst, and

WHEREAS, it was determined that the current Events Supervisor alone did not

cover the full scope of responsibility required for successful operation of the Centre, and

WHEREAS, a new position ofCentre Plaza Manager is being established, and

WHEREAS, the new position encompasses a higher level of authority and a

broader scope of responsibility than the Events Supervisor position, and

WHEREAS, the above changes create a cost saving of approximately $179,000 in

the Centre Plaza General Fund budget.

NOW, TIIEREFORE, BE IT HEREBY RESOLVED by the Council of the City

of Modesto as follows:

02l12l2013IPRo'l/JHannonlItem !O 2013-62



SECTION I. A reduction in overall the position allocation at Centre Plaza

includes the elimination of the Events Supervisor, Facility Supervisor and .75% of an

Administrative Analyst II, and

SECTION 2. Create a Centre Plaza Manager allocation for the new classification.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 12'h day of February, 2013, by Councilmember

Gunderson, who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by

Councilmember Geer, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the

following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

02/12l2013IPRN/JHannonlItem 10

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

2 2013-62



MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-63

RESOLUTION AMENDING THE POSITION CLASSIFICATION PLAN FOR
THE CITY OF MODESTO TO CREATE THE CLASSIFICATION OF CENTRE
PLAZA MANAGER AND TO DELETE THE CLASSIFICATIONS OF EVENTS
SUPERVISOR AND FACILITY SUPERVISOR

WHEREAS, a Position Classification Plan for the City of Modesto was adopted

by Modesto City Council Resolution No. 2008-681 pursuant to Rule 2.2 of the Personnel

Rules and Regulations of the City of Modesto, and

WHEREAS, the City Manager has recommended to the Council amendments to

the Position Classification Plan, and

WHEREAS, Rille 2.2 of the City of Modesto Personnel Rilles provides that

revisions to the Classification Plan shall be effective upon adoption of resolution of the

City Council,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

as follows:

SECTION 1. CLASSIFICATION CREATED. The Position Classification Plan

of the City of Modesto is hereby amended to create the classification of Centre Plaza

Manager at salary range 442. The Job specification for Centre Plaza Manager is being

created to plan, organize, direct and manage the operations of the Modesto Centre Plaza

within the Parks, Recreation and Neighborhoods Department, as shown in attached

Exhibit "A," which is made a part of this resolution by reference, is hereby approved and

made part of the Position Classification Plan of the City of Modesto.
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SECTION 2. CLASSIFICATIONS DELETED. The Position Classification Plan

of the City of Modesto is hereby amended to delete the classifications of Events

Supervisor and Facility Supervisor as said classifications are no longer being used.

SECTION 3. EFFECTIVE DATE. This resolution shall become effective on and

after February 12,2013.

The foregoing resolution was introduced in a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 12th day ofFebruary 2013, by Councilmember

Gunderson, who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by

Councilmember Geer, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the

following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

02112/2013IPRN/JHannonlItem 10

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

2 2013-63



CITY OF MODESTO
No. 2358

CENTRE PLAZA MANAGER

Class specifications are intended to present a descriptive list of the range of duties performed by
employees in the class. Specifications are not intended to reflect all duties performed within the job.

DEFINITION

To plan, organize, direct and manage the operations of the Modesto Centre Plaza; to
develop, implement and enforce existing policies, procedures and objectives within
responsibility for Centre Plaza operations including budget, facilities, capital improvements
and revenues; and to provide highly responsible staff assistance to the Director of Parks,
Recreation and Neighborhoods Department

SUPERVISION RECEIVED AND EXERCISED

Receives administrative direction from the Director of Parks, Recreation and
Neighborhoods.

Exercises direct supervision over assigned supervisory and professional, technical and
administrative personnel.

ESSENTIAL AND MARGINAL FUNCTION STATEMENTS- Essential and other important
responsibilities and duties may include, but are not limited to, the following:

Plan and organize effective operations of the Centre Plaza by managing and directing all
operations, staff, concessionaires and maintenance activities.

Develop and implement goals, objectives, policies and procedures including the
development of Centre Plaza business plan, a comprehensive marketing plan and long­
term strategic plan.

Act as systems administrator for the facility management system and oversight of all
maintenance and building facility management issues

Monitor and oversight of the variety of facility maintenance contracts, such as: fire
suppressions systems, elevator maintenance and inspection responsibilities, ground
keeping contracts, and address other safety and security issues.

Inspect total facility to locate and determine the extent of repair or maintenance work to
be performed.

Negotiate lease terms and rental rates, enforce rental rate structure; approve all client
contracts to ensure necessary policies and procedures are followed.
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Essential Functions: (Continued)

Meet with clients to evaluate operations of the facility to improve customer satisfaction;
meet with appropriate City management staff and City Council as needed to explain
new programs.

Compile and analyze data on user trends to improve productivity and enhance facility
use.

Prepare and administer the Centre Plaza budget; forecast additional funds needed for
staffing, equipment, materials and supplies.

Build and maintain positive working relationships with Senior Executive Team, Mayor, City
Council, co-workers, other City employees and the public using principles of good
customer service.

Recommend the appointment of personnel; provide or coordinate staff training, conduct
performance evaluations; implement discipline procedures as required; maintain discipline
and high standards necessary for the efficient and professional operation of the Centre
Plaza.

Represent the Centre Plaza to businesses and public agencies interested in
development, operation and use of the Centre Plaza; participate in outside community
and professional groups and committees; provide technical assistance as necessary.

Responsible for marketing the Centre Plaza to the community and other potential
business to expand the convention bookings in the Centre Plaza

Build and maintain positive working relationships with co-workers, other City employees
and the public using principles of good customer service.

Work collaboratively with groups, individuals, and corporations.

Participate in the selection of staff; provide and coordinate staff training, work with
employees to correct deficiencies; implement disciplinary procedures as necessary;
implement timely performance evaluations of staff and recreation programs.

Research and prepare technical and administrative reports; prepare written
correspondence.

Marginal Functions:

Perform related duties as assigned.
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MINIMUM QUALIFICATIONS

Knowledge of:

Principles and practices of facility management.

Principles and practices of organizational analysis and management.

Principles and practices of leadership, motivation, team dynamics, team building
and conflict resolution.

Principles and practices of marketing and sales in convention centers/theatres.

Pertinent local, State and Federal rules, regulations and laws.

Practical application of modem information technology for administrative and fiscal
management tasks.

Budgeting procedures and techniques.

Principles and practices of supervision, tra·lning and personnel management.

Ability to:

Plan, organize and direct the Centre Plaza operations; implement a
comprehensive operations strategy to produce the greatest efficiency, service
and value to the organization.

Operate a revenue producing business in a govemment environment.

Analyze problems, identify altemative solutions, project consequences of proposed
actions and implement recommendations in support of goals.

Negotiate effectively and monitor contracts.

Interpret and apply applicable law, City and department policies, procedures, rules
and regulations.

Prepare and administer methods and techniques of statistical analysis for the
Centre Plaza budget; analyze revenue and control expenditures and effective
technical report preparation and presentation (both oral and graphic).

Plan, organize, direct and evaluate the work of administrative, technical, and
clerical staff; build a high performance workforce.
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MINIMUM QUALIFICATIONS (continued)

Establish and maintain cooperative working relationships with those contacted in
the course of work.

Present ideas effectively, orally and in writing; prepare and make public
presentations.

Experience and Training Guidelines

Any combination of expetience and training that would likely provide the required knowledge and
abilities is qualifying. A typical way to obtain the knowledge and abilities would be:

Experience:

Five years of increasingly responsible experience in operation and
management of a convention center or similar facility; including one year
providing technical and functional supervision over assigned personnel.

Training:

Equivalent to a Bachelor's degree from an accredited college or university
with major course work in business administration, public administration,
accounting, finance, economics, program or facility management, or a
related field.

License or Certificate:

Possession of or ability to obtain an appropriate valid California driver's
license.

PHYSICAL REQUIREMENTS &WORKING CONDITIONS

Mobility: frequent use of keyboard; frequent sitting for long periods of time; occasional
bending or squatting. Lifting: frequently up to 10 pounds; occasionally up to 25
pounds. Vision: constant use of overall vision; frequent reading and close-up work;
occasional color and depth vision. Dexterity: frequent repetitive motion; frequent
writing; frequent grasping, holding, and reaching. Hearing/Talking: frequent hearing
and talking, in person and on the phone. Emotional/Psychological: frequent decision
making and concentration; frequent public and/or coworker contact; occasional working
alone. Environmental: frequent exposure to noise.
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WORKING CONDITIONS

Work is performed in a typical temperature controlled office environment subject to
typical office noise and environment. Positions may require occasional overtime or
weekend work and travel is rare.

Class Spec History
Adopted 02/13
Revised
BU Mgt/Conf NS



MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-64

RESOLUTION AMENDING EXHIBIT "A" OF RESOLUTION NO. 2008-683 TO
REVISE THE CLASS RANGE TABLE FOR REPRESENTED MANAGEMENT
AND CONFIDENTIAL NON-SWORN CLASSES TO ADD THE SALARY
RANGE FOR CENTRE PLAZA MANAGER TO SALARY RANGE 442 AND TO
DELETE THE EVENTS SUPERVISOR FROM SALARY RANGE 441 AND
FACILITY SUPERVISOR FROM SALARY RANGE 435

WHEREAS, the City Council desires to amend Exhibit "A" of Resolution No.

2008-683, which approved the Class Range Table for Represented Management and

Confidential Non-Sworn Classes,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

as follows:

SECTION I. AMENDMENT TO RESOLUTION NO. 2008-683. Exhibit "A"

entitled, "City of Modesto Class Range Table Represented Management and Confidential

Non-Sworn Classes," attached to Resolution No. 2008-683, is hereby amended as shown

on the amended Exhibit "A" entitled "City of Modesto Class Range Table Represented

Management and Confidential Non-Sworn Classes Effective February 5, 2013," which is

attached hereto and made a part hereof as though set forth in full herein. Said Exhibit

"A" adds the Centre Plaza Manager to salary range 442 and deletes Events Supervisor

from salary range 441 and Facility Supervisor from salary range 435.

SECTION II. EFFECTIVE DATE. This resolution shall become effective on

and after February 12, 2013.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced in a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the lih day of February, 2013, by Councilmember

Gunderson, who moved its adoption, whieh motion being duly seconded by

Councilmember Geer, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the

following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

02J12J2013!PRN/JHannon/Item 10

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

ATTEST:

2 2013-64



CITY OF MODESTO
CLASS RANGE TABLE

REPRESENTED MANAGEMENT AND CONFIDENTIAL NON-SWORN CLASSES
Effective February 12, 2013

RANGE TITLE

407 Administrative Office Assistant II (Confidential)

411 Administrative Office Assistant III (Confidential)

412 Police Clerk II (Confidential)

414 Legal Secretary I

415 Administrative Services Technician I (Confidential)
Senior Administrative Office Assistant (Confidential)

418 Legal Secretary II
Systems Technician I

419 Administrative Services Technician II (Confidential)
Workers' Compensation Claims Assistant

420 Deputy City Clerk
Employee Benefits Coordinator
Executive Assistant
Senior Legal Secretary

422 Office Supervisor
Systems Technician II
Workers' Compensation Claims Examiner I

423 Custodian Supervisor
Parking Services Supervisor

424 Buyer

425 Parking Adjudication Program Coordinator
Police Facilities Coordinator

426 Assistant Planner
Central Stores Supervisor
Financial Analyst I
Senior Systems Technician
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RANGE TITLE

427 Administrative Analyst I
Animal Control Supervisor
Human Resources Analyst I
Police Civilian Supervisor
Technology Solutions Analyst I
Workers' Compensation Claims Examiner II

428 Assistant City Clerk

430 Associate Planner
Financial Analyst II
Senior Buyer
Software Analyst I
Systems Engineer I

431 Administrative Analyst II
Events Coordinator
Human Resources Analyst II
Risk and Loss Control Coordinator
Senior Workers' Compensation Claims Examiner
Technology Solutions Analyst II

432 Compost Facility Supervisor
Junior Engineer
Neighborhood Preservation Supervisor
Operations Supervisor
Parks Project Coordinator
Recreation Supervisor
Senior Crime and Intelligence Analyst
Wastewater Collection Systems Supervisor
Water Quality Control Plant Maintenance Supervisor

433 Water Resources Analyst

434 Customer Services Supervisor
Financial Analyst III
Recycling Program Coordinator
Senior Community Development Program Specialist
Software Analyst II
Systems Engineer II
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RANGE TITLE

435 Assistant Transportation Planner
Business Analyst
Cultural Services Program Manager
Emergency Medical Services Coordinator
Management Analyst
Organizational Development Coordinator
Public Information Coordinator
Transit Analyst
Weed and Seed Program Coordinator

436 Assistant Engineer
Deputy Fire Marshal
Electrical Supervisor
Environmental and Water Quality Laboratory Supervisor
Environmental Services Supervisor
Housing Rehabilitation Supervisor
Senior Planner

437 Senior Human Resources Analyst

438 Associate Land Surveyor
Integrated Waste Specialist
Property Agent
Public Safety Business Services Analyst
Senior Financial Analyst
Senior Software Analyst
Senior Systems Engineer
Water Distribution and Production Supervisor

439 Administrative Services Officer
Associate Transportation Planner
Senior Business Analyst

440 Associate Engineer
Environmental Regulatory Compliance Administrator
Recreation Program Manager
Water Quality Control Operations Supervisor
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RANGE TITLE

441 Housing and Urban Development Manager
Infrastructure Financing Program Administrator
Parks Planning and Development Manager
Streets Manager
Wastewater Collections Manager

442 Budget and Financial Analysis Manager
Centre Plaza Manager
Construction Inspection Supervisor
Customer Services Manager
Principal Accountant
Principal Software Analyst
Principal Systems Engineer
Purchasing Manager

443 Associate CivilfTraffic Engineer
Senior Transportation Planner

444 Airport Manager
Building Inspection Program Coordinator
Building Inspection Supervisor
Fleet Manager
Principal Planner
Solid Waste Program Manager
Transit Manager

446 Assistant Chief Building Official
Information Technology Manager
Water Quality Control Plant Manager

447 Traffic Operations Engineer
Water Systems Manager
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RANGE TITLE

450 Business Development Manager
Chief Building Official
Planning Manager
Senior Civil Engineer

451 Parks Recreation & Neighborhoods Operations Manager

452 City Engineer
Traffic Engineer



MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-65

RESOLUTION ACCEPTING THE DOWNTOWN PASSENGER RAIL
FEASIBILITY STUDY

WHEREAS, on October 14,2008, the City Council ofthc City of Modesto

certified the Final Master Environmental Impact Report ("Master EIR") (SCH No.

2007072023) for the Modesto Urban Area General Plan, and

WHEREAS, a new General Plan for the City of Modesto entitled "City of

Modesto Urban Area General Plan", as recommended by the Modesto City Planning

Commission, was adopted by the Council of the City of Modesto by Resolution No. 95-

409 on August 15, 1995, and

WHEREAS, said General Plan has been amended by Modesto City Council

Resolution Nos. 95-584, 96-20, 96-338, 96-639, 97-3, 97-137, 97-158, 98-293, 99-162,

99-564,2000-303,2000-633,2001-47,2001-476, 2002-154, 2002-526, 2003-101, 2003-

122,2004-233,2005-70,2007-066,2007-599, 2008-142, 2008-583,2009-419,2011-

253,2011-254 and 2012-430, copies of which are on file in the office of the City Clerk,

and

WHEREAS, on January 12, 2010, the City Council of the City of Modesto

approved a motion supporting high speed and regional passenger rail in downtown

Modesto and directing staff to make any necessary amendments to the Urban Area

General Plan, and

WHEREAS, on March 23, 2010, the City Council of the City of Modesto

approved Resolution 2010-122 approving submittal ofa grant application to the
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California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) requesting $100,000 in Community­

Based Transportation Planning Grant funds, and

WHEREAS, on December 7, 2010, the City Council of the City of Modesto

adopted Resolution 2010-497, 2010-498, and 2010-499 accepting the grant funding and

making appropriate budget adjustments, and

WHEREAS, on June 28, 2011, the City Council of the City of Modesto adopted

Resolution 2011-254 making minor amendments to the General Plan, including a policy

amendment specifically supporting a passenger rail station in downtown Modesto, and

WHEREAS, public input on a future location for a passenger rail station in

downtown was sought through three public workshops addressing the criteria for

selecting a site, reducing the number of sites under consideration, and ranking three sites

in order of most preferred to least preferred, and

WHEREAS, the Community & Economic Development Department has analyzed

the potential sites under consideration for a downtown passenger rail and identified

potential policies to support a passenger rail station and collected the information into a

Downtown Passenger Rail Station Feasibility Study, and

WHEREAS, on December 3, 2012, the Planning Commission held a duly noticed

public hearing in the Tenth Street Place Chambers located at 1010 Tenth Street, Modesto,

California, wherein it considered the Downtown Passenger Rail Station Feasibility Study,

and

WHEREAS, after said public hearing, the Planning Commission adopted

Resolution No. 2012-16, recommending the City Council accept the Downtown

Passenger Rail Station Feasibility Study, and
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WHEREAS, on January 14,2013, the Economic Development Committee ofthe

City Council of the City ofModesto held a duly noticed public meeting in Room 2005

loeated at 1010 Tenth Street, Modesto, California, wherein it considered the Downtown

Passenger Rail Station Feasibility Study and recommended the City Council consider the

item, and

WHEREAS, said matter was set for a public hearing of the City Council to be

held on February 12,2013, in the Tenth Street Place Chambers located at 1010 Tenth

Street, Modesto, California, at which date and time said duly noticed public hearing of

the Council was held for the purpose of receiving public comment on the proposed

Downtown Passenger Rail Station Feasibility Study.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby finds and determines that the proposed Downtown Passenger Rail Station

Feasibility Study as described in Exhibit "A", attached hereto and incorporated herein

by reference, is accepted.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED by the Council of the City ofModesto that the

proposed Downtown Passenger Rail Station Feasibility Study is statutorily exempt from

CEQA under Section 15262, Feasibility and Planning Studies.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City ofModesto held on the 12th day of February, 20l3, by Councilmember Cogdill,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Lopez,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

By:

02/12/2013/CED/Cvan Empellltem 11

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Mayor Marsh

None

Muratore
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The purpose of this study is to determine the viability of a future passenger rail station for potential high
speed and conventional rail service in downtown Modesto by identifying the strengths and weaknesses
of the proposal. The study will help answer the question of whether Modesto should continue pursuing
a passenger rail station and what additional information, policies, and resources will be needed for such
an effort to be successful. Whether action should be taken, and what action, are decisions to be made
by Modesto City Council and the StanCOG Policy Board. Should City Council approve this report,
nothing further will occur unless City Council directs further action.

Direct public input was sought through three workshops. Workshops were held to consider (1) criteria
for selecting a station site, (2) to identify several potential station sites, and (3) to identify the preferred
station site of the several identified.

By its very nature, passenger raii, whether conventional or high speed, is a large-scale venture,
requiring resources far beyond a single municipality or region. Amtrak is a national rail service; the
Altamont Commuter Express is interregional and Coltrain, BART, and Metrolink (Los Angeles area) are
regional services.

In 2008, California voters passed Proposition 1A, the Safe, Reliable High-Speed Passenger Train Bond
Act, which is authorizes the issuance of $9.95 billion in bonds "to establish a clean, efficient high-speed
train service linking Southern California, the Sacramento/San Joaquin Valley, and the San Francisco Bay
Area" which is expected to reduce "air pollution, global warming greenhouse gases, and our depen­
dence on foreign oiL" This feasibility study considers a small part of this 800-mile-long statewide project.

The California High Speed Rail Authority (CHSRA) was established in 1996 to plan and implement high­
speed intercity service in California. A significant part of the planning work comprises ridership projec­
tions, route selection, environmental analyses, public outreach, and engineering. While Modesto's
concerns are taken into consideration, Modesto has no direct authority over the High-Speed Passenger
Train project. Decision making authority for cities that may have the opportunity to a high-speed train
station is limited to site selection along the route, site planning, and funding for a station. For this feasi­
bility study, Modesto is evaluating two vertical alignment alternatives, above-grade (elevated above
street level) and at-grade (at street level), consistent with the alignments being considered by the
California High-Speed Rail Authority.

The CHSRA's Revised Business Plan (April 2012) includes a smaller-scale, near-term option, which is part
of the "Northern California Blended Service." A station serving this option, which may be developed
at-grade, could be needed within 10 years.

The high-speed train system will be developed in two phases; Modesto is part of the second phase of
the project. Work on Phase 1 is well under way: an alignment has been selected for the Merced-to­
Fresno segment, ridership estimates have been developed, environmental documents have been
completed, and engineering of the Initial Construction Segment between Fresno and Bakersfield is



finished. Construction contracts for the
Initial Construction Segment are expected
to be signed in spring and fall of 2013.
Planning for Phase 2 is under way, but the
alignment has not yet been selected, which
is critical to the development of ridership
projections. The environmental documents
that will eventually be prepared will consider
many factors that are not part of this study:
reductions in automobile trips, air quality,
noise, and aesthetics, among others.

It is likely that revisions to the CHSRA' s
business plan will result in delayed imple­
mentation of full high speed rail for Phase
2. Instead, interim improvements to existing
passenger rail service will be implemented.
The complete scope of improvements to
existing passenger rail has not been
developed, but may include improvements
to Amtrak and extension of the Altamont
Commuter Express (ACE) to Modesto and
Merced.

This feasibility study is limited to considering:

• Whether, where, and how a passenger
rail station might fit into downtown;

Whether necessary feeder service and
parking exists or could be added;

• Right-of-way acquisition estimates for a
station and for the alignment through
the county;

• Whether policies are in place to support
development that will support a station.
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This feasibility study has five chapters:

1. Existing conditions
This chapter reviews how downtown Modesto was established and the infiuences that have shaped
downtown and the existing resources and policies that will help make a passenger rail station successful.

2. Site selection
Different alternatives are evaluated to illustrate different scenarios. This study is not exhaustive: many
other sites could have been evaluated. each with problems and benefits. and other site and circulation
plans are possible for each site. Each site has been carefully considered and debated by workshop
attendees; the considerations used in the site selection process are presented and are intended to be
useful to City Council in its future decision making process.

3. Right of way needs
The acquisition cost of each preferred passenger rail station site is presented in 2012 doliars. Addition­
ally. right of way estimates from the San Joaquin County line to the Merced County line are estimated
on a per-acre basis.

4. Funding Sources
Potential funding sources for right of way acquisition. and operating and maintenance costs for the
station are considered.

5. Policy recommendations
Downtown Modesto can accommodate a passenger rail station today. but various policies should be
considered in order to gain the largest benefit from a future station.

The documents used for the workshops in August 2011. November 2011. and June 2012 appear as
Appendices A. B. and C. respectively.

While Workshop 3 attendees preferred Site DIE. the largest of the three sites. the City of Modesto may
select any of the three sites; or another site: or may choose not to host a passenger rail station. The
process used to select Site DIE as the preferred location is made as transparent as possible through the
inclusion of the details of selection criteria and how each block fared with respect to those criteria and
through the discussion of elements that contribute to the feasibility of various sites for a passenger rail
station. such as parking and circulation.

Depending on the type of service provided. passenger rail could serve various functions. If it is a lower­
speed. local and interregional service. sirnilar to the Altamont Commuter Express. then riders would be
expected to use it in place of a private automobile to travel to and from work or during the day to get
to and from meetings in other cities. such as Merced or Tracy. On the other hand, if higher-speed, long­
distance service is provided. riders would be expected to travel for purposes such as connecting to



airports in Sacramento, Oakland, and San Francisco; for entertainment, sporting, and cultural events
in the Bay Area, or for meetings in Los Angeles, San Francisco, or San Diego. The train could be used
instead of driving or flying. Furthermore, the train could serve not just as a means to connect Modestans
with the rest of California, but as a means to bring the rest of California to Modesto. Modesto offers
performances at the Galio Center for the Performing Arts and major employers such as Gallo Glass and
Foster Farms, and can serve as a gateway to the Sierras for visitors. Car rental services and a Yosemite
Area Regional Transportation System (YARTS) stop near or at the station could provide transportation
into the mountains and directly to Yosemite National Park from downtown Modesto.



History and Development Pattern

Modesto's downtown is a former land grant given to the Central Pacific Railroad by the federal govern­
ment in the 1860s and 1870s as incentive to extend rail service down the San Joaquin Valley frorn the
main transcontinental line in Sacramento. The federal government deeded alternating sections (each
640 acres, 1 square mile) to rail cornpanies, which were often developed by the rail companies in order
to fund the extension and operation of rail service. The area comprising Modesto's commercial down­
town grid today is that 640-acre land grant. Modesto incorporated as a city in 1884 with an area larger
than the original land grant. approximately 1,700 acres, about 2.6 square miles.

By necessity, the land grant area and the original city were self-contained and easily traversed on
foot. The land grant area originally included single-farnily residences and cornmercial and industrial
businesses, inciuding what was eventually incorporated as Modesto. Autornobiles did not yet exist and
horses were expensive. Most local travel occurred on foot and all daily needs were easy to reach within
the city. Comrnerciallots were narrow, maximizing the number of businesses along a block frontage.
Private automobiles began to appear in the early 20th century; they became common in the 1920s,
and dominant after World War II. As Modesto grew, commercial and industrial development replaced
residences, which were either demolished or slowly converted to commercial use.

The expansion of the city and development patterns reflect transportation modes: large commercial
lots and frontages with large parking lots in front of the building are designed for the motoring public,
while small lots and frontages with parking behind the building (if provided at all) are designed for
pedestrian and bicycle traffic.

Modesto,
circa 1888



Chapter One: Existing Conditions

Statewide Passenger Rail Planning

The CHSRA has identified two phases of development. Phase 1 is the Los Angeles-to-San
Francisco segment. Phase 2 includes Merced-to-San Jose via the Altamont Pass and to
Sacramento and Los Angeles to San Diego. Modesto is on part of Phase 2. Phase 1 has
begun to receive construction funding: much of the alignment has been selected and
environmental and engineering documents are almost complete.

The alignment for Phase 2 has not yet been selected and planning documents have not
been completed. Phase 2 will approximately parallel either the Union Pacific Railroad
("western alignment" near State Route 99 through Modesto) or the Burlington Northern­
Santa Fe alignment ("eastern alignment" through Riverbank, Empire, and Denair). At this
early stage of work on Phase 2, Modesto has adopted a general plan policy to bring
passenger rail to downtown. Modesto participates in planning meetings for Phase 2 and
actively supports federal, state, and local policies (see Chapter 5) that will make
passenger rail in downtown possible. Other than funding for this study, no local funding
has yet been made available. This study is expected to lead to more refined planning
and engineering work and to funding for passenger rail in the Regional Transportation
Plan.

Page 2



Chapter One: Existing Conditions

Station Area

The CHSRA has prepared planning-level engineering
sketches of the western and eastern alignments for the
northern San Joaquin Valley in order to prepare environ­
mental analyses for the alignments. Modesto's primary
interest is in the western alignment, which would route
passenger rail through downtown. City staff met with
conSUltants to the CHSRA to identify the appropriate study
area for a passenger rail station to serve the western
alignment. The area is generally bounded by State Route
99 on the west, 9th Street on the east, by N. Jefferson Street
on the northwest. and BStreet.

When planning the station area, the area of greatest
concern is the half-mile radius around a major transit sta­
tion because that is the distance that most people can
walk in 10 minutes, a fairly comfortable travel distance on
foot. The area within a five-minute walk of a major transit
station is most heavily affected by the station. Less signifi­
cant stations might utilize a maximum five-minute walk or
even a three-minute walk. This area is known as a "pedes­
trian shed" or "ped shed." a concept similar to a commute
shed: it is the area that may be covered by walking at a
comfortable pace, usually measured in time from a center
or an area of greatest influence.

Development within the half mile surrounding the study
area (Figure 1-1), which encompasses most of the Central
Pacific Railroad's original land grant and much of the
original city, is extremely varied. In this area lie significant
public buildings, such as the City-County Building
(Modesto-Stanislaus County), the Gallo Center for the Arts,
the County Courthouse, the Stanislaus County Public
Library. the offices of Modesto City Schools, part of
Modesto Junior College and Modesto High School. A
public golf course, most of Tuolumne River Regional Park,
and the Mistlin Art Gallery also lie within a 1O-minute walk of
the study area. Major businesses within that radius include
Gallo Glass, Foster Farms, and the DoubleTree Hotel. In
addition to these, the area houses a broad variety of

CA Passenger Rail

Downtown Modesto
Station Study Area
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Chapter One: Existing Conditions

industrial businesses (such as American Lumber and Stanislaus Foods), services (such as banking,
architecture, engineering, and law offices), retail (such as shoes, clothing, and furniture stores), and
restaurants, Toward the edges of the lO-minute ped shed are single family houses, duplexes, and
apartment houses.

The existing development pattern is based upon Euclidean zoning, which separates land use types,
based upon the idea that different activities are incompatible with one another. This represents a
significant change from the original development pattern in Modesto, when activities were
located in the city based upon functional relationships, and most daily needs were located within a
short walk of one's home.

Furthermore, much of downtown Modesto's commercial and civic capacity has been eroded over
time, along with downtown's status as the center of economic and civic life. Many of today's surface
parking lots were once occupied by commercial buildings, such as:

North corner of 10th and I Streets (former two-story G.P. Schafer Company),
• South corner of 10th and HStreets (former three-story Elks Club),

9th Street between I and J Street (former D.T. Bunker's Garage),
• South corner of 9th and I Streets (former two-story Swan Building),
• 9th Street between G and HStreets (former Modesto Bank)
• South corner of 9th and KStreets, parking structure (former Stanislaus Lumber Company),

North comer of 9th and I Streets, McDonald's (former Chamber of Commerce)

The proliferation of parking lots, especially surface parking lots, indicates economic decline, because
the land is no longer of great enough value to make a building worthwhile. Put another way, parking
generates little or no revenue for the property owner or the government (in property taxes). The same
principle applies to larger buildings that are replaced by smaller buildings.

Additionally, the vast majority of the residences once located in downtown are gone. Lacking
residences nearby to walk from and lacking passenger rail service, foot traffic has declined and fewer
businesses that depend on foot traffic are located in downtown. The net effect of this is reduced foot
traffic in downtown, accompanied by reductions in commerce and in personal safety.

Page 4



Chapter One: Fvi,dir"., Conditions

Downtown Core Zone

In 2010, Modesto City Council approved a new development code
for 42 blocks in the downtown area, about 180 acres of the original
640-acre land grant. Figure 1-2 shows the Downtown Core zone
and the planning districts within it. Unlike use-based zoning, which
characterizes the predominant development code for Modesto, the
Downtown Core Zone is a form-based code, which emphasizes the
regulation of building form and location on the lot (disposition) over
the activity that occurs inside the buildings. As it is currently config­
ured, the area planned for highest density is located around lOth,
II th, and 12th streets, and I, J, and KStreets.

It is the City's intention to add significant new housing opportunities
in the downtown area, and to expand the Downtown Core Zone
to encompass an area slightly larger than the original land grant.
Adding new housing will create a close-in market for retail and
office space, complementing a passenger rail station and bringing
more origins and destinations closer to a future passenger rail station.
By focusing development in the downtown area, the City expects to
reduce automobile trips and increase pedestrian and bicycle traffic
and catalyze development in downtown.

A portion of the passenger rail station study area lies within the
Central District of the Downtown Core zone, which is the highest­
density area in the Downtown Core. The portion of the study area
that is in the Downtown Core zone lies within the Transition District.
which allows more moderate density than the Central District.

For a major transit facility in a developing mixed-use, downtown
core, such as a passenger rail station, it is important to minimize the
amount of parking that is immediately adjacent to the station in or­
der to allow businesses to make the most productive use possible of
the high-value land around the station, and for the city to
encourage revenue-producing uses in the area benefiting most
from station access and proximity. In order to achieve the goal of
creating high-value real estate, the station area must be planned to
make walking useful, easy, and interesting.
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Chapter One: Existing Conditions

Transportation Access

When it was first established as a stop along the Central Pacific Railroad, Modesto could be reached from other cities
by rail or by wagon on the few existing roads. Today, automobile traffic dominates transportation in Modesto, even in
downtown. According to the 2006-2010 American Community Survey of work trips, 81.8 percent of Modestans drive
alone to work (an increase from 78.9 percent in 2000), 9.2 percent carpool (a decrease from 13.7 percent in 2000),
1,3 percent took transit (no change from 2000), 1.4 percent walked (a decrease from 1.7 percent in 2000), 2.4
percent used ather modes to get to work (an increase from 1.5 percent in 2000), and 3.8 percent worked from home
(an increase from 2.9 percent in 2000).

Parking

The City of Modesto currently owns and/or operates three parking garages and seven surface parking lots in the
downtown area. These are shown on Figure 1-3 and listed below, with the number of spaces in each. These facilities
provide approximately 2,600 off-street parking spaces in the downtown area. Of these, the library lot is located outside
the 5-minute pedestrian shed for the three study sites (see below) and has therefore been excluded from further
discussion, leaving almost 2,500 off-street parking spaces in the entire study area for all three sites.

Table 1: City-Operated Off-Street Parking in Downtown

ll!'l\clllly l100aflQn Sl1iaceS Cil}))-Owneill !1!lfllalm lii8(a NIlimufes
01 Sflu(d\1 ;?lees?'

11 th Street Garage Between I and J Streets 339 Yes Yes

10th Street Place Garage South corner of 11 th and K Streets 727 Yes Yes

9th Street Garage Between K and LStreets 775 Yes Yes

Centre Plaza Parking Lot 11 th Street, between K and L Streets 144 Yes Yes

9th and I Street South corner of 9th and I Streets 55 Yes Yes

8th Street Between K and I Streets 121 No Yes

lOth and H Street South corner of 10th and H Streets 110 Yes Yes

Library Lot H Street, between 15th and 16th Streets 131 Yes No

10th and G street Behind and for Police Department offices 157 Yes Yes

9th Street Between I and J Streets 42 Yes Yes

Total 2,601 2,480 2,470
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Chapter One: Existing Conditions

Most blocks in the downtown area are about 300 feet by 400 feet. Using a generous
estimate of 22 feet per parked car and allowing for alleys and driveways, there is space
for about 12 parallel-parked cars along the short sides of each block (24 total) and for
about 14 parallel-parked cars along the long sides of each block (28 total) for about 52
parking spaces around each typical block. There are 61 blocks within the five-minute
pedestrian sheds for the three study sites providing enough curb space for approximately
3,200 on-street parallel parking spaces.

City owned or operated off-street parking and city-owned on-street parking totals
approximately 5,800 spaces within the five-minute pedestrian sheds of the three study
sites. At this time, one lot is used exclusively by City staff (10th and G street lot), a part
of one structure is under contract with the DoubleTree Hotel (9th Street Garage), and
one structure provides parking for City and County staff and is partly under contract to
lOth street Place tenants (10th Street Place Garage). These arrangements are expected
to change over time, but must be considered as part of the parking situation in the
station area.

Page 7
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Chapter One: Existing Conditions

Historic Buildings and Landmarks

Downtown is Modesto's richest environment for historic buildings and
other historic landmarks, primarily because it is the oldest part of the
city. Virtually all of Modesto's historic properties are located within
the original (j884) incorporated city limits. Historic buildings and
landmarks provide a physical link with the past and provide context
for a city. Buildings and landmarks are often privately owned, but
they constitute a public resource. Well-preserved historic buildings
often command high rent. in addition to making a city more
beautiful.

Modesto has a program for designating local landmarks. but it is
entirely voluntary and requires the consent of the property owner.
Consistent with State guidelines, Modesto's Municipal Code [Title 9,
Chapter 10, Section 9-10.04(b)] requires the Landmark Preservation
Committee to determine that a site under consideration possesses
historic, architectural, CUltural, archaeological, or engineering signifi­
cance, as defined.

The California Environmental Quality Act (Government Code Section
15064.5) goes further, requiring an evaluation of significant impacts
on properties. Determining whether a site is historic should be done
consistent with Public Resources Code Sections 5020 et seq and 5024
et seq.

Modesto's Landmark Preservation Committee has established
several landmarks in the commercial downtown area, as shown on
Figure 1-4. Other buildings that might be considered for preservation
are also identified.
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Evaluating Preferred Sites

The first of three public workshops was held on August 10,2011. The goal of Workshop 1was to present the various
criteria established by the California High-Speed Rail Authority and the City of Modesto for selecting a location for a
passenger rail station. Workshop attendees were asked to consider whether they wanted to add other criteria, which
would subsequently be used to evaluate potential sites in the study area. Appendix A contains the list as it was
presented at Workshop 1.

Using the criteria established at the first workshop, staff then evaluated each of the 36 blocks in the study area and
gave each block an average rating. The purpose of this was to create a quick way to compare one block to another.
The rating sheets were to be used by the attendees of the second workshop.

Figure 2-1
(Credit: HNTB)

1380ft



Chapter Two: Site Selection

Attendees at Workshop 2, held on November 16, 2011, defined the
preferred sites, shown on Figure 2-2 and identified in the next section
(Evaluating Preferred Sites) for developing a passenger roil station on
blocks within the study area. The preferred sites were not prioritized
by attendees; lettering of sites does not denote ranking. Please see
"Block-by-Block Evaluation of Passenger Roil Station Study Area"
(Appendix B) for more information about the prioritization process.

conceptual station plans provided by HNTB, on engineering and
design firm under contract to the California High Speed Roil Author­
ity (Figure 2-1), suggest that adequate space for a passengerrail
station is a minimum of three 300-foot by 400-foot blocks (2.75 acres),
the typical block size in downtown Modesto. By extension, the total
minimum station site is about 8.25 acres excluding streets, needed
to accommodate the station entry plaza, station house, and transit
plaza. These roil station functions are described below.

Station Entry Plaza: The entry plaza includes most of the functions
for pre-boarding and departure, excepting functions in the transit
plaza. Ticketing, taxi stand, curbside passenger drop-off, bicycle
parking, and entry lobby, are all included.

Station House: This area accommodates train arrivals and depar­
tures and trains passing by the station; it also has platforms for
passengers.

Transit Plaza: Buses arrive and depart with passengers here.

For illustrative purposes, conceptual aerial views of stations for on
at-grade alignment and for an above-grade alignment are shown
on Figures 2-3 and 2-4. Figure 2-5 shows a diagram of a passenger
roil station in cross section.

CA Pa~senger Rai!

Downtown Modesto
Station Study Area
Preferred Station Sites
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Figure 2-3
(Credit: HNTB)

Figure 2-4
(Credit: HNTB)

Typical Station Cross Section
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Figure 2-5
(Credit: HNTB)
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Of the blocks preferred for locating a passenger rail station, the minimum rating from the Block-by-Block
Evaluation exercise (Appendix B) was 2,17 and the maximum rating was 2.78, Not all of the blocks
receiving ratings in this range were preferred; eight were not identified as preferred locations, including
one block, Block 31, which tied Block 32 for the highest rating (2.78). (The rating sheet for each of the
preferred blocks is in Appendix A.) In essence, each of the preferred sites discussed below received at
least one "vote," Four blocks, 24, 25, 32, and 33, received two "votes" each, Figure 2-2 shows the sta­
tion sites preferred by the attendees of Workshop 2, which were evaluated in greater depth by City staff
before being ranked in order of preference at Workshop 3. For more information on the workshops, see
Appendices A, B, and C.

Evaluating Preferred Sites

As detailed in Appendix B, five sites were identified for further study by participants in Workshop 2.
The five sites are identified in no particular order as A, B, C, D, and Eand are illustrated on Figures 2-6
through 2-10 and on Figure 2-11.

Rating sheets for each city block that is included in a preferred station site are summarized below. Sites
A through Eare evaluated individually, as a collection of the blocks they contain. Each site has benefits
(pros) and drawbacks (cons), as described below,
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Site A: Blocks 25, 26, 33 god 34

Pros •
•

•

Cons •
•
•
•

Adequate size: four blocks, 8.73 acres, excluding streets
Gridded streets, good for bus, pedestrian, bicycle, and automobile traffic
In the Downtown Core zone (Transitional District)
Uses within a half mile of the site: single and multi-family residential, commercial, civic, entertainment, and industrial

Not in Central District of Downtown Core zone
H Street may be closed
Right of way acquisition costs will be negatively affected by private ownership
Slightly higher cost of infrastructure relocation (sewer, water, storm water) than Sites C and D

Figure 2-6

Site A
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Site B: Blocks 28 and 35

Pros •
•
•
•

Cons •
•
•
•

Adequate size: two large blocks, 13.91 acres excluding streets
Gridded streets north and east
Uses within a half mile of the site: single and multi-family residential. commercial. civic, entertainment, and industrial
Streets are peripheral to site

A portion of the site is in the Transition District of the Downtown Core zone, rather than in the Central District
Nearby industrial uses and Tuolumne River Regional Park reduce development potential
Not well connected across State Route 99, reducing station area development potential
Slightly higher cost of infrastructure relocation (sewer, water, storm water) than Sites C and D

Figure 2-7

Site B
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Site C: Blocks 23. 24. and 32

Pros •
•
•
•

Cons
•

Adequate size: two standard and one large block, 9.04 acres excluding streets
Gridded streets, good for bus, pedestrian, bicycle, and automobile traffic
In the Downtown Core zone, Transitional District
Somewhat lower cost for infrastructure relocation (sewer, water, and storm water) and acquisition than
Sites A, B, and E

Right of way acquisition costs will be negatively affected by private ownership.
S!. Stanislaus Cathedral, built in 1910, occupies 1.29 acres of Block 23; excluding S!. Stanislaus reduces
the usable area of Site C to 7.75 acres.

Figure 2-8

SiteC
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Site p: Blocks 32 and 33

Pros •
•

Cons •
•

Gridded streets, good for bus, pedestrian, bicycle, and automobile traffic
In the Downtown Core zone, Transitional District
Uses within a half mile of the site: single and multi-family residential, commercial, civic, entertainment,
and industrial
Somewhat lower cost for infrastructure relocation (sewer, water, and storm water) and acquisition than
Sites A, B, and E

Inadequate size: two standard blocks, 5.11 acres excluding streets
Weak connection to western downtown Modesto due to Union Pacific Railroad

Figure 2-9

Site D
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Site E: Blocks 24 gnd 25

Pros •
•
•

Cons •

•

Gridded streets, good for bus, pedestrian, bicycle, and automobile traffic
In the Downtown Core zone, Transitional District
Uses within a half mile of the site: single and multi-family residential, commercial, civic, entertainment,
and industrial

Inadequate size: two standard blocks, 5,57 acres exciuding streets
Weak connection to western downtown Modesto due to Union Pacific Railroad
Slightly higher cost of infrastructure relocation (sewer, water, storm water) than Sites C and D

Figure 2-10

SiteE
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The desired outcome of Workshop 2 was to identify three preferred sites, However, the attendees selected five
preferred sites, While all potential sites have drawbacks, staff decided after Workshop 2 that there were too many sites
to evaluate thoroughly, and then present at Workshop 3, and that three of the sites had drawbacks significant enough
to warrant elimination from further consideration,

Although Site B (Blocks 28 and 35) is the largest of the sites, its location away from bridges crossing State Route 99 and
the Union Pacific Railroad right of way limits the ability of Site B to stimulate investment on the west side of State Route
99 within a five-minute walk of the potential station site, Therefore, Site Bwas eliminated from further consideration by
City staff,

Sites D (Blocks 32 and 33) and E(Blocks 24 and 25) are the smallest sites: both comprise two city blocks, rather than the
minimum three blocks needed, Rather than eliminate these sites, staff decided to combine these two sites into a single
large site comprising 10,68 acres and referred to as Site DIE, The result is three potential station sites for further evalua­
tion: Site A, Site C, and Site DIE,

Figure 2-11

Sites A, Cand DIE
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Conceptual Area Planning

With the selection of three sites for further evaluation ISite A, Site C, Site DIE), the work of planning the sites and the
area around them can begin. Several components must be considered: pedestrian sheds or area of greatest
inftuence, transportation access, parking, historic and potential historic buildings, development types and densities,
and street-rail interface for at-grade tracks.

Pedestriqn Sheds

A pedestrian shed or "ped shed" is the area that may be covered by walking at a comfortable pace, usually
measured in time from a place of origin. Intuitively, the area in which a person can easily walk from a center within a
short period of time is likely to receive the highest volume of pedestrian traffic. The ped shed is also an area of greatest
inftuence for the passenger rail station that has implications for parking, property values, and business locations. For this
study, we have used the most common ped shed of five minutes. Most people can comfortably walk about a quarter
mile in five minutes. Five-minute ped sheds for Sites A, C, and DIE are shown in Figures 2-12, 2-13 and 2-14. Distance
is measured using actual walking paths, rather than using a simple circular radius, providing a better sense of which
properties can be reached within a five-minute walk of the station study sites.

Transportation Access

Today most travel in and around Modesto occurs by automobile, but automobile use requires significant public
investment for construction, maintenance, and policing Iroads) and private investment for purchase, maintenance.
insurance, and gasoline lautomobile). As the lane-miles of roadway increase, maintenance costs also increase. Other
costs associated with automobile use include loss of farmland, noise, poor air quality, poor health and rising health
care costs, and life and property loss. For these and other reasons, it is in the public interest to make Walking, bicyciing,
bus, and train facilities readily available and convenient to use.

A new passenger rail station will bring travelers and businesses to downtown Modesto and change the existing
circulation patterns. The passenger rail station will result in an increase in pedestrian traffic in the station area
ICalifornia High-Speed Rail Authority, 2011). Ninth Street between D to LStreets is designated State Route 132, which
is a truck route. Pedestrian crossing distances should be reduced, especially across 9th Street and bicycle facilities will
be needed on through streets. Pedestrian safety must be considered with respect to all at-grade rail crossings. A taxi
stand and a curbside passenger drop-off location for cars I"kiss-and-ride") will be needed near the entry plaza.
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Site A

Selecting Site A would likely result in the closure of H Street across the site and eliminate the G-H one-way couplet,
returning both G and H Streets to two-way traffic. Automobile traffic would flow around the site. Bus traffic would be
staged either on the east side of the site (at-grade option) or the west side (above-grade option). Pedestrian and
bicycle traffic would flow around and penetrate the site. An above-grade walkway across the railroad tracks is
recommended for the at-grade option to provide pedestrian access to both sides of the site. (See Figures A-I and A-2
at Appendix C.)

Figure 2-12

Site A: Pedestrian Shed
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Site C

This site encompasses the existing Transportation Center, as well as an additional block-and-a-half west of the Union
Pacific Railroad, with a half-block set aside for St, Stanislaus parish church, For the at-grade option, bus traffic would
be staged at the existing Transportation Center, but buses would use the larger west side of the site for the above­
grade option, Pedestrian and bicycle traffic would penetrate the site and an above-grade walkway is recommended
for the at-grade option for pedestrian safety, Site C would not result in changes to the existing street circulation
pattern and automobile traffic would flow around the site, (See Figures C-1 and C-2 at Appendix C,)

Figure 2-13

Site C: Pedestrian Shed
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Site DIE

Site DIE is the largest of the three preferred sites. Because it straddles I Street, closure to automobile traffic is recom­
mended for safety, although bus, bicycle, and pedestrian traffic could continue to use I Street. As with the other two
sites. the at-grade option would allow bus access from the east side, changing to the west side for the above-grade
option. Bus, bicycle, and pedestrian traffic would all penetrate the site and an above-grade pedestrian walkway is
recommended for the at-grade option. To promote bus access around the site, the G-H one-way couplet could be
eliminated, reopening both streets to two-way traffic. (See Figures D/E-1 and D/E-2 at Appendix C.)

Figure 2-14

PlOpertiE)$ IiVithin 5·MJ(j(jje Walk

&t- Existing At-Grade Rail Cro~$lngs

Site DIE: Pedestrian Shed



Chapter Two: Site Selection

Parking

As shown on Figure 2-15, there is a substantial amount of parking in the study area. As noted previously, the City of
Modesto currently owns or operates approximately 2,600 off-street parking spaces and owns enough curb space to
park approximately 3,200 cars on street, for a total of approximately 5,800 spaces within five minutes of the three-site
study area. Parking is an important resource, but because very little revenue is derived from parking as compared to
commercial buildings, and because space devoted to parking cannot be used for high-revenue-producing activities,
it is equally important not to provide too much. This feasibility study does not attempt to estimate parking demand,
only to describe the elements affecting parking demand.

Parking demand varies substantially over the course of a day. During business hours, long-term parking is needed for
employees and short-term parking for customers and visitors. Weekday evenings, parking for shopping and entertain­
ment dominates demand, while at night the greatest demand for parking is residential. On weekends, parking
demand is dominated by shopping, entertainment. and residential uses. Parking not tied to a specific building (public
parking on or off street) can be used flexibly to satisfy all of these needs. On-street parking is most commonly used for
short-term automobile storage, while off-street parking is most commonly used for long-term storage.

Important considerations:

Demand for stand-alone parking will vary over time with changing use and intensity, and travel modes used in down­
town Modesto. For example, Modesto's form-based code allows intensification of development with minimal parking
requirements, so as new development occurs, the parking ratio will decline if parking structures are not constructed.

• New development downtown is expected to comprise substantial residential units, more fully utilizing parking
capacity during evening and night hours.

• As rail ridership increases, parking demand in the station area will also increase if transit does not provide convenient
access to the station with short headways. It is possible that ridership will increase more rapidly than parking and
transit service. As demand becomes more predictable transit service to the station will become more frequent and
convenient. reducing the need for passenger rail parking. Parking originally built to accommodate rail riders can be
repurposed to serve other downtown users as parking demand declines, if parking is well distributed throughout the
study area.

• Modern parking management will be necessary to reduce parking demand. At this time, much of the off-street
parking within five minutes of the study sites is contracted for use by specific downtown users, who mayor may not
fully utilize these spaces and who do not pay the full cost (opportunity, capital, and maintenance) for parking.

• On-street parking is typically free of charge and is limited to one or two hours. Reducing the number of people
driving downtown alone will require a long-range strategy that includes metered parking, fiexible market-rate prices
for parking, high-frequency transit service, reduced parking ratios, and other strategies to level the playing field
between driving alone and other travel modes.

==
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• On-street parking along the station frontages would probably be removed, for both security and access. A curb­
side passenger drop-off location will be needed near the entry plaza as well as a taxi stand; bicycle lanes will be
needed along 9th Street and along lettered streets; and sidewalk extensions will be needed at intersections to
facilitate pedestrian travel. Removing on-street parking in select areas would allow the addition of needed non­
automobile facilities.

Figure 2-15

Existing and Potential Off-Street and On-Street Parking

77" "
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Site A

As shown on Figure 2-16, there are approximately 2,300 off-street parking spaces and approximately 1,700 on-street
parking spaces within a five-minute walk of Site A, for about 4,000 spaces. Surface parking lots within a five-minute
walk of Site A, accounting for 485 spaces, would likely be removed when a passenger rail station is established, for
a net of approximately 3,500 spaces if no additional parking is constructed.

Figure 2-16
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Site C

Figure 2-17 indicates there are approximately 2,300 off-street parking spaces and approximately 1,600 on-street
parking spaces within a five-minute walk of Site C for about of 3,900 spaces. Approximately 470 surface parking
spaces would likely be removed when a passenger rail station is established, for a net of approximately 3,400 spaces
if no additional parking is constructed.

Figure 2-17
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Site DIE

This site has approximately 2,500 off-street parking spaces and approximately 1,800 on-street spaces within a five­
minute walk of the site, as shown on Figure 2-18 for about 4,300 spaces. Approximately 630 surface parking spaces are
likely to be removed when passenger rail service is established for a net of approximately 3,700 spaces if no additional
parking is constructed.

Figure 2-18
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Choosing appropriate locations for future parking structures requires a certain amount of experience
and planning to maximize developable property while avoiding unnecessary expenditures. structures
that serve the passenger rail station in the short term may be repurposed to serve other downtown
development in the long term, when transit service improves. Parking serving the passenger rail station
should be near the station, but not so near that it is inconvenient for other new development in down­
town.

Properties that are now and could be developed for parking are shown on Figures 2-16, 2-17 and 2-18.
All potential parking sites are lettered; these properties are vacant and could be purchased at relatively
low cost to construct new parking structures. The number of parking spaces that could be provided
at each lettered site depends upon the layout of the site and how much of the building would be
occupied with leasable space.

Modesto is part of Phase 2 of the California High Speed Rail project. Ridership projections, which vary
with development patterns and economic conditions, have not yet been prepared for Phase 2.
However, at this time it is reasonable to assume additional parking in downtown near the passenger
rail station will be needed to support rail ridership, Cabral Station in Stockton has 205 off-street paring
spaces dedicated for Altamont Commuter Express (ACE) riders. While not a perfect comparison, Cabral
Station suggests how many spaces may be needed for a northern San Joaquin Valley commuter rail
system. It should also be noted that demand for ACE is high (San Joaquin Regional Rail Commission,
2012) and its use is constrained by the rail lease agreement with Union Pacific Railroad. Nevertheless,
ACE added a new train in October of 2012, for a total of four (pers. comm. Thomas Reeves, San Joaquin
Regional Rail Commission). If ACE were to run on its own tracks and provide service throughout the day,
ridership and parking demand would certainly be higher than it is today.
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Historic and Potentially Historic Buildings

Modesto has lost a significant portion ot its historic commercial and
residential buildings. Great care must be exercised to ensure that
remaining identified and unidentified historically significant buildings
are preserved in some manner. To date, Modesto has addressed
historic buildings on a site-by-site basis, which has further eroded the
stock of remaining buildings. Historic buildings add character to a
city and remind us of our history and the city's context. Preserving
historic buildings may reduce the development capacity of a site,
but if repurposed and restored, historic buildings can command
higher rents than similar, modern buildings. Figure 2-19 illustrates
existing local historic landmarks and potentially historic buildings in
downtown.
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Figure 2-19

Existing and Potential Landmark Sites in the Vicinity of Preferred Station Sites
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station Area Development

Typically, investments of public money in transportation improvements attract development in
proportion to the size and concentration of the investment. Therefore, large, concentrated public
transportation investments support and attract private investment. Passenger rail is a desirable amenity
in most downtowns. However, rail is not a fully compatible neighbor for all potential land uses.

Under most circumstances, property values and leasing rates will determine which uses and tenants
will be closest to the passenger rail station. However, noise from the Union Pacific Railroad and possibly
also from passenger trains-especially if the rail line is at grade because horns would be used-as well
as noise from transit feeder service, would have a negative impact on residential uses. Therefore,
a building buffer should be created between the rail lines and transit center and any new residential
development. As new buildings arise adjacent to the rail lines and station, they will create a noise
barrier for residences.

Street-Raillnterfqce

conventional passenger rail service, such as the existing ACE and Amtrak serves, can cross streets and
sidewalks at grade in developed areas, similar to the current freight service, without significantly
changing the safety environment. However. full high-speed service must be grade-separated from
local traffic, either by elevating the tracks or by putting local streets on overcrossings or undercrossings.
For this feasibility study, Modesto is evaluating two vertical alignment alternatives for passenger rail:
above-grade and at-grade, consistent with the alignments being considered by the California High­
Speed Rail Authority.

Above-Grade Alignment An above-grade alignment would raise passenger rail tracks above street
level on a series of columns in order to avoid conflicts with traffic using streets and sidewalks. Passengers
would reach the station entry plaza at street level and rise to the platform level via stairs or elevators.

This alignment has the advantage of allowing traffic to cross the passenger rail alignment without stop­
ping, even as trains arrive and depart. Potential conflicts between roadway users and trains would
not exist. Additionally, trains can travel at higher speeds because the risk of collision is essentially zero,
which also virtually eliminates the need for train horns to be sounded. The primary disadvantage of the
above-grade alternative is its greater expense.

At··Grade Alignment An at-grade alignment would result in passenger rail tracks crossing roadways
at street level. just as the existing freight rail lines do. This has the benefit of being less costly than the
above-grade alignment. but does not allow full high-speed service. Depending upon the station
design, the Union Pacific Railroad tracks could create a barrier to movement of passengers through the
station. Modesto evaluated this alternative as a low-cost interim solution for extending passenger rail
service to Modesto and Merced from Stockton.
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Figures 2-20 and 2-21 show the Transportation Center. which
could continue to operate in its current location on 9th street
between K and I streets. The existing unused passenger rail
platform is located immediately adjacent to the Transporta-
tion Center on the east side of the Union Pacific Railroad tracks.
Whether the passenger rail tracks are east or west of the Union
Pacific Railroad tracks passengers approaching from the
opposite side will have difficulty reaching the platform. This
problem could be solved by adding a pedestrian overcrossing
or undercrossing to move passengers safely from one side of the
Union Pacific Railroad to the other.

Another approach would be to move the Transportation Center
and passenger rail platform from the east side of the Union
Pacific Railroad tracks to the west side of the Union Pacific
tracks. The disadvantage of this approach is that it would
increase the number of people needing to cross two sets of at­
grade railroad tracks (Union Pacific and the passenger tracks)
in order to reach the station. Because more downtown devel­
opment lies east of the railroad tracks and the larger portion of
Modesto also lies east of the tracks. the amount of pedestrian.
bicycle. bus. and car traffic crossing the tracks to reach the
station would be expected to increase substantially. resulting in
increased safety risks.

conceptual Site Planning

Preparing conceptual site plans requires first determining the
minimum area needed for each major activity. Following the
pattern established by other passenger rail station planning
efforts in the San Joaquin Valley. the major activity areas are:

(1) Entry Plaza
The entry plaza includes most of the functions for pre-boarding
and departure. excepting functions in the transit plaza. Ticket­
ing. curbside drop off (kiss-and-ride). bicycle parking. and entry
lobby are all included. The entry plaza must have easy access
to the station house. According to the CHSRA. at least one
block is needed to accommodate each of the various functions.
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Figure 2-20
Southern Pacific Depot, West Facade. facing rail line

Figure 2-21
Southern Pacific Depot. East Facade. facing 9th Street
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(2) Station House
This area accommodates train arrivals and departures on platforms for passenger arrivals and departures, Through­
train traffic also posses through the station house without stopping. Convenient access to both the entry plaza and the
transit plaza must be available to the station house. The station house will be two to three blocks long and at least 150
feet wide to accommodate the four sets of passenger rail tracks (for north- and southbound boarding and north- and
southbound through trains). Any station near the Union PacifiC Railroad would need to accommodate the freight rail
right of way,

(3) Transit Plaza
In this area, buses arrive and deport with passengers. Safe and convenient access to the station house must be
available. The transit plaza must be at least the some size as the current transit plaza, approximately one block, but
room to expand will make the site more useful. In order to provide good access for bus traffic to and from the transit
plaza, adjacent streets should be two-way.

At minimum, about three city blocks inciuding streets will be needed for all the station components, How those
components are laid out will be decided at a later dote, For illustrative purposes, a different conceptual site plan was
used for each of the preferred sites. The CHSRA has not yet determined whether passenger roil service in the northern
Son Joaquin Volley will be at-grade or above-grade, Therefore, a conceptual site plan and circulation plans were
prepared for at-grade and above-grade options for each preferred site. For scale, Figure 2-22 illustrates BART's
above-grade alignment along Martin Luther King Jr. Boulevard in Oakland,

Figure 2-22
Photo credit

Google Street View
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Figure 2-23

Figure A-1: Conceptual Site Plan, Above-Grade Passenger Rail. Lower Level Plazas

Figure 2-24

Figure A-1: Conceptual Site Plan, Above-Grade Passenger Rail, Upper Level Station House

Site A

Above-grade alignment As shown on Figure 2-23, the station entry plaza
extends along 9th Street, from G Street to I Street. The transit plaza also
extends from G Street to I Street, but lies along 7th Street. The station
house is above grade, roughly parallel to and west of the Union Pacific
Railroad right of way, leaving the area below for station uses. The station
house would be accessible by elevator or stairs from the entry plaza and
transit plaza. Street closures would likely include 8th Street in the station
area and H Street between 9th Street and 7th Street. (For more detail, see
Figure A-I, Appendix C.) As shown on Figure 2-25, cars would be routed
around the station. If H Street were ciosed, G Street would probably be
returned to two-way traffic. Downtown freeway on- and off-ramps would
still be readily accessible from G and I Streets, as well as from LStreet. (For
more detail, see Figure A-I, Appendix C.)

Figure 2-25

',-- '"

Figure A-l: Conceptual Automobile Circulation, Above-Grade Passenger Rail



Chapter Two: Site Selection

Site A (continued)

AI-grade alignment As shown on Figure 2-26 the station for the at-grade
alignment is almost the reverse of the above-grade alignment: the transit
plaza extends along 9th Street from G Street to I Street, while the station en­
try plaza extends along 7th Street from G Street to I Street. The station house
would lie adjacent to the entry plaza on the west side of the Union Pacific
Railroad right of way, on the opposite side from the transit plaza. A walkway
would be necessary in order to safely and conveniently transport transit rid­
ers, pedestrians, and bicyclists across the Union Pacific Railroad. (For more
detail, see Figure A-2, Appendix C.)
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Figure 2-26

/

Figure A-2: Conceptual Site Plan, At-Grade Passenger Rail Service

Figure 2-27
'/

Figure A-2: Conceptual Automobile Circulation, At-Grade Passeng(0r Rail
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Figure 2-28

Figure C-1: Conceptual Site Plan, Above-Grade Passenger Rail Service, lower Level Plazas

Figure 2-29

Figure C-l: Conceptual Site Plan, Above-Grade Passenger Rail. Upper level Station House
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Site C

Above-grade alignment As shown on Figure 2-28, the station entry plaza
would lie along 9th street, from I street to K street, where the Transpor­
tation Center is today, and the transit plaza would lie along part of 7th
Street, from I Street to J Street. This site plan would have a smaller transit
plaza in order to preserve st. Stanislaus Church. The station house would
lie west of the Union Pacific Railroad right of way and would be accessible
by elevator or stairs from the entry and transit plazas, leaving the area
below for other station uses. (For more detail. see Figure C-J, Appendix
C.) As shown on Figure 30, automobile traffic would be routed around the
passenger rail station. The circulation pattern would be similar to today's
circulation pattern. (For more detail, see Figure C-2, Appendix C.)

Figure 2-30

Figure C-l' Conceptual Automobile Circulation, Above-Grade Passenger Rail Service
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Site C (continued)

At-grade alignment As shown on Figure 2-31, the at-grade station concept
is the reverse of the above-grade concept. In this scenario, the transit plaza
is located at the site of today's Transportation Center and the station entry
plaza lies on the west side of the Union Pacific Railroad right of way
between I street and KStreet; St. Stanislaus Church would be preserved
in its current location. (For more detail, see Figure C-2, Appendix C.) As
shown on Figure 2-32, the circulation pattern would be very similar to the
pattern used today. (For more detail, see Figure C-2, Appendix C.)

C'ly Qf ModO""
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Site C
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Figure 2-31

Figure C-2: Conceptual Site Plan, At-Grade Passenger Rail Service

Figure 2-32

Figure C-2: Conceptual Automobile Circulation, At-Grade Passenger Rail SeNice
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Figure 2-33

Figure 2-34
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Site DIE

Above-grade alignment As shown on Figure 2-33, the layout of this site is
similar to Site A, but with the addition of a half block along 9th Street,
taking advantage of city-owned property, The station entry plaza lies along
9th street between H street and K street and the transit plaza lies along 7th
street between H street and J street. The station house is roughly parallel
to and west of the Union Pacific Railroad right of way; because it is above­
grade, the area below the station house can be used for other station
purposes, The station house would be accessible from the entry and transit
plazas by elevator or stairs, (For more detail, see Figure D/E-I, Appendix
C) As shown on Figure 2-35, I street between 9th Street and 7th street and
8th Street in the station area would be closed, (For more detail, see Figure
D/E-l, Appendix C)

Figure 2-35

Figure D-E 1: Conceptual Automobile Circulation, Above-Grade Passenger Rail
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Site DIE (continued)

At-grade alignment As shown on Figure 2-36, the at-grade option could be
configured using a smaller site that could be expanded to the southeast.
In this option, the station house would likely be shorter than depicted, but
could be moved northerly or southerly along the alignment as needed. The
transit plaza occupies the same location as today's Transportation Center
and the entry plaza lies on 7th street between I and J Streets. (For more
detail, see Figure D/E-2, Appendix C.)

I Street could remain open to automobile traffic until the expansion site is
needed. When the expansion site is used, HStreet would then be adjacent
to the station and might need to be returned to two-way traffic in order to
facilitate bus access to the transit plaza. If that were to occur, then G Street
would likely also be returned to two-way traffic; 8th Street would be closed
in the station area.

Conclusion

After discussing the various alternatives and considering options, Workshop
3 attendees ranked the sites in order of preference. Site DIE was ranked
first, Site C was second, and Site A was third. This order of preference is not
binding, but if the City Council should decide to further pursue a passenger
rail station, the issues weighed by the workshop attendees should be
considered.
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Figure D-E 2: Conceptual Automobile Circulation. At-Grade Passenger Rail



Land will be needed for both the passenger rail station and for the right of way to accommodate the
tracks as they pass through Stanislaus County.

The Stanislaus County Assessor's office provided the assessment values needed to estimate the cost of
purchasing the three study sites. The conceptual cost estimates are on Table B, below, ranked from the
most preferred site (Site D-E) to the least preferred site (Site A), as ranked by participants in Workshop 3.

Table 2: Estimated Cost to Acquire Station Site (August 2012)

stCltiQIi Sire SltJlilflj ii!trei:l B1Q~.ms ii!tlZreaEje* ~lillst l1le~ ii!t!'llre, •
Site D-E 23,24,25,32,33 10.68 $820,035

Site C 23,24,32 9.04 $286,285

Site A 25, 36, 33, 34 8.73 $1,164,952

Average 9.48 $756,275

*Acreage and acquisition costs exclude streets and assumes downtown alignment
wi!! preserve street access for properties that ore not part of the station.

il!!l1~al ~l11I£f . , .
$8,575,970

$2,588,018

$10,170,034

$2,470

Estimating the cost of right-of-way acquisition for the travel corridor through Stanislaus County required
an analysis that sampled the types of properties that will need to be purchased. The right of way
needed to accommodate two sets of passenger rail tracks will vary, but is unlikely to exceed 1SO feet in
width. Due to the current economic situation, property values in Stanislaus County are difficult to ascer­
tain. Comparable values are skewed by foreclosures; property owners under no pressure to sell appear
to be waiting for prices to recover before putting their properties on the market. While tax assessments
tend to lag comparables, assessed value is a reasonable estimate of potential purchase price at this
time. The generous estimate of 1SO feet of right of way may balance using assessed values until such
time as reliable comparable values become available. For the purpose of estimating right-of-way costs,
it was assumed that the passenger rail tracks will lie west of the Union Pacific Railroad throughout Stanis­
laus County.

Property adjacent to the Union Pacific Railroad is zoned for agriculture, commercial, industrial, residen­
tial, and civic/utility uses. Forty percent of the land that would need to be acquired is zoned for agricul­
ture use, while less than 15 percent of the land that would need to be acquired is zoned for residential
use, For the purpose of evaluating the cost of right of way acquisition, properties along the possible
right of way were sampled and sorted by zone. The data were then sorted into price groups by zone
and a weighted average price per acre was estimated, which was applied to the estimated acreage
needed for right of way by zone. The results are on Table 3 (next page). This analysis excludes road­
ways and the station area.



Chapter Three: Right of Way Needs

Table 3: Estimated Cost to Acquire Travel Corridor (August 2012)

1Vl!l'lllille ~r(CllI:!!~ !!lri(l)e l'!!1:!t ~l1lre , !!If.~€1~ril0l1! Ot ~orrJ!1I!'lr . IO.rf!(:l~lIfl\'~!;1,~~~,; •..• ~OS~.~lililr!Ole ;,\, .:.
Agriculture, Low $25,000 and less 32.1% 125.Q2

Agriculture, High $150,000 to $150,000 6.9% 26.89

Commercial, Low $250,000 and less 5.7% 22.30

Commercial, High $400,000 to $850,000 11.5% 44.63

Industnal, Low $90,000 to $550,000 16.8% 65.24

Industrial, High $800,000 to $3,000,000 7% 27.39

Residential, Low $300,000 and less 3.9% 15.17

Residential, High $400,000 to $1 AOO,OOO 10.8% 42.23

Tax exempt, no comparables $0 5.3% 20.45

Total --- 100% 389.32

A t current prices, land for the preferred passenger rail station site (Site D-E) would cost approximately
$8,8 million. Land for a travel corridor 150 feet wide would cost approximately $160.6 million.

$2,150,344

$1,686,003

$2,408AOO

$30,317,159

$17,392,984

$49,981,272

$3,624,113

$53,066,218

$0

$160,626,493
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Large transportation projects, such as major roadways and transit capital projects, are typically funded
through a variety of sources over multiple years. The Interstate Highway System is a good example of
a large multi-decade project, similar to the construction of a new passenger rail system. The Federal Aid
Highway Act of 1956 (also known as the National Interstate and Defense Highways Act), authorized the
construction of a national system of highways. Construction of the initial system took 35 years. A federal
gas tax was established as the initial source of construction funding (Highway Revenue Act of 1956),
which was eventually supplemented with motor vehicle taxes, highway toils, general fund receipts,
bonds, property taxes, and other taxes. The initial cost estimate was $25 billion over 12 years, which
was revised to $114 billion over 35 years ($425 billion in 2006 dollars). Since its authorization in 1956, the
Interstate Highway System has been expanded and construction costs have increased.

The Altamont Commuter Express (ACE) is an existing passenger rail service operating on the Union
Pacific Railroad between Stockton and San Jose. Capital expenditures are funded by the Transporta­
tion Development Act, Proposition 1B, Alameda County Transportation Commission Measure B, San
Joaquin County's transportation sales tax (Measure K), Federal Transit Administration 5307 and 5309,
Build America bonds (issued jointly by the San Joaquin Council of Governments and the San Joaquin
Regional Rail Commission), Federal Emergency Management Agency, Santa Clara Valley Transit
Authority, Regional Transportation Impact Fees, and Caltrans' Interregional Transportation Improvement
Program. Operating expenditures are funded by farebox revenue, San Joaquin County's transporta­
tion sales tax (Measure K), the Transportation Development Act, Federal Transit Authority 5307, Alameda
County Transportation Commission Measure B, Santa Clara Valley Transit Authority, employer cost­
sharing with shuttle services, and the Bay Area Air Quality Management District's Transportation Fund for
Clean Air.

Similarly, the proposed High-Speed Train System will be funded through a variety of sources. Much of
the engineering and environmental work on Phase 1 has been funded through state transportation
planning funds, Additionally, the Initial Construction Segment, from Borden (Madera County) to
Corcoran (Kings County) has received State Proposition 1 A bond funds and $765 million in federal
American Recovery and Reinvestment Act (ARRA 2009) funds.

Regionally-Controlled Funds

In order to receive and apportion federal and state funds, StanCOG must prepare a Regional Transpor­
tation Plan that identifies regional priorities for transportation. StanCOG's 2011 Regional Transportation
Plan identifies the various federal and state funds available for transportation projects. Federal funds
are allocated to the State of California by the federal government. The State of California allocates
both federal and state funds to each regional government, of which StanCOG is one. StanCOG's
Policy Board, a body composed of 16 elected officials from the member agencies in Stanislaus County,
apportions funding to regionally important projects.



Chapter Four: Funding Sources

StanCOG's 2011 Regional Transportation Plan identifies $5 million for planning and technical studies in
support of rail service. Funding sources are identified as unspecified grants from the Federal Railroad
Administration, the Federal Transit Administration, and a Caltrans Community-Based Transportation
Planning Grant. Of these funds, only the Caltrans Community-Based Transportation Planning Grant has
been secured by the City of Modesto for the preparation of this passenger rail station feasibility study.
Although the earliest possible build year for passenger rail through Stanislaus County is 2015, no funding
is apportioned for planning or other purposes in the 2013 Federal Transportation Improvement Program
(FTIP) at this time. However, the FTIP can be amended as needed by the StanCOG Policy Board, so
regional funding for this project is not precluded.

Funding sources for which a passenger rail station may be eligible are described below.

Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality

The purpose of the Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality (CMAQ) Program is to fund transportation
projects or programs that will contribute to attainment or maintenance of the National Ambient Air
Quality Standards (NAAQS) for ozone and carbon monoxide. Rail and bus capital costs are eligible for
funding. This fund is managed by StanCOG, the Metropolitan Planning Organization.

Federal Transit Administration Section 5307 Program

The Federal Transit Administration (FTA) Urbanized Area Formula Program, Section 5307 provides funds
for public transit in areas having a population greater than 50,000. Eligible projects include planning,
engineering design, technical transportation-related studies, capital investments in buses and bus
facilities, capital investments in new and existing rail systems, Modesto Area Express is currently the
recipient of most FTA 5307 money apportioned in Stanislaus County, which is managed by the
MetropOlitan Planning Organization.

Federal Transit Administration Section 5309(bl Proaram

This program provides funds for major transit capital investments, new rail projects, new and replace­
ment buses and facilities, and modernization of existing rail projects. This money is managed by
Metropolitan Planning Organizations.

High-Priority Projects/Federal Demonstration

A demonstration project is established and funded by Congress through federal law. Demonstration
projects are part of the periodic transportation authorization acts or the annual transportation
appropriations acts. The deSignated funding can only be used for projects as described in the law;
however, demonstration projects may be any type of transportation project.
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Chapter Four: Funding Sources

Interregional Transportation Improvement Proargm (!TIPI

state-authorized funding may be provided for intercity rail, interregional road or rail expansion projects
outside urban areas, or projects of statewide significance. These funds are administered by the
California Transportation Commission through Metropolitan Planning Organizations.

Passenger Rgil Investment and Improvement Act of 2008 (PRIlAl

PRIIA is administered by the Federal Railroad Administration and the U.S. Department of Transportation.
The bill reauthorizes Amtrak and focuses on intercity passenger rail, inciuding high-speed rail corridors.
Both capital and operating costs are eligible. These funds are administered through Metropolitan
Planning Organizations.

Propositioo ) A (Safe. Reliable High-Speed Passenger Train Bond Act of 20081 bonds

Provides $9 billion for construction of Phase) of the High Speed Train (Los Angeles to San Francisco).
The remaining $950 million will be spent on improvements to local systems that connect locations away
from the high speed rail mainline track to the high speed systern. These funds will most likely be utilized
directly by the State of California, but could be allocated to some Metropolitan Transportation
Organizations.

Regional Surface Transportation Program (RSTP)

The Surface Transportation Program (STP) was established by the )99) Federal Intermodal Surface
Transportation Efficiency Act (ISTEA) and continued with the passage of the Transportation Equity Act
for the 2) st Century (TEA-2)) and the TEA-2) Restoration Act in )998. Capital costs for transit projects
eligible for assistance under the Federal Transit Act and publiciy-owned intra- or intercity bus facilities
are eligible for RSTP funds. This fund is administered by the Metropolitan Planning Organization.

Transportation Development Act (IDA)

The Transportation Development Act, established in )971, created a statewide )/4 cent sales tax,
referred to as the Local Transportation Fund (LTF) set aside for transit purposes and administered by
Metropolitan Planning Organizations. It also created the State Transit Assistance fund (STA), which
comes from a portion of the statewide sales tax on diesel fuel. LTF inciudes a small set-aside for bicycle
and pedestrian projects and for regional transportation planning purposes. Both operating and capital
expenses are eligible for TDA funding. Transit operators are the primary recipients of these funds.
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Transportation Enhancement Proaram

The Transportation Enhancement Program funds are used to improve the transportation experience.
Rather than funding capital investments or maintenance, the Transportation Enhancement Program
funds aesthetic improvements to make the transportation more pleasant, rather than just adequate.
This fund is administered by the Metropolitan Planning Organization.

Transportation Sales Tax

The State of California's sales tax rate is 7.25 percent. Local governments have the authority to tax up
to an additional 2 percent, for a total of 9.25 percent, by public vote. A sales tax dedicated to a
specific purpose must receive a 2/3 affirmative vote to pass. Stanislaus County has added a 1/8 cent
tax for libraries for a total sales tax rate of 7.375 percent. Ceres and Oakdale have added a y, cent tax
to their local rates, for a total of 7.875 percent. The maximum additional countywide sales tax capacity
is 1.375 percent. Should the County vote to levy a transportation sales tax, the funds could be spent on
both construction and operations activities.

Locally-Controlled Funds

The City of Modesto controls infrastructure funds that are raised locally, These funds can be used for a
variety of purposes, including capital and operating costs. Local funding sources are described below.

Capital Improvement Proaram (CIP)

The CIP refiects the goals and policies of the Urban Area General Plan by planning, scheduling, and
financing public improvement projects citywide. Projects are evaluated and prioritized annually by the
CIP Task Force.

Leaislative Earmarks

Lobbying efforts can be rewarded by state or federal transportation funding earmarks. This type of
funding is usually available for capital improvements, but can also be available for planning work.
Modesto has successfully pursued earmarks for the Virginia Avenue Corridor and for the Tuolumne River
Regional Park.
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Local Benefit District or Surcharge

Modesto may establish a local benefit district for properties most directly benefitted by passenger rail.
Similar to other kinds of infrastructure, the City would be required to prepare a study demonstrating the
benefit (nexus) and relative size of the benefit, as required by Assembly Bill 1600 (1988). In order for fees
of this type to yield the greatest financial benefit, development should be focused on the area of
benefit. The City could also establish a surcharge on parking, for example, to help fund capital or
operational costs,

Public-Private Partnership

The City of Modesto may enter into a contractual arrangement with one or more private entities to
share some of the cost of development in exchange for sharing the financial gain associated with the
development.

Transportation Sales Tax

Similar to a countywide transportation sales tax, the City of Modesto may enact a local transportation
sales tax to fund both capital and operating costs. As noted above, local agencies have the authority
to add up to 2 percent sales tax to the state's 7.25 percent sales tax, Modesto currently is subject to a
countywide sales tax of 1/8 cent, leaving a capacity of up to 1.875 percent. A tax of this nature is
subject to a 2/3 affirmative vote.
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Establishing and operating a successful passenger rail system will require realignment of Modesto's and
the region's planning priorities and policy efforts.

Existing Policies and Ordinances That Support Downtown Passenger Roil

The Modesto General Plan contains policies that support the development of a downtown passenger
rail station. These policies are below.

Policy III.A.S.c, page 111-7. [Goals from the 2007 Modesto Redevelopment Master Plan]

Goal 3: Implement higher density, mixed-use development to create a balanced, vibrant
downtown and active neighborhood centers.

Goal 8: Promote efficient automobile, bicycle, and pedestrian circulation and linkages into and
through the Redevelopment Area.

• Policy V.B.6.k[2), page V-10. Inter-regional Rail Service. The City supports the extension of the
Altamont Commuter Express (ACE) through the northern San Joaquin Valley and advocates its
routing through and a station in downtown Modesto. The City also support the rerouting of San
Joaquin rail service to provide service to the downtown area and the intermodal facilities and
creation of passenger commuter rail service from Modesto to San Joaquin County, to Sacramento,
and over the Altamont Pass to the Bay Area.

• Policy V.B.6.k(4), page V-10. High Speed Rail. The City supports and advocates the development of
high speed rail through the San Joaquin Valley and the development of a high speed rail station in
downtown.

The Modesto Municipal Code also provides some support for development of a downtown passenger
rail station. Title X, Chapter 5, Article 1 limits the applicability of parking regulations to older buildings.
Title X, Chapter 7, Article 5 describes a downtown form-based code that will improve conditions for
pedestrians in the central portion of downtown. Title X, Chapter 7, Article 5, Section 509, further limits
parking requirements in the area regulated by the form-based code. The Municipal Code also provides
greater fiexibility for the location of parking in downtown than in the rest of Modesto.



Chapter Five: Policy Recommendations

Additional Policy Recommendations to Support Downtown Passenger Roil

Below are several policy recommendations to provide even greater support for passenger raii.

Funding Recommendations

+ Build support for passenger rail within the stanCOG Policy Board.

+ Ensure that passenger rail is Included in StanCOG's Sustainable Communities Strategy.

+ In consultation with the Califomla High-Speed Rail Authority and the San Joaquin Regional
Rail Commission, ensure that StanCOG's constrained funding includes capital for right of way
acquisition and construction of a passenger rail station and appurtenant Improvements that
support ground transportation alternatives to the automobile.

+ Identify local funding for a passenger rail station and planning studies.

land Use Recommendations

+ Development around the passenger rail station should follow the principles of transit-oriented
development: a diverse and complementary mix of uses, pedestrian-oriented site design, good
street design, and parking management.

The passenger rail station will be the center of activity in downtown and the land use and
zoning should be reevaluated when the site is selected.

+ Develop a comprehensive strategy for addressing historic and potentially historic landmarks.

Focusing development downtown will put many landmarks and potential landmarks at risk
for demolition. A comprehensive strategy will add predictability to the development review
process, streamline environmental review, and preserve landmarks for future generations.
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Transportation Recommendations

.. Comprehensively reconsider the function and transportation priorities of streets around and near
the passenger rail station.

.. Consider Rerouting SR 132 for truck traffic from 9th street to 5th street.

9th street will experience a large increase in pedestrian and bicycle traffic. For safety, truck
trafflc should be routed away from 9th Street. stanCOG can facilitate this effort.

.. All streets adjacent to the transit center should be two-way streets for transit access.

Transit traffic can more easily enter and exit the site from two-way streets. Two-way traffic also
tends to reduce average speeds, improving safety.

"+ Revise the Circulation Element wlth respect to non-motorized transportation in and around
downtown to establish good bicycle connections to and from the station and to facilitate
pedestrian access through curb extensions and generous sidewalks.

Bicycle traffic to, from, and around the station should be facilitated by adding bicycle lanes
and bicycle-actuated trafflc signals. Pedestrian trafflc will increase, particularly around the
perimeter of the station and within a five-minute walk of it. Crossing distances should be
minimized and sidewalks maximized to promote safety for pedestrians.

.. Consider preparing a Transportation Demand Management Plan for downtown.

Transportation Demand Management (TOM) is the application of strategies to reduce travel
demand, specifically for single-occupant private vehicles. TOM can be a cost-effective
alternative to increasing roadway capacity.

"+ Consider reorienting local and regional trasnlt service to feed the train station.

More routes, suburban park-and-ride lots, and downtown circulators will help get travelers to
and from the station in a timely and convenient manner, without using a car.

+ Consider upgrades to bus taclii/ies, such as arrival/departure boards and mobile phone applica­
tions such as NextBus,

Increasing the predictability of transit service will give the public more confidence to take the
bus downtown instead of driving. These technologies are available and in use today by many
transit agencies.
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... Eliminate adjacent on-street parking for security and to allow sidewalks to be widened, curbside
access for passenger loading and unloading and safer tuming movements for transit vehicles.

Eliminating on-street parking on streets along the perimeter of the station will increase the right
of way available for non-automobile uses, which will facilitate access by bus, bicycle, foot, and
taxi.

Parking Recommendations

... Minimize automobile traffic arriving at passenger rail station and needing to park. Develop a
parking management strategy including smart meters, parking restrictions, carpool parking, cor
rental, cor shoring, and electric vehicle parking using Redwood City, San Francisco, Oakland,
Berkeley, and Pasadena as examples.

Reducing the demand for parking will increase the development potential in the vicinity of the
passenger rail station, reduce tramc congestion, and improve safety for people not traveling by
car. All-day porkers use space that would otherwise be available to patrons of local businesses.
Daytime on-street parking downtown is currently time-limited (30 minutes, 1hour, 2 hours), which
makes it unusable for train riders. Daytime off-street parking is typically used by downtown
employees. A parking strategy that supports passenger rail should seek to make short-term
parking available for downtown visitors and reduce the number of people who drive downtown
and park all day.

,.. There should be no free public parking downtown; all parking shOUld be provided at the market
rate,

Free parking creates an incentive to drive and increases the demand for parking. Conversely,
charging the market rate for parking reduces the demand for parking, reduces public and pri­
vate expenditures for parking, and increases development potential.

,.. Locations of parking structures should be such that they can serve not just the passenger rail
station, but also future downtown development, as travel pattems change.

Parking structures are a significant real estate and financial investment that should be managed
to provide the greatest benefit to the largest number of people.
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Next Steps: Issues to be Resolved for Phase 2

The State Legislature has decided not to pursue a full high speed train option at this time for Phase 2
and instead wants the California High-Speed Rail Authority to pursue upgrades to existing commuter rail
systems that can be linked together. In furtherance of that goal. Assembly Bill 1779 (2012) has granted
San Joaquin Valley transportation planning agencies the authority to create a San Joaquin Corridor
Joint Powers Authority for the purpose of operating a passenger rail line in the San Joaquin Valley.
Currently, this service is provided by Amtrak on the Burlington Northern-Santa Fe Railroad, which
connects the east side of Stanislaus County to the East Bay via Antioch and Mortinez.

The governing board of the Joint Powers Authority would make decisions about where, when, and
how passenger rail service would operate. Should a governing board be established, it would enable
the flexibility to establish a passenger rail line on the Union Pacific Railroad, if an agreement can be
reached with the railroad.

The CHSRA has not yet selected an alignment and design (at grade or above grade) for the northern
San Joaquin Valley. The timing of these decisions is uncertain, but may be antiCipated within one or
two years. If a San Joaquin Corridor Joint Powers Authority and governing board were established
prior to the California High-Speed Rail Authority's decisions on alignment and design, the Joint Powers
Authority may be in a position to make decisions about passenger rail service that may influence the
CHSRA's decisions.

Modesto should closely monitor the actions of these two groups through continued participation in
the Phase 2 Technical Working Group. Modesto's decisions and the timing of investments should be
responsive to the CHSRA and Joint Powers Authority. Due to the pending legislation on the Joint
Powers Authority and interest in establishing a governing board, it is entirely possible that the Joint
Powers Authority will take the lead on passenger rail service. The time frame for the critical decisions
affecting passenger rail service in Modesto is probably within the next 12 to 24 months; Modesto should
be ready to act.

California High-Speed Rail Authority and San Joaauin Regional Rail Commission

Ridership projections can be developed by CHSRA or SJRRC after decisions have been made regarding
the northern San Joaquin Valley alignment and design. This information will allow Modesto to make
decisions about station development, station area development, circulation, transit service, and
parking.

Depending upon the timing of decisions made by the CHSRA and the San Joaquin Regional Rail
Commission, the City of Modesto should consider a course of action that responds to decisions made
by those agencies.
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Modesto 1 to 2 years (prior to decision and gction by CHSRA gnd/or SJRRC):

• Build support for passenger rail station at the StanCOG Policy Board
• Ensure that passenger rail is part of the Sustainable Communities Strategy
• Ensure that passenger rail receives Tier I funding in the Regional Transportation Plan
• Work with StanCOG to study and plan for the rerouting of State Route 132 away from 9th Street

Modesto, 2 to 3 years lafter decision by CHSRA and/or SJRRC):

Identify infrastructure needs
• Select a station site and begin the process of right of way acquisition
• Initiate a parking management study using ridership projections with implementation strategies and

policies
• Initiate a transit study using ridership projections to plan for feeder service and an improved

Transportation Center, improve communications with patrons
• Initiate a historic resources strategy and policies
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High Speed Rail Authority/Altamont oI - ....
Commuter Express
1. Higher density within 112 mile of station,

minimum density requirements

2. Mix of land uses and housing types within
112 mile of station

3. Grid street pattern, pedestrian-oriented
design, multi-modal access

4. Context-sensitive building design

5. limits on parking for new development;
markel-rate parking structures

Modesto T o ... -
6. Minimize utility relocation costs

7. Maximize maintenance of existing street
connections

8. Minimize right of way costs

9. Facilitate access by bus/transit, bicycle,
foot traffic

10.

Workshop T o ... -
11. What does Modesto want to become?

What/where will development be?

12. Avoid large parking lots; improve feeder service

13. Have a plan to relocate transitional
industrial development

14. Address walkability under and around tracks

15. Locate sensitive uses appropriately with
respect to acceleration/deceleration areas

16. Learn lessons from a similar city outside CA

17.



City of Modesto, Community and Economic Development Department

Block-by-Block Evaluation of Passenger Rail Station Study Area
A Report for Workshop 2, November 16, 2011

Introduction

This Passenger Rail Station Feasibility Study is Modesto's initial consideration ofwbere to
locate a station in downtown. Transportation infrastructure of all types represents a
tremendous investment ofpublic money--StanCOG's 2011 Regional Transportation Plan
(Table 3.1, page 66) estimates that the region will receive approximately $1.8 billion from
2012 to 2021 ($180 million annually) and approximately $2.5 billion from 2022 to 2036
($167 million annually) from all known sources of revenue. Because the expenditures are
substantial, planning must begin by developing generalized studies that become more
detailed at every stage of the process. Thus, this effort is fairly general, and is being
conducted for the purpose of narrowing options and identifYing subsequent steps in the
station selection and planning process. This process will also help secure additional funding
for the project.

Modesto's Urban Area General Plan includes a policy to locate a passenger rail station in
downtown, but does not identifY a specific site (Policy V.B.6.kA, page V-I 0). Modesto has
limited ability to identifY the location of a future passenger rail station, contingent on such
variables as the selection of an alignment for a passenger rail system, which is the discretion
of the State of California and the California High Speed Rail Authority, with participation
from the San Joaquin Regional Rail Authority.

Modesto is located on Phase 2 of the High Speed Rail system, which includes the Altamont
Commuter Express. Phase 2 comprises the Los Angeles to San Diego leg, the Merced to
Sacramento leg, and upgrading and extending the existing Altamont Commuter Express
service. City staffactively participates in regional (Phase 2) rail planning meetings and
workshops.

The study area was established in conjunction with the California High Speed Rail Authority.
As it is currently conceived, high speed trains will operate at speeds of up to 220 miles per
hour. To ensure passenger comfort, a train traveling at such a high rate of speed must run on
tracks with very gentle curves. It is this feature that constrains the passenger rail station
study area to the 36 blocks that lie roughly between the Union Pacific Railroad and State
Route 99. A map ofthe study area is shown as Figure 1.

On August 10,2011, the City ofModesto conducted the first workshop for the Passenger
Rail Station Feasibility Study. The purpose of this workshop was to present an overview of
the project with an emphasis on that portion of the project that will affect Modesto, then to
discuss criteria for selecting a location ("siting criteria") for a future passenger rail station.
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The California High Speed Rail Authority has established siting criteria for passenger rail
stations. These are identified as criteria 1 through 5 on Figure 2 and on the tables following
the narrative report. Modesto has additional criteria for siting a passenger rail station. criteria
6 through 9 on Figure 2 and on the tables following the narrative report.

These criteria were introduced to the public at the first workshop, on August 10. Additional
siting criteria were solicited from attendees. The attendees' remarks seemed to suggest that
the siting criteria are essentially adequate, but that there are larger policy issues the city
should consider regarding where future development in Modesto should occur, "feeder"
transit service, parking lots, relocating land uses, walkability of areas that cross the future rail
alignment, station area development and sensitive uses, and comparable situations outside
California. These concerns are identified as 11 through 16 on Figure 2. Because they do not
speCifically assist in evaluating candidate station sites in the study area, they have not been
used to evaluate sites, but will be reserved for subsequent discussion of policy.

Station Area Concept

For the purpose of evaluating candidate sites, city blocks that lie within the study area, shown
as Figure 3, have been numbered. Each block was evaluated individually, however, three or
four blocks will need to be assembled for the station. Between 50 feet (minimum) and 100
feet (preferred) of right of way will be required to accommodate northbound and southbound
tracks, except in the station area, where four sets of tracks will be required to allow a train to
dwell at the platform. Along the 1,400 feet of the platform area, required right of way for
trackage is a minimum of 125 feet, with 150 feet preferred; including acceleration and
deceleration zones, station-area trackage will extend approximately 4,000 linear feet.

For planning purposes, the estimated minimum station area includes three areas of
approximately 300 x 400 feet (one city block) each for a station entry plaza, station house,
and transit plaza. Two conceptual station plans are shown on Figure 4. Of course, there are
many possible configurations that could have a larger or a smaller footprint, but this provides
a point of departure for further planning efforts.
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High Speed Rail Authority/Altamont
Commuter Express
1. Higher density within 112 mile of station, min. density req.

2. Mix of land uses and housing types within 112 mile of station

3. Grid street pattern, pedestrian-oriented design, multi-modal
access

4. Context-sensitive building design

5. Limits on parking for new development; market-rate parking
structures

Modesto

6. Minimize utility relocation costs

1. Maximize maintenance of existing street connections

8. Minimize right of way costs

9. Facilitate access by bus/transit, bicycle, foot traffic

10.

Workshop

Passenger Rail Station Siting Criteria
Workshop 1

+ o .......

+ 0 ......

+ 0 "" BIB

11. What does Modesto want to become? What/where will devel-
opment be?

12. Avoid large parking lots; improve feeder service

13. Have a plan to relocate transitional industrial development

14. Address walkability under and around tracks

15. locate sensitive uses appropriately with respect to
acceleration/deceleration areas

16. Learn lessons from a similar city outside CA

17.
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Site Evaluatiou Process

For each block, every criterion was compared to an ideal situation and to the other 35 blocks
in the study area. The table that accompanies the list of criteria uses a simple"+," "0," "--
" to rate each criterion, representing "better than typical," "typical," and "worse than typical"
ratings. An average rating for the block appears in parentheses just above the table; to
develop this number, "+" was assigned 3, "0" was assigned 2, and "-" was assigned 1. The
score from each criterion was added up and the total divided by 9. The average score
provides a snapshot of staff's evaluation of the site, but it should not preempt the ratings of
workshop attendees.

Criterion 1: Higher density within Yz mile of station, minimum density requirements
Conventional single-use zoning generally avoids establishing a minimum density, but instead
often indirectly establishes maximum density through either parking requirements or floor
area ratio. The Downtown Core zone (a form-based code, which regulates the form and
disposition of buildings and streets) allows a broad range of uses in a single building and
establishes minimum development densities.

Blocks were rated on the basis of whether they lay well within the Downtown Core (DC)
zone, on the perimeter of the DC zone, or outside of the DC zone. All of the blocks in the
DC zone are in the Transition District, which is the moderate density portion of the DC zone.
The DC zone and the Central District may need to be extended to the eventual station area in
order to capture as much value from passenger rail as possible.

Criterion 2: Mix of land use and housing types within Vz mile of station
Both conventional zoning and form·based codes can create a fine-grained mix ofland uses.
However, form-based codes, like the City's Downtown Core (DC) zone allow different uses
to occur in a single building, creating a market-based fine-grained mix of uses. Mixed
development can be created with conventional zoning if different zones lie in close proximity
to each other and apply to a small area. Nevertheless, conventional zoning restricts uses
more than does a form-based code.

Blocks were rated on whether they lay in or near the Downtown Core zone and whether they
lay in or near a relatively good mix of conventional zones.

Criterion 3: Grid street pattern, pedestrian orientation, multi-modal access
Modesto's downtown is laid out in a grid, but the grid is interrupted primarily by State Route
99 (SR 99) and the Union Pacific Railroad (UPRR) right of way, which limit access across
those facilities. To a lesser extent, connectivity is reduced by the Modesto & Empire
Traction line and by the Tuolumne River, which generally limit access to downtown from
south of downtown.

Providing good access to a future station site across SR 99 and UPRR was considered most
important, since these facilities divide west and east Modesto. As the largest city in the
region and having the highest density population and the best potential for even higher
density, Modesto is the principal city of concern in this study.
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Criterion 4: Context-sensitive building design
Form-based codes, such as the Downtown Core zone, emphasize regulating building form,
disposition, and design, rather than use, resulting in context sensitivity. Conventional zoning
regulates the use inside the building, rather than the building's context. Blocks were
evaluated based up their location in or near the DC zone.

Criterion 5: Limits on parking for new development, market-rate parking
Modesto does not charge market rates for off-street or on-street parking in downtown, all
parking is subsidized at this time. However, in downtown, buildings that are being reused
need not provide more parking than is currently provided and shared parking is allowed.
Each block received the same rating.

Criterion 6: Minimize utility relocation costs
Most blocks are served by or are adjacent to similar utilities: sewer, water, and stormwater
pipes, utility holes, and catchbasins, so utility relocation costs would be similar from one
block to another. A few blocks are not adjacent to some utilities and so relocation costs
would be lower than for other blocks. Some blocks are adjacent to infrastructure that would
be very costly to relocate and are rated accordingly.

Criterion 7: Maximize maintenance of eXisting street connections
This criterion is related to 3 and 9. Access to the eventual passenger rail station is critical,
and the development of passenger rail or a passenger rail station may result in a street closure.
Blocks in much of the study area are adjacent to streets that provide access from all sides to
the external roadway network, but many have more limited access. If the eventual station is
sited on blocks that have more limited access, then consideration should be given to
establishing new access pOints across the UPRR and SR 99, which would be difficult and
costly. Higher ratings were given to blocks with good access, lower ratings to blocks with
poor access, knowing the difficulty of creating new access pOints.

Criterion 8: Minimize right of way costs
Some land will need to be purchased in order to construct a passenger rail station and rails.
Keeping land costs down will help control project costs. Blocks were rated based on the
amount of land in public ownership and the relative values of land and improvements.
Where land is vacant, acquisition costs are low. Where land value is higher than the value of
improvements (underdeveloped), acquisition costs are moderate. Where the value of
improvements exceeds land value, the cost of acquisition is high. Figure 5 shows these
relative values.

Criterion 9: Facilitate access by bus/transit. bike, foot traffic
This criterion is related to 7 and was evaluated in a manner very similar to criteron 3.
Modesto has limited transit service (30- to 60-minute headways, limited weekend service)
and bicycle facilities (there are none in downtown). Some downtown streets, such as 6th and
9th Streets, are wide, have relatively narrow sidewalks, and carry substantial truck traffic.
Instead of considering the availability or density of transit, bicycle facilities, and walkability,
which are currently limited, roadway connectivity was considered the most important
measure of access to a passenger rail site by means other than automobiles, because a dense
grid allows good access and appropriate facilities can be added to it as needed.
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Workshop 2: Prioritizing Block Groups

Because the exact passenger rail alignment has not yet been selected by the California High
Speed Rail Authority, workshop attendees will prioritize blocks in such a way that creates a
variety of possible choices, depending upon where passenger rail tracks cross downtown
Modesto.

Using average ratings and specific information about each block that has been compiled and
evaluated by staff and applying their own preferences, attendees will select groups of three
contiguous blocks for the blocks that run between numbered streets:

o Best three contiguous blocks between 9th and 8th Streets
Blocks 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36

o Best three contiguous blocks between 8th and 7'h Streets
Blocks 18, 19,20,21,22,23,24,25,26,27,28,29

o Best three contiguous blocks between 7th and 6th Streets
Blocks 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9,10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18

Workshop 2: Report on Results

Approximately one dozen people attended the November 16, 2011, workshop. Following the
introduction, including an overview of the entire high speed rail project, the attendees were
split into three groups and given the instruction above. Staff assisted each group through the
prioritization process, particularly by answering questions about site selection criteria and
about the rating sheets for each block that follow the body of this report.

Of the three tables, one table declined to prioritize potential station sites. The remaining two
tables set priorities. The first of these identified its top three sites as:

1. Blocks 25, 26, 33, and 34 ("Site A")
2. Blocks 28 and 35 ("Site B")
3. Blocks 23, 24, and 32 ("Site C")

The second group identified its priorities as

1. Blocks 32 and 33 ("Site D")
2. Blocks 24 and 25 ("Site E")

This group identified a larger area, including Blocks 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 31, 32, and 33, as
generally good, excepting St. Stanislaus Catholic Church, and so shared some priorities with
the first group (Blocks 23,24,25,26,32,33). All of the attendees seemed to prefer locating
a station away from State Route 99: no group prioritized blocks between 6th and 7th Streets.
All of the prioritized blocks avoid the northerly and southerly edges of the study area, as well.

10



CA Passenger Rail

Downtown Modesto
Station Study Area
Preferred Station Sites

EZ3l Site A

Site B

E2ZI Site C

Site 0
t _ .. '"

II.. ..... ISiteE

L_,.J Parcels
o Block Areaso Study Area

-r-+- Union Patific Railroad
'-"-' Modesto & Empire Traction Ranroad

&: Existing At-Grade Rail Crossings



Block 1: Laurel, N. Washington, N. Jefferson, State Route 99 (1.22)

Passenger Rail Station Siting Criteria

High Speed Rail Authority/Altamont Commuter Express
1 Higher density within 1/2 mile of station, minimum density requirements
2 Mix of land uses and housing types within 1/2 mile of station
3 Grid street pattern, pedestrian-oriented design, multi-modal access
4 Context-sensitive building design
5 limits on parking for new development; market-rate parking structures

Modesto
6 Minimize utility relocation costs
7 Maximize maintenance of existing street connections
8 Minimize right of way costs
9 Facilitate access by bus/transit, bicycle, foot traffic

+ 0

Block 1 is privately owned, is divided into eight lots comprising 2. 1 acres, and is currently occupied with
both houses and commercial buildings. One lot is vacant and one is underdeveloped.

1. Block 1 and adjacent blocks (2, 3, IS, 20) lie near but ontside ofModesto's recently adopted fonn­
based code, which focuses denser development into a 42-block area of downtown. A zone change
would be required over a fairly large area.

2. Block I is zoned for Commercial-Manufacturing uses and lies in an area surrounded by similar uses
and bounded by State Route 99, whose right of way is about 225 feet at that point Low-density
residential development and zoning lie west ofSR 99.

3. Downtown Modesto has a gridded street pattern. However, the grid is interrupted by the Union
Pacific Railroad and State Route 99. Both of these transportation facilities limit access to Block 1;
the only nearby crossing of both facilities is L Street/Maze Boulevard, one block south.

4. This block lies outside of the area regulated by the city's form-based code, which focuses on context
sensitivity. A form-based code could be prepared for this area.

5. At this time, Modesto does not limit parking or charge market rates. In downtown, parking can be
shared to reduce the total supply. Adaptive reuse of existing buildings does not require compliance
with parking ratios that apply outside ofdowntown.

6. A 6-inch sewer line extends down the alley ofBlock 1 and an IS-inch line lies in N. Jefferson. Four
utility holes are adjacent to the block. There is a 12-inch stormwater line in N. Jefferson and partway
down the alley. This line has two catchbasins, four utility holes, and one junction in the bounding
streets. Block 1 is served with S-inch water lines in N. Jefferson, N. Washington, and in the alley. In
turn, these lines have two valves and two hydrants on the streets adjoining Block 1.

7. In order for this block to be used for a passenger rail station, maintenance and enhancement of street
connectivity would be the highest priority, as existing connectivity is poor at this location.

S. Right ofway acquisition would be relatively expensive, as the value ofbuildings on most of the block
exceeds the value of the land.

9. Due to poor connectivity to the external roadway network, multi-modal access will also be poor.



Block 2: N. Washington, M, th
Passenger Rail Station Siting Criteria

High Speed Rail Authority/Altamont Commuter Express
1 Higher density within 1/2 mile of station, minimum density requirements
2 Mix of land uses and housing types within 1/2 mile of station
3 Grid street pattern, pedestrian-oriented design, multi-modal access
4 Context-sensitive building design
5 Limits on parking for new development; markel-rale parking structures

(1.22)

+ 0
Modesto
6 Minirnize utility relocation costs
7 Maximize maintenance of existing street connections
8 Minimize right of way costs
9 Facilitate access by bus/transit, bicycle, foot traffic

Block 2 is privately owned, is a single lot of0.49 acres, and is currently occupied with commercial
buildings.

1. Block 2 and adjacent blocks (J, 3, 18,20,21) lie near but outside ofModesto's recently adopted
form-based code, which focuses denser development into a 42-block area of downtown. A zone
change to allow denser development would be required over a fairly large area.

2. Block 2 is zoned for Commercial-Manufacturing uses and lies in an area surrounded by similar uses
and is one block from State Route 99, whose right of way is about 250 feet at that point. Low-density
residential development and zoning lie west ofSR 99.

3. Downtown Modesto has a gridded street pattern. However, the grid is interrupted by the Union
Pacitic Railroad and State Ronte 99. Both ofthese transportation facilities limit access to Block 2;
the only nearby crossing of both facilities is adjacent L StreetIMaze Boulevard.

4. This block lies outside of the area regulated by the city's form-based code, which focnses on context
sensitivity. A form-based code could be prepared for this area.

5. At this time, Modesto does not limit parking or charge market rates. In downtown, parking can be
shared to reduce the total supply. Adaptive reuse of existing buildings does not require compliance
with parking ratios that apply outside ofdowntown.

6. Sewer service to Block 2 is provided via a 4-inch pipe that extends across N. Washington Street from
the alley immediately west ofBlock 2. Three sewer utility holes are adjacent to the block. Block 2 is
served with an 8-inch water line in N. Washington and there is another 8-inch line in M Street. These
lines have five valves and three hydrants on the adjacent streets.

7. In order for this block to be used for a passenger rail station, maintenance and enhancement of street
connectivity would be tbe highest priority, as existing connectivity is poor at this location.

8. Right ofway acquisition would be relatively expensive, as the value of buildings on the block
exceeds the value of the land.

9. Due to poor connectivity to the external roadway network, multi-modal access will also be poor.



Passenger Rail Station Siting Criteria

High Speed Rail AuthoritylAltamont Commuter Express
1 Higher density within 112 mile of station, minimum density requirements
2 Mix of land uses and housing types within 112 mile of station
3 Grid street pattern, pedestrian-oriented design, multi-modal access
4 Contex1-sensitive building design
5 Limits on parking for new development; market-rate parking structures

Modesto
6 Minimize utility relocation costs
7 Maximize maintenance of existing street connections
8 Minimize right of way costs
9 Facilitate access by bus/transit, bicycle, foot traffic

(1.44)

Block 3 is privately owned and is divided into 14 lots comprising 2.72 acres. Two lots are vacant and one
is occupied with a house; 11 lots are occupied with commercial buildings.

I. Block 3 and some adjacent blocks (2, 20, 21) lie near but outside of Modesto's recently adopted form­
based code, which focuses denser development into a 42-block area of downtown. Blocks 4 and 22,
also adjacent to Block 3, lie within the Transition District of the city's form-based code, an area that
allows moderate density. A zone change to allow denser development would be required over a fairly
large area.

2. Block 3 is zoned for Commercial-Manufacturing uses and lies in an area surrounded by similar uses,
but is also adjacent to property in the form-based code, which can be developed with a variety of uses.
State Route 99, whose right of way is about 300 feet at this point, lies adjacent to 6th Street. Low­
density residential and commercial zoning lie west of SR 99.

3. Downtown Modesto has a gridded street pattern. However, the grid is interrupted by the Union
Pacific Railroad and State Route 99. Both of these transportation facilities limit access to Block 3;
the only nearby crossing of both facilities is adjacent L Street/Maze Boulevard.

4. This block lies outside of the area regulated by the city's form-based code, which focuses on context
sensitivity. A form-based code could be prepared for this area.

5. At this time, Modesto does not limit parking or charge market rates. In downtown, parking can be
shared to reduce the total supply. Adaptive reuse of existing buildings does not require compliance
with parking ratios that apply outside of downtown.

6. A 6-inch sewer line serves Block 3 from the alley and an 8-inch line is in L Street. There are three
utility holes adjacent to the site. A 12-inch stormwater pipe serves 6'" Street and an 18-inch pipe
serves L Street. There are three stormwater utility holes and four catchbasins adjacent to Block 3.
Eight-inch water lines lie in the alley, M and L Streets, and 7th Street, which include four valves and
three hydrants adjacent to the property.

7. In order for this block to be llsed for a passenger rail station, maintenance and enhancement of street
connectivity would be the highest priority, as existing connectivity is poor at this location.

8. Right of way acquisition would be relatively expensive, as the value of buildings on most ofthe block
exceeds the value of the land.

9. Due to poor connectivity to the external roadway network, multi-modal access will also be poor.



Block 4: L 6th K yth, , ,

Passenger Rail Station Siting Criteria

High Speed Rail Authority/Altamont Commuter Express
1 Higher density within 1/2 mile of station, minimum density requirements
2 Mix of land uses and housing types within 1/2 mile of station
3 Grid street pattern, pedestrian-oriented design, multi-modal access
4 Context-sensitive building design
5 Limits on parking for new development; market-rate parking structures

Modesto
6 Minimize utility relocation costs
7 Maximize maintenance of existing street connections
8 Minimize right of way costs
9 Facilitate access by bus/transit, bicycle, foot traffic

(2.22)

Block 4 is privately owned and is divided into 12 lots comprising 2,72 acres, Three lots are vacant and
one is occupied with a house; seven lots are occupied with commercial bUildings.

1, Block 4 and some adjacent blocks (5, 22, 23) lie witbin the moderate-density Transition District of
the recently adopted form-based code, which focuses denser development into a 42-block area of
downtown. Blocks 3 and 21, also adjacent to Block 4, are in the Commercial Manufacturing zone.
Expanding the form-based code and changing the station area to Central District, which allows the
highest density, is desirable.

2. Block 4 is regulated by a form-based code, which allows a wide variety ofuses, including residential.
The area north ofthe site is zoned Commercial Manufacturing and Industrial. State Route 99, whose
right ofway is about 300 feet at this point, lies adjacent to 6'" Street and limits the surrounding
development potential. The area west of SR 99 is zoned for commercial and high density residential
development.

3. Downtown Modesto has a gridded street pattern. However, the grid is interrupted by the Union
Pacific Railroad and State Route 99. Land K Streets crosses both SR 99 and the Union Pacific.

4. This block lies within the area regulated by the city's form-based code, which focuses on context
sensitivity.

5. At this time, Modesto does not limit parking or charge market rates. In downtown, parking can be
shared to reduce the total supply. Adaptive reuse ofexisting buildings does not require compliance
with parking ratios that apply outside ofdowntown.

6. A 6-inch sewer line serves Block 4 from the alley and there is an 8-inch line in L and 6th Streets.
There are four sewer utility holes adjacent to the site. An I8-inch stormwater pipe serves L Street and
there are two stormwater utility holes and three catchbasins adjacent to Block 4. There is a 4-inch
water line in the alley and 8- and 12-inch lines in L Street, which include six valves and two hydrants
adjacent to the property.

7. Street connectivity to this block is good and must be maintained.
8. Right ofway acquisition would be relatively expensive, as the value of buildings on most ofthe block

exceeds the value ofthe land.
9. Good connectivity to the external roadway network will facilitate good multi-modal access.



Block 5: K, 6th
, J, 7th

Passenger Rail Station Siting Criteria

High Speed Rail Authority/Altamont Commuter Express
1 Higher density within 1/2 mile of station, minimum density requirements

2 Mix of land uses and housing types within 1/2 mile of station
3 Grid street pattern, pedestrian-oriented design, multi-modal access
4 Context-sensitive building design

5 limits on parking for new development; market-rate parking structures

(2.44)

+ 0
Modesto

6 Minimize utility relocation costs
7 Maximize maintenance of existing street connections
8 Minimize right of way costs

9 Facilitate access by bus/transit, bicycle, foot traffic

Block 5 is privately owned and is divided into 11 lots comprising 2.75 acres. One lot is vacant and six are
occupied with houses; four lots are occupied with commercial buildings.

1. Block 5 and the adjacent blocks (4, 6, 22, 23, 24) lie within the moderate-density Transition District
ofthe recently adopted form-based code, which focuses denser development into a 42-block area of
downtown. Changing the station area to Central District, which allows the highest density, is
desirable.

2. Block 5 is regulated by a form-based code, which allows a wide variety of uses, including residential.
The area north ofthe site is zoned Commercial Manufacturing and Industrial. State Route 99, whose
right ofway is about 325 feet at this point, lies adjacent to 6th Street and limits the surrounding
development potential. Land west of SR 99 is zoned for commercial and high density residential use.

3. Downtown Modesto has a gridded street pattern. However, the grid is interrupted by the Union
Pacific Railroad and State Route 99. L, K, and I Streets cross both SR 99 and the Union Pacific.

4. This block lies within the area regulated by the city's form-based code, which focuses on context
sensitivity.

5. At this time, Modesto does not limit parking or charge market rates. In downtown, parking can be
shared to reduce the total supply. Adaptive reuse ofexisting buildings does not require compliance
with parking ratios that apply outside ofdowntown.

6. A 6-inch sewer line serves Block 5 from the alley; there are 8-inch lines in J and 6th Streets and an
l8-inch line in J Street. There are seven sewer utility holes adjacent to the site. There is no
stormwater infrastructure on or adjacent to this block. There is a 4-inch water line in the alley, which
includes three valves and two hydrants adjacent to the property.

7. Street connectivity to this block is good and must be maintained.
8. Right ofway acquisition would be relatively expensive, as the value of buildings on most of the block

exceeds the value ofthe land.
9. Good connectivity to the external roadway network will facilitate good multi-modal access.



Passenger Rail Station Siting Criteria

High Speed Rail Authority/Altamont Commuter Express
1 Higher density within 1/2 mile of station, minimum density requirements
2 Mix of land uses and housing types within 1/2 mile of station
3 Grid street pattern, pedestrian-oriented design, multi-modal access
4 Context-sensitive building design
5 Limits on parking for new development; market-rate parking structures

(2.44)

+ 0
Modesto
6 Minimize utility relocation costs
7 Maximize maintenance of existing street connections
8 Minimize right of way costs
9 Facilitate access by bus/transit, bicycle, foot traffic

Block 6 is privately owned and is divided into 11 lots comprising 2.75 acres. One lot is vacant and five
are occupied with houses; five lots are occupied with commercial buildings.

I. Block 6 and the adjacent blocks (5, 7, 23, 24, 25) lie within the moderate-density Transition District
of the recently adopted form-based code, which focuses denser development into a 42-block area of
downtown. Changing the station area to Central District, which allows the highest density, is
desirable.

2. Block 6 is regulated by a form-based code, which allows a wide variety of uses, including residential.
State Route 99, whose right ofway is about 325 feet at this point, lies adjacent to 6'" Street and limits
the surrounding development potential. Land west of SR 99 is zoned for commercial and high
density residential use.

3. Downtown Modesto has a gridded street pattern. However, the grid is interrupted by the Union
Pacific Railroad and State Route 99. L, K, and I Streets cross both SR 99 and the Union Pacific.

4. This block lies within the area regulated by the city's form-based code, which focuses on context
sensitivity .

5. At this time, Modesto does not limit parking or charge market rates. In downtown, parking can be
shared to reduce the total supply. Adaptive reuse ofexisting buildings does not require compliance
with parking ratios that apply outside ofdowntown.

6. A 6-inch sewer line serves Block 6 from the alley; there are an 8- and an IS-inch line in J Street, a 21-
inch line in 6th Street, and a 27-inch line in 7th Street. There are seven sewer utility holes adjacent to
the site. There is limited stormwater infrastructure adjacent to this block in I Street, including a pipe
of unknown or variable diameter in I Street with three catchbasins and two utility holes. There is a 4-
inch water line in the alley, which includes two hydrants adjacent to the property, and a water main of
undefmed size in I Street.

7. Street connectivity to this block is good and must be maintained.
8. Right ofway acquisition would be relatively expensive, as the value of buildings on most of the block

exceeds the value ofthe land.
9. Good connectivity to the external roadway network will facilitate good multi-modal access.



Passenger Rail Station Siting Criteria

High Speed Rail Authority/Altamont Commuter Express
1 Higher density within 1/2 mile of station, minimum density requirements
2 Mix of land uses and housing types within 1/2 mile of station
3 Grid street pattern, pedestrian-oriented design, multi-modal access
4 Context-sensitive building design
5 Limits on parking for new development; market-rate parking structures

(2.33)

+ 0
Modesto
6 Minimize utility relocation costs
7 Maximize maintenance of existing street connections
8 Minimize right of way costs
9 Facilitate access by bus/transit, bicycle, foot traffic

Block 7 is privately owned and is divided into eight lots comprising 2.78 acres. Two lots are vacant and
two are occupied with houses; four lots are occupied with commercial buildings.

I. Block 7 and the adjacent blocks (6, 8, 24, 25, 26) lie within the moderate-density Transition District
of the recently adopted form-based code, which focuses denser development into a 42-block area of
downtown. Changing the station area to Central District, which allows the highest density, is
desirable.

2. Block 7 is regulated by a form-based code, which allows a wide variety of uses, including residential.
State Route 99, whose right of way is about 300 feet at this point, lies adjacent to 6th Street and limits
the sun-ounding development potential. Land west of SR 99 is zoned for commercial use.

3. Downtown Modesto has a gridded street pattern. However, the grid is inten-npted by the Union
Pacific Railroad and State Route 99. I, H, and G Streets cross both SR 99 and the Union Pacific
Railroad.

4. This block lies within the area regulated by the city's form-based code, which focuses on context
sensitivity.

5. At this time, Modesto does not limit parking or charge market rates. In downtown, parking can be
shared to reduce the total supply. Adaptive reuse ofexisting buildings does not require compliance
with parking ratios that apply outside of dowutowu.

6. A 6-inch sewer line serves Block 7 from the alley; there is a lO-inch line in H Street, a 2 I-inch line in
6'" Street, and a 27-inch line in 7th Street. There are six sewer utility holes adjacent to the site. There
are 12-inch stoHilwater lines in H, I, and 7d

' Streets fed by 15 catchbasins and served by five utility
holes. There is a 4-inch water line in the alley, a main line ofundefmed size in I Street, and an 8-inch
line in H Street. There are three hydrants adjacent to the property.

7. Street connectivity to this block is good and must be maintained.
8. Right ofway acquisition would be relatively expensive, as the value of buildings on most of the block

exceeds the value of the land.
9. Good connectivity to the external roadway network will facilitate good multi-modal access.



Passenger Rail Station Siting Criteria

High Speed Rail Authority/Altamont Commuter Express
1 Higher density within 1/2 mile of station, minimum density requirements
2 Mix of land uses and housing types within 1/2 mile of station
3 Grid street pattern, pedestrian-oriented design, multi-modal access
4 Context-sensitive building design
5 Limits on parking for new development; market-rate parking structures

(2.33)

+ 0
Modesto
6 Minimize utility relocation costs
7 Maximize maintenance of existing street connections
8 Minimize right of way costs
9 Facilitate access by bus/transit, bicycle, foot traffic

Block 8 is privately owned and is divided into nine lots comprising 2.74 acres. One lot is occupied with a
house; the remaining seven lots are occupied with commercial buildings.

1. Block 8 and the adjacent blocks (7, 9,25,26,27) lie within the moderate-density Transition District
of the recently adopted form-based code, which focuses denser development into a 42-block area of
downtown. Changing the station area to Central District, which allows the highest density, is
desirable.

2. Block 8 is regulated by a fonn-based code, which allows a wide variety of uses, including residential.
State Route 99, whose right of way is about 310 feet at this point, lies adjacent to 6th Street and limits
the surrounding development potential. Land west of SR 99 is zoned for commercial and higher­
density residential use.

3. Downtown Modesto has a gridded street pattern. However, the grid is interrupted by the Union
Pacific Railroad and State Route 99. I, H, and G Streets cross both SR 99 and the Union Pacific
Railroad.

4. This block lies within the area regulated by the city's fonn-based code, which focuses on context
sensitivity .

5. At tbis time, Modesto does not limit parking or charge market rates. In downtown, parking can be
shared to reduce the total supply. Adaptive reuse ofexisting buildings does not require compliance
with parking ratios that apply outside of downtown.

6. A 6-inch sewer line serves Block 8 from the alley; there is a lO-inch line in H Street, a 2 I-inch line in
6th Street, and a 27-inch line in 7th Street. There are six sewer utility holes adjacent to the site. There
are 12-inch stonnwater lines in G, H, and 7th Streets fed by 12 catchbasins and served by four utility
holes. There is a 4-inch water line in the alley, a 12-inch line in G Street, and an 8-inch line in G and
6th Streets. There are three hydrants adjacent to the property.

7. Street connectivity to this block is good and must be maintained.
8. Right ofway acquisition would be relatively expensive, as the value of buildings on most of the block

exceeds the value ofthe land.
9. Good connectivity to the external roadway network will facilitate good multi-modal access.



Passenger Rail Station Siting Criteria

High Speed Rail Authority/Altamont Commuter Express
1 Higher density within 112 mile of station, minimum density requirements
2 Mix of land uses and housing types within 1/2 mile of station
3 Grid street pattern, pedestrian-oriented design, multi-modal access
4 Context-sensitive building design
5 Limits on parking for new development; market-rate parking structures

Modesto
6 Minimize utility relocation costs
7 Maximize maintenance of existing street connections
8 Minimize right of way costs
9 Facilitate access by bus/transit, bicycle, foot traffic

(2.00)

+ 0

Block 9 is privately owned and is divided into seven lots comprising 2.72 acres. One lot is vacant; the
remaining six lots are occupied with commercial buildings.

1. Block 9 and the adjacent blocks (8, 10,26,27,28) lie within the moderate-density Transition District
of the recently adopted form-based code, which focuses denser development into a 42-block area of
downtown. Changing the station area to Central District, which allows the highest density, is
desirable.

2. Block 9 is regulated by a form-based code, which allows a wide variety ofuses, including residcntial.
State Route 99, whose right ofway is about 300 feet at this point, lies adjacent to 6th Street and limits
the surrounding development potential. Land west of SR 99 is zoned for connnercial and medium
and medium-high density residential use.

3. Downtown Modesto has a gridded street pattern. However, the grid is interrupted by the Union
Pacific Railroad and State Route 99. Hand G Streets cross both SR 99 and the Union Pacific
Railroad.

4. This block lies within the area regulated by the city's form-based code, which focuses on context
sensitivity.

5. At this time, Modesto does not limit parking or charge market rates. In downtown, parking can be
shared to reduce the total supply. Adaptive reuse ofexisting buildings does not require compliance
with parking ratios that apply outside ofdowntown.

6. A 6-inch sewer line serves Block 9 from the alley; there is a IS-inch line in F Street, a 21-inch line in
6th Street, and a 27-inch line in 7th Street There are six sewer utility holes adjacent to the site. There
is a 12-inch storrnwater lines in G Street and a 14-inch line in 7th Street fed by four catchbasins and
served by three utility holes. There is a 4-inch water line in the alley, a 12-inch line in G Street, and
main lines in 7th and F Streets ofundefmed size. There are five hydrants adjacent to the property.

7. In order for this block to be used for a passenger rail station, maintenance and enhancement ofstreet
connectivity would be the highest priority, as existing connectivity is poor at this location.

8. Right ofway acquisition would be relatively expensive, as the value of buildings on most ofthe block
exceeds the value of the land.

9. Due to modest connectivity to the external roadway network, multi-modal access will also be modest.



Passenger Rail Station Siting Criteria

High Speed Rail Authority/Altamont Commuter Express
1 Higher density within 1/2 mile of station, minimum density requirements
2 Mix of land uses and housing types within 1/2 mile of station
3 Grid street pattern, pedestrian-oriented design, multi-modal access
4 Context-sensitive building design
5 Limits on parking for new development; market-rate parking structures

(1.67)

+ 0
Modesto
6 Minimize utility relocation costs
7 Maximize maintenance of existing street connections
8 Minimize right of way costs
9 Facilitate access by bus/transit, bicycle, foot traffic

Block 10 is privately owned and is divided into eight lots comprising 2.7S acres. One lot is occupied with
a house and two lots are vacant; the remaining five lots are occupied with commercial buildings.

I, Block 10 and adjacent Blocks II and 28 are regulated by conventional zoning, which does not
establish minimum densities. Development on adjacent Blocks 9 and 27 lie within the Transition
District of the Downtown Core zone, which establishes minimum densities. A zone change to allow
denser development wonld be required over a fairly large area.

2. Block lOis zoned for commercial and industrial uses and lies in an area surrounded by similar uses,
but is also adjacent to property in the form-based code, which can be developed with a variety of uses.
State Route 99, whose right of way is about 310 feet at this point, lies adjacent to 6& Street. Medium­
density residential and commercial zoning lie west ofSR 99.

3. Downtown Modesto has a gridded street pattern. However, the grid is interrupted by the Union
Pacific Railroad and State Route 99. G Street crosses both SR 99 and the Union Pacific.

4. This block lies outside of the area regulated by the city's form-based code, which focuses on context
sensitivity. A form-based code could be prepared for this area.

S. At this time, Modesto does not limit parking or charge market rates. In downtown, parking can be
shared to reduce the total supply. Adaptive reuse of existing buildings does not require compliance
with parking ratios that apply outside ofdowntown.

6. A 6-inch sewer line serves Block 10 from the alley; there is a IS-inch line in F Street, a 2 I-inch line
in 6th Street, and a 3D-inch line in 7th Street. There are six sewer utility holes adjacent to the site.
1uere is a 12-inch stormwater line in E Street and a 16-inch line in 7tl

' Street fed by four catchbasins
and served by four utility holes. There is a 4-inch water line in the alley and main lines in 7m, F, and
E Streets ofundefmed size. There are five hydrants and five water valves adjacent to the property.

7. In order for this block to be used for a passenger rail station, maintenance and enhancement ofstreet
connectivity would be the highest priority, as existing connectivity is poor at this location.

8. Right of way acquisition would be relatively inexpensive, as the value of improvements on most of
the block is lower than the land value.

9. Due to poor connectivity to the external roadway network, multi-modal access will also be poor.



Passenger Rail Station Siting Criteria

High Speed Rail Authority/Altamont Commuter Express
1 Higher density within 1/2 mile of station, minimum density requirements
2 Mix of land uses and housing types within 1/2 mile of station
3 Grid street pattern, pedestrian-oriented design, multi-modal access
4 Context-sensitive building design
5 Limits on parking for new development; market-rate parking structures

Modesto
6 Minimize utility relocation costs
7 Maximize maintenance of existing street connections
8 Minimize right of way costs
9 Facilitate access by bus/transit, bicycle, foot traffic

(1.33)

Block 11 is privately owned and is divided into nine lots comprising 2.75 acres. One lot is occupied with
a house; the remaining eight lots are occupied with commercial buildings.

I. Block II is zoned for higher-density residential and industrial use. Adjacent blocks (10, 12, 13, 15,
28) are zoned for commercial use, in addition to higher-density residential and industrial use.
Changing the station area to a form-based code to encourage a mix of uses throughout the area is
desirable.

2. Block 11 is zoned for bigher-density residential and industrial uses and is surrounded by a reasonable
variety of zoning. State Route 99, whose right of way is about 400 feet at this point, lies adjacent to
6th Street. Medium-density residential zoning lies west ofSR 99.

3. Downtown Modesto has a gridded street pattern. However, the grid is interrupted by the Union
Pacific Railroad and State Route 99, which constrain access to this area.

4. This block lies outside of the area regulated by the city's form-based code, which focuses on context
sensitivity. A form-based code could be prepared for this area.

5. At this time, Modesto does not limit parking or charge market rates. In downtown, parking can be
shared to reduce the total supply. Adaptive reuse of existing buildings does not require compliance
with parking ratios that apply outside ofdowntown.

6. A 6-inch sewer line serves Block 11 from the alley; there is a 2 I-inch line in 6th Street, a 30-inch line
in 7th Street, and a 10-inch line in D Street. There are six sewer utility holes adjacent to the site.
There is a 12-inch stormwater line in E Street and a 16-inch line in 7"' Street fed by five catchbasins
and served by four utility holes. There is a 6-inch water line in the alley and a main in E Street.
There are three hydrants and one valve adjacent to the property.

7. In order for this block to be used for a passenger rail station, maintenance and enhancement of street
connectivity would be the highest priority, as existing connectivity is poor at this location.

8. Right of way acquisition would be relatively expensive, as the valne of buildings on most of the block
exceeds the value of the land.

9. Due to poor connectivity to the external roadway network, multi-modal access will also be poor.



Block 12: D, 6th
, State Route 99

Passenger Rail Station Siting Criteria

High Speed Rail Authority/Altamont Commuter Express
1 Higher density within 1/2 mile of station, minimum density requirements
2 Mix of land uses and housing types within 1/2 mile of station
3 Grid street pattern, pedestrian-oriented design, multi-modal access
4 Context-sensitive building design
5 Limits on parking for new development; market-rate parking structures

Modesto
6 Minimize utility relocation costs
7 Maximize maintenance of existing street connections
8 Minimize right of way costs
9 Facilitate access by bus/transit, bicycle, foot traffic

(1.44)

Block 12 is privately owned and comprises a single 0.19-acre lot occupied with a commercial building.

I. Block 12 is zoned for higher-density residential use. Adjacent blocks (11,13, 15,28) are zoned for
residential and industrial use. Changing the station area to a form-based code to encourage a mix of
uses throughout the area is desirable.

2. Block 12 is zoned for higher-density residential use and is surrouuded by a variety of zoning. State
Route 99, whose right ofway is about 370 feet at this point, lies adjacent to Block 12. Medium­
density residential zoning lies west ofSR 99.

3. Downtown Modesto has a gridded street pattern. However, the grid is interrupted by the Union
Pacific Railroad and State Route 99, which constrain access to this area.

4. This block lies outside of the area regulated by the city's form-based code, which focuses on context
sensitivity. A form-based code could be prepared for this area.

5. At this time, Modesto does not limit parking or charge market rates. In downtown, parking can be
shared to reduce the total supply. Adaptive reuse of existing buildings does not require compliance
with parking ratios that apply outside ofdowntown.

6. A 6-inch sewer line serves Block 12 from D Street; there is also a 21-inch line in 6th Street. There are
two sewer utility holes adjacent to the site. There is no stormwater infrastructure adjacent to the site.
Water infrastructure is very limited in the vicinity of the site.

7. In order for this block to be used for a passenger rail station, maintenance and enhancement of street
connectivity would be the highest priority, as existing connectivity is poor at this location.

8. Right of way acquisition would be relatively expensive, as the value of buildings on most of the block
exceeds the value of the land.

9. Due to poor connectivity to the external roadway network, multi-modal access will also be poor.



Block 13: 0, 6th
, Sierra, State Route 99

Passenger Rail Station Siting Criteria

High Speed Rail Authority/Altamont Commuter Express
1 Higher density within 1/2 mile of station, minimum density requirements
2 Mix of land uses and housing types within 1/2 mile of station
3 Grid street pattern, pedestrian-oriented design, multi-modal access
4 Context-sensitive building design
5 Umits on parking for new development; market-rate parking structures

(1.67)

+ 0
Modesto
6 Minimize utility relocation costs
7 Maximize maintenance of existing street connections
8 Minimize right of way costs
9 Facilitate access by bus/transit, bicycle, foot traffic

Block 13 is privately owned and is divided into four lots comprising 0.75 acres. TIrree lots are occupied
with houses; the remaining lot is occupied with a church.

l. Block 13 is zoned for higher-density residential use. Adjacent hlocks (II, 12, 14, 15, 16, 17) are
zoned for commercial manufacturing, industrial, and residential use. Changing the station area to a
form-based code to encourage a mix of uses throughout the area is desirable.

2. Block 13 is zoned for higher-density residential and industrial uses and is surrounded by a reasonable
variety ofzoning that favors industrial use. State Route 99, whose right of way is about 375 feet at
this point, lies adjacent to 6'" Street. Residential zoning lies west of SR 99.

3. Downtown Modesto has a gridded street pattern. However, the grid is interrupted by the Union
Pacific Railroad and State Route 99, which constrain access to this area. B Street crosses the railroad
near Block 13 and crosses SR 99 at a more distant location. Sierra Drive also crosses SR 99.

4. This block lies outside of the area regulated by the city's form-based code, which focuses on context
sensitivity. A form-based code could be prepared for this area.

5. At this time, Modesto does not limit parking or charge market rates. In downtown, parking can be
shared to reduce the total supply. Adaptive reuse of existing buildings does not require compliance
with parking ratios that apply outside of downtown.

6. A 6-inch sewer line serves Block 13 from the alley; there is a lO-inch line in 0 Street and a 21-inch
line in 6th Street. There are five sewer utility holes adjacent to the site. There is no stormwater
infrastructure adjacent to Block 13. There is an 8-inch water line in Sierra Drive and there is one
hydrant adjacent to the property.

7. In order for this block to be used for a passenger rail station, maintenance and enhancement of street
connectivity would be the highest priority, as existing connectivity is moderately good at this location.

8. Right ofway acquisition would be relatively expensive, as the value of buildings on the block
exceeds the value of the land.

9. Due to moderately good connectivity to the external roadway network, multi-modal access will also
be moderately good.



Block 14: Sierra, Calaveras, State Route 99

Passenger Rail Station Siting Criteria

High Speed Rail Authority/Altamont Commuter Express
1 Higher density within 1/2 mile of station, minimum density requirements
2 Mix of land uses and housing types within 1/2 mile of station
3 Grid street pattern, pedestrian-oriented design, multi-modal access
4 Context-sensitive building design
5 limits on parking for new development; market-rate parking structures

Modesto
6 Minimize utility relocation costs
7 Maximize maintenance of existing street connections
8 Minimize right of way costs
9 Facilitate access by bus/transit, bicycle, foot traffic

Block 14 is privately owned and is divided into three lots comprising 0.63 acres. All three lots are
occupied with houses.

(1.56)

1. Block 14 is zoned for higher-density residential use. Adjacent blocks (13, 15,16, 17) are zoned for
industrial and residential use. Changing the station area to a fonn-based code to encourage a mix of
uses throughout the area is desirable.

2. Block 14 is zoned for higher-density residential and industrial uses and is surrounded by similar uses.
State Route 99, whose right of way is about 300 feet at this point, lies adjacent to the site. Residential
zoning lies west of SR 99.

3. Dowotown Modesto has a gridded street pattern. However, the grid is interrupted by the Union
Pacific Railroad, State Route 99, and the Tuolumne River, which constrain access to this area. B
Street crosses the railroad near Block 14 and crosses SR 99 at a more distant location. 7th Street, near
the site, crosses the Tuolumne River. Sierra Drive also crosses SR 99.

4. This block lies outside of the area regulated by the city's fonn-based code, which focuses on context
sensitivity. A fonn-based code could be prepared for this area.

5. At this time, Modesto does not limit parking or charge market rates. In downtowo, parking can be
shared to reduce the total supply. Adaptive reuse of existing buildings does not require compliance
with parking ratios that apply outside ofdowntowo.

6. A 6-inch sewer line serves Block 14 from the alley and there is a 21-inch line in Calaveras Street.
There are three sewer utility holes adjacent to the site. There is no stonnwater infrastructure adjacent
to Block 14. There is a water line in the alley and an 8-inch line in Sierra Drive and there is one
hydrant adjacent to the property.

7. In order for this block to be used for a passenger rail station, maintenance and enhancement ofstreet
connectivity would be the highest priority, as existing connectivity is moderate at this location.

8. Right ofway acquisition would be relatively expensive, as the value of buildings on the block
exceeds the value of the land.

9. Due to moderately good connectivity to the external roadway network, multi-modal access will also
be moderately good.



Passenger Rail Station Siting Criteria

High Speed Rail Authority/Altamont Commuter Express
1 Higher density within 1/2 mile of station, minimum density requirements
2 Mix of land uses and housing types within 1/2 mile of station
3 Grid street pattern, pedestrian-oriented design, multi-modal access
4 Context-sensitive building design
5 limits on parking for new development; market-rate parking structures

(1.56)

+ 0
Modesto
6 Minimize utility relocation costs
7 Maximize maintenance of existing street connections
8 Minimize right of way costs
9 Facilitate access by bus/transit, bicycle, foot traffic

Block 15 is privately owned and is divided into II lots comprising 2.73 acres. Six lots are occupied with
houses and five are occupied with commercial buildings.

L Block 15 is zoned for higher-density residential and industrial use. Adjacent blocks (11, 12, 13, 14,
15, 16, 17) are zoned for industrial, commercial-manufactnring, and residential use. Changing the
station area to a form-based code to encourage a mix of uses throughout the area is desirable.

2. Block 15 is zoned for higher-density residential and industrial uses and is surrounded by similar uses.
State Route 99, whose right of way is about 300 feet at this point, is just a block away. Residential
zoning lies west ofSR 99.

3. Downtown Modesto has a gridded street pattern. However, the grid is interrupted by the Union
Pacific Railroad and State Route 99, which constrain access to this area. B Street crosses the railroad
near Block 15 and crosses SR 99 at a more distant location. Sierra Drive also crosses SR 99.

4. This block lies outside ofthe area regulated by the city's form-based code, which focuses on context
sensitivity. A form-based code could be prepared for this area.

5. At this time, Modesto does not limit parking or charge market rates. In downtown, parking can be
shared to reduce the total supply. Adaptive reuse of existing buildings does not require compliance
with parking ratios that apply outside of downtown.

6. A 6-inch sewer line serves Block 15 from the alley. There is also a lO-inch line in D Street, a 21-inch
line in 6th Street, and a 33-inch line in 7 th Street. There are six sewer utility holes adjacent to the site.
There is a 42-inch stormwater line in 7'" Street and one utility hole. There is a 6-inch water line in the
alley and there are two hydrants adjacent to the site.

7. In order for this block to be used for a passenger rail station, maintenance and enhancement of street
connectivity would be the highest priority, as existing connectivity is moderate at this location.

8. Right ofway acquisition would be relatively expensive, as the value ofmost improvements on the
block exceeds the value of the land.

9. Due to moderate connectivity to the external roadway network, multi-modal access will also be
moderate.



Block 16: C, ih, Sierra

Passenger Rail Station Siting Criteria

High Speed Rail Authority/Altamont Commuter Express
1 Higher density within 1/2 mile of station, minimum density requirements
2 Mix of land uses and housing types within 1/2 mile of station
3 Grid street pattern, pedestrian-oriented design, multi-modal access
4 Context-sensitive building design
5 Limits on parking for new development; market-rate parking structures

Modesto
6 Minimize utility relocation costs
7 Maximize maintenance of existing street connections
8 Minimize right of way costs
9 Facilitate access by bus/transit, bicycle, foot traffic

(1.56)

+ 0

Block 16 is privately owned, comprising one 0.21 acre-lot, which is occupied with commercial buildings.

1. Block 16 is zoned for commercial manufacturing use. Adjacent blocks (14, 15, 17,29) are zoned for
industrial, commercial-manufacturing, and residential use. Changing the station area to a form-based
code to encourage a mix of uses throughout the area is desirable.

2. Block 16 is zoned for commercial manufacturing use and is surrounded by residential and industrially
zoned land. State Route 99, whose right ofway is about 375 feet at this point, is just a block away.
Residential zoning lies west ofSR 99.

3. Downtown Modesto has a gridded street pattern. However, the grid is interrupted by the Union
Pacific Railroad and State Route 99, which constrain access to tbis area. B Street crosses the railroad
near Block 15 and croSSeS SR 99 at a more distant location. Sierra Drive also crosses SR 99.

4. This block lies outside of the area regulated by the city's form-based code, which focuses on context
sensitivity. A form-based code could be prepared for this area.

5. At this time, Modesto does not limit parking or charge market rates. In downtown, parking can be
shared to reduce the total supply. Adaptive reuse ofexisting buildings does not require compliance
with parking ratios that apply outside of downtown.

6. A 6-inch sewer line serves Block 15 from the alley. There is also a lO-inch line in D Street, a 21-inch
line in 6th Street, and a 33-inch line in 7th Street. There are six sewer utility holes adjacent to the site.
There is a 42-inch stormwater line in 7'" Street and one utility hole. There is a 6-inch water line in the
alley and there are two hydrants adjacent to the site.

7. In order for this block to be used for a passenger rail station, maintenance and enhancement of street
connectivity would be the highest priority, as existing connectivity is moderate at this location.

8. Right of way acquisition would be relatively expensive, as the value ofmost improvements on the
block exceeds the value of the land.

9. Due to moderately good connectivity to the ex1ernal roadway network, multi-modal access will also
be moderately good.



Block 17: Calaveras, t h
, Sierra

Passenger Rail Station Siting Criteria

High Speed Rail Authority/Altamont Commuter Express
1 Higher density within 1/2 mile of station, minimum density requirements
2 Mix of land uses and housing types within 1/2 mile of station
3 Grid street pattern, pedestrian-oriented design, multi-modal access
4 Context-sensitive building design
5 Limits on parking for new development; market-rate parking structures

Modesto
6 Minimize utility relocation costs
7 Maximize maintenance of existing street connections
8 Minimize right of way costs
9 Facilitate access by bus/transit, bicycle, foot traffic

(1.67)

+ 0

Block 17 is privately owned, comprising 1.23 acres in two lots and part of a second lot. One lot is
occupied with a house, while the other two are occupied with commercial buildings. The configuration of
this "block" is an artifact of the study area boundary.

I. Block 17 is zoned for office and commercial manufacturing. Adjacent hlocks (13, 14, 15, 16,29) are
zoned for industrial, commercial-manufacturing, and residential use. Changing the station area to a
form-based code to encourage a mix of uses throughout the area is desirable.

2. Block 17 is zoned for office and commercial manufacturing use and is surrounded by residential and
industrially zoned land. State Route 99, whose right of way is about 310 feet at this point, is just a
block away. Residential zoning lies west ofSR 99.

3. Downtown Modesto has a gridded street pattern. However, the grid is interrupted by the Union
Pacific Railroad, State Route 99, and the Tuolumne River, which constrain access to this area. B
Street crosses the railroad near Block 15 and crosses SR 99 at a mare distant location. Sierra Drive
also crosses SR 99 and 7th Street crosses the Tuolumne River.

4. This block lies outside ofthe area regulated by the city's form-based code, which focuses on context
sensitivity. A form-based code could be prepared for this area.

5. At this time, Modesto does not limit parking or charge market rates. In downtown, parking can be
shared to reduce the total supply. Adaptive reuse of existing buildings does not require compliance
with parking ratios that apply outside ofdowntown.

6. An 8-inch sewer line serves Block 17 from the alley and a 6-inch line crosses part of the block. There
is also a 21-inch line in Calaveras Street and a 33-inch line in 7th Street. There are four sewer utility
holes adjacent to the site. There is a 42-inch stormwater line in 7th Street, including two catchbasins
and two utility holes. There is a water line in the alley and an 8-inch line in Sierra Drive; there is one
hydrant adjacent to the site.

7. In order for this block to be used for a passenger rail station, maintenance and enhancement of street
connectivity would be the highest priority, as existing connectivity is moderate at this location.

8. Right ofway acquisition would be relatively expensive, as the value ofmost improvements on the
block exceeds the value ofthe land.

9. Due to moderately good connectivity to the external roadway network, multi-modal access will also
be moderately good.



Block 18: Elm, N. Washington, Laurel, N. Jefferson

Passenger Rail Station Siting Criteria

High Speed Rail Authority/Altamont Commuter Express
1 Higher density within 1/2 mile of station, minimum density requirements
2 Mix of land uses and housing types within 112 mile of station
3 Grid street pattern, pedestrian-oriented design, multi-modal access
4 Context-sensitive building design
5 Limits on parking for new development; market-rate parking structures

Modesto
6 Minimize utility relocation costs
7 Maximize maintenance of existing street connections
8 Minimize right of way costs
9 Facilitate access by bus/transit, bicycle, foot traffic

(1.56)

+ 0

Block 18 comprises 2.39 acres in nine lots. Two lots are owned by the City ofModesto and the rest are
privately owned. Fonr lots are occupied by houses and one is vacant; the other fonr lots are occupied with
commercial buildings.

I. Block 18 is zoned for commercial manufacturing. Adjacent blocks (1, 2,19,20) are zoned for
indnstrial and commercial-manufacturing use. Changing the station area to a form-based code to
enconrage a mix ofnses throughout the area is desirable.

2. The immediate area of Block IS is zoned for commercial manufacturing and industrial use;
residentially zoned land lies west of State Route 99 and commercial land lies east of the Union Pacific
Railroad.

3. Downtown Modesto has a gridded street pattern. However, the grid is interrupted by the Union
Pacific Railroad and State Route 99, which constrain access to this area. The closest crossing is L
Street, two blocks south.

4. This block lies outside of the area regulated by the city's form-based code, which focuses on context
sensitivity. A form-based code could be prepared for this area.

5. At this time, Modesto does not limit parking or charge market rates. In downtown, parking can be
shared to reduce the total supply. Adaptive rense of existing buildings does not require compliance
with parking ratios that apply outside of downtown.

6. A 6-inch sewer line serves Block 18 from the alley and a IS-inch line lies in N. Jefferson. There are
four sewer utility holes adjacent to the site. There is a 12-inch stormwater line in N. Jefferson Street,
including three catchbasins and two utility holes. There is a water line in the alley and in Elm Street,
as well as an S-inch line in N. Washington Street; there are six valves, and two hydrants adjacent to
the site.

7. In order for this block to be nsed for a passenger rail station, maintenance and enhancement of street
connectivity would be the highest priority, as existing connectivity is poor at this location.

S. Right ofway acquisition would be relatively expensive, as the value ofmost improvements on the
block exceeds the value ofthe land, although two properties are publicly-owned.

9. Due to poor connectivity to the external roadway network:, multi-modal access will also be poor.



Block 19: Elm, N. Washington, 8th, N. Jefferson

Passenger Rail Station Siting Criteria

High Speed Rail Authority/Altamont Commuter Express
1 Higher density within 1/2 mile of station, minimum density requirements
2 Mix of land uses and housing types within 112 mile of station
3 Grid street pattern, pedestrian-oriented design, multi-modal access
4 Context-sensitive building design
5 Limits on parking for new development; market-rate parking structures

Modesto
6 Minimize utility relocation costs
7 Maximize maintenance of existing street connections
8 Minimize right of way costs
9 Facilitate access by bus/transit. bicycle, foot traffic

(144)

Block 19 comprises 3.25 acres in two lots owned by the City of Modesto. The site is part of the city's
corporation yard and is occupied by industrial buildings.

I. Block 19 is zoned for commercial manufacturing. Adjacent blocks (I 8, 20) are zoned for industrial
and commercial-manufacturing use. Changing tbe station area to a form-based code to encourage a
mix ofuses throughout the area is desirable.

2. The immediate area ofBlock 19 is zoned for commercial manufacturing and industrial use;
residentially zoned land lies west of State Route 99 and commercial land lies east of the Union Pacific
Railroad.

3. Downtown Modesto has a gridded street pattern. However, the grid is interrupted by the Union
Pacific Railroad and State Route 99, which constrain access to this area. The closest crossing is L
Street, two blocks south.

4. This block lies outside of the area regulated by the city's form-based code, which focuses on context
sensitivity. A form-based code could be prepared for this area.

5. At this time, Modesto does not limit parking or charge market rates. In downtown, parking can be
shared to reduce the total supply. Adaptive reuse of existing buildings does not require compliance
with parking ratios that apply outside of downtown.

6. A 16-inch sewer line serves Block 19 from N. Jefferson and there is a lift station located on the site.
There are four sewer utility holes adjacent to the site. There are 12-inch stormwater lines in N.
Jefferson and 8'" Streets. There are seven catchbasins and five stormwater utility holes. There are
water lines in N. Jefferson and Elm Streets and an 8-inch line in 8'" Street. There are three valves and
two hydrants adjacent to the site.

7. In order for this block to be used for a passenger rail station, maintenance and enhancement of street
connectivity would be the highest priority, as existing connectivity is poor at this location.

8. Right of way acquisition would be relatively inexpensive, as the entire block is publicly owned and
the buildings are relatively low-value structures.

9. Due to poor connectivity to the external roadway network, multi-modal access will also be poor.



Block 20: 7th, N. Washington, 8th, M

Passenger Rail Station Siting Criteria

High Speed Rail Authority/Altamont Commuter Express
1 Higher density within 1/2 mile of station, minimum density requirements
2 Mix of land uses and housing types wIThin 1/2 mue of station
3 Grid street pattern, pedestrian-oriented design, multi-modal access
4 Contex1-sensITive building design
5 Limits on parking for new development; market-rate parking structures

Modesto
6 Minimize utility relocation costs
7 Maximize maintenance of existing street connections
8 Minimize right of way costs
9 Facilitate access by bus/transit, bicycle, foot traffic

(1.44)

Block 20 comprises 3.31 acres in seven lots. One lot is owned by the Modesto Irrigation District, which
has an electrical substation there; the other six are privately owned.

I. Block 20 is zoned for industrial and commercial manufacturing uses. Adjacent blocks (2, 3, IS, 19,
21) are zoned similarly. Changing the station area to a form-based code to encourage a mix of uses
throughout the area is desirable.

2. The immediate area ofBlock 20 is zoned for commercial manufacturing and industrial use;
residentially zoned land lies west of State Route 99 and commercial land lies east ofthe Union Pacific
Railroad.

3. Downtown Modesto has a gridded street pattern. However, the grid is interrupted by the Union
Pacific Railroad and State Route 99, which constrain access to this area. The closest crossing is L
Street, one block south.

4. This block lies outside of the area regulated by the city's form-based code, which focuses on context
sensitivity. A form-based code could be prepared for this area.

5. At this time, Modesto does not limit parking or charge market rates. In downtown, parking can be
shared to reduce the total supply. Adaptive reuse ofexisting buildings does not require compliance
with parking ratios that apply outside ofdowntown.

6. A 6-inch sewer line serves Block 20 from the aHey; another 6-inch line serves the block from 7tl
'

Street. There are six sewer utility holes adjacent to the site. There is a 12-inch stormwater line in M
Street and a IS-inch stormwater line in 8fu Street. There are three catchbasins and five stormwater
utility holes. The hlock is served by a 4-inch line from the alley and there are S-inch lines in N.
Washington and M Streets. There are two hydrants adjacent to the site.

7. In order for this block to be used for a passenger rail station, maintenance and enhancement of street
connectivity would be the highest priority, as existing connectivity is poor at this location.

8. Right ofway acquisition would be relatively expensive, as most ofblock is privately held and the
publicly-owned piece is occnpied by an electrical substation.

9. Due to poor connectivity to the external roadway network, multi-modal access will also be poor.



Block 21: L, yth, M, 8th

Passenger Rail Station Siting Criteria

High Speed Rail Authority/Altamont Commuter Express
1 Higher density within 1/2 mile of station. minimum density requirements
2 Mix of land uses and housing types within 1/2 mile of station
3 Grid street pattern. pedestrian-oriented design. multi-modal access
4 Context-sensitive building design
5 Limits on parking for new development; market-rate parking structures

Modesto
6 Minimize utility relocation costs
7 Maximize maintenance of existing street connections
8 Minimize right of way costs
9 Facilitate access by bus/transit. bicycle. foot traffic

(1.56)

+ 0

Block 21 comprises 2.73 acres in 25 privately-held lots, including an 18-unit commercial condominium.
Three vacant lots are the former site of Modesto Steam; the remaining lots are occupied with commercial
buildings.

I. Block 21 is zoned for industrial and commercial manufacturing uses. Adjacent blocks (2, 3, 20) are
zoned similarly, however blocks 4 and 22 lie witbin the Transitional District ofModesto's form-based
code. Changing the station area to a form-based code to facilitate a mix of uses throughout the area is
desirable.

2. The immediate area of Block 21 is zoned for commercial manufacturing and industrial use;
residentially zoned land lies west of State Route 99 and commercial land lies east of the Union Pacific
Railroad.

3. Downtown Modesto has a gridded street pattern. However, the grid is interrupted by the Union
Pacific Railroad and State Route 99, which constrain access to this area. The closest crossing of these
facilities is adjacent L Street.

4. This block lies outside of the area regulated by the city's form-based code, which focuses on context
sensitivity. A form-based code could be prepared for this area.

5. At this time, Modesto does not limit parking or charge market rates. In downtown, parking can be
shared to reduce the total supply. Adaptive reuse of existing buildings does not require compliance
with parking ratios that apply outside of downtown.

6. A 6-inch sewer line serves Block 21 from the alley and there is an 8-inch line in L Street. There are
four sewer utility holes adjacent to the site. There is a 12-inch stormwater line in M Street, a IS-inch
stormwater line in 8th Street, and an IS-inch line in L Street. There are seven catchbasins and four
stormwater utility holes. The block is served by a 4-inch line from the alley and there are S-inch lines
in L, M, and 7th Streets, as well as another 12-inch line in L Street. There are two hydrants and four
valves adjacent to the site.

7. In order for this block to be used for a passenger rail station, maintenance and enhancement of street
connectivity would be the bighest priority, as existing connectivity is moderately good at this location.

8. Right of way acquisition would be relatively expensive, as the entire block is privately held.
9. Due to moderately good connectivity to the external roadway network, multi-modal access will also

be moderately good.



Block 22: K, t h
, L, 8th

Passenger Rail Station Siting Criteria

High Speed Rail Authority/Altamont Commuter Express
1 Higher density within 1/2 mile of station, minimum density requirements
2 Mix of land uses and housing types within 1/2 mile of station
3 Grid street pattern, pedestrian-oriented design, multi-modal access
4 Context-sensitive building design
5 Limits on parking for new development; market-rate parking structures

(2.33)

+ 0
Modesto
6 Minimize utility relocation costs
7 Maximize maintenance of existing street connections
8 Minimize right of way costs
9 Facilitate access by bus/transit, bicycle, foot traffic

Block 22 comprises 2.77 acres in five lots. Two small lots are owned by tbe City of Modesto and three
large lots are privately held. Modesto operates a well (#3) at this site, however, the well has been
contaminated by PCE from Modesto Steam and is not currently operating. The City plans to remediate
the welL The privately-owned lots are occupied with commercial buildings.

I. Block 22 and some adjacent blocks (4, 5, 23, 31) lie witbin the moderate-density Transition District
ofthe recently adopted fonn-based code, which focuses denser development into a 42-block area of
downtown. Blocks 3, 21, and 30, also adjacent to Block 22, are in the commercial manufacturing and
industrial zones. Changing tbe station area to Central District, which allows the highest density, is
desirable.

2. The immediate vicinity of Block 22 allows a variety of uses, although the single-nse zones north of
the site are more restrictive than is the fonn-based code. Residentially-zoned land lies west of State
Route 99. The high-density Central District two blocks west of the site.

3. Downtown Modesto has a gridded street pattern. However, the grid is interrupted hy the Union
Pacific Railroad and State Route 99, which constrain access to this area. Both L and K Streets cross
both facilities, providing good connectivity.

4. Block 22 is regulated by the city's fonn-based code, which focuses on context sensitivity. The fonn­
based code could be expanded to nearby areas to allow better station-area development.

5. At this time, Modesto does not limit parking or charge market rates. In downtown, parking can be
shared to reduce the total supply. Adaptive reuse of existing buildiugs does not require compliance
with parking ratios that apply outside of downtown.

6. A 6-inch sewer line serves Block 22 from the alley and there is an 8-inch line in L Street, as well as a
27-inch line in K Street. There are five sewer utility holes adjacent to the site. There is an IS-inch
line in L Street and a 12-inch line in the alley. There are four catchbasins and three stonnwater utility
holes adjacent to tbe block. The block is served by a 12-inch water line from the alley and tbere are
S- and 12-inch water lines in L Street, as well as 6- and 12-inch lines in K Street. There are eight
valves adjacent to tbe site.

7. Street connectivity is good and must be maintained.
S. Right ofway acquisition would be relatively expensive, as most of the block is privately held.
9. Good connectivity to the external roadway network will result in good multi-modal access.



Block 23: K, ih, J, 8th

Passenger Rail Station Siting Criteria

High Speed Rail Authority/Altamont Commuter Express
1 Higher density within 1/2 mile of station, minimum density requirements
2 Mix of land uses and housing types within 112 mile of station
3 Grid street pattern, pedestrian-oriented design, multi-modal access
4 Context-sensitive building design
5 Limits on parking for new development; market-rate parking structures

Modesto
6 Minimize utility relocation costs
7 Maximize maintenance of existing street connections
8 Minimize right of way costs
9 Facilitate access by bus/transit, bicycle, foot traffic

(244)

Block 23 comprises 2.75 aCres in four privately-owned lots. One lot is occupied by historic St. Stanislaus
Cathedral (1910) and the remaining lots are occupied with commercial buildings.

I. Block 23 and adjacent blocks (4, 5, 6, 22, 24, 31, 32) lie within the moderate-density Transition
District ofthe recently adopted form-based code, which focuses denser development into a 42-block
area ofdowntown. Changing the station area to Central District, which allows the highest density, is
desirable.

2. The immediate vicinity ofBlock 23 allows a variety of uses, although the single-use zones north of
the site are more restrictive than is the form-based code. Commercial and residentially-zoned land
lies west of State Route 99. The high-density Central District is two blocks west of the site.

3. Downtown Modesto has a gridded street pattern. However, the grid is interrupted by the Union
Pacific Railroad and State Route 99, which constrain access to this area. L, K, and I Streets cross
both facilities, providing good connectivity.

4. Block 23 is regulated by the city's form-based code, which focuses on context sensitivity. The form­
based code could be expanded to nearby areas to allow better station-area development.

5. At this time, Modesto does not limit parking or charge market rates. In downtown, parking can be
shared to reduce the total supply. Adaptive reuse ofexisting buildings does not require compliance
with parking ratios that apply outside ofdowntown.

6. A 6-inch sewer line serves Block 23 from the alley. There are also a 27-inch line in K Street, an 8-
and an I8-inch line in J Street, and a 27-inch line in 7"' Street and seven sewer utility holes adjacent to
the site. There is no stormwater infrastructure adjacent to the site. The block is served by a 12-inch
water line from the alley and there are 6- and I2-inch lines in K Street. There are six valves and one
hydrant adjacent to Block 23.

7. Street connectivity is good and must be maintained.
8. Right ofway acquisition would be relatively expensive, as most of the block is privately held.
9. Good connectivity to the external roadway network will result in good multi-modal access.



Block 24: J, t h
, I, 8th

Passenger Rail Station Siting Criteria

High Speed Rail Authority/Altamont Commuter Express
1 Higher density within 1/2 mile of station, minimum density requirements
2 Mix of land uses and housing types within 1/2 mile of station
3 Grid street pattern, pedestrian-oriented design, multi-modal access
4 Context-sensitive building design
5 Limits on parking for new development; market-rate parking structures

Modesto
6 Minimize utility relocation costs
7 Maximize maintenance of existing street connections
8 Minimize right of way costs
9 Facilitate access by bus/transit, bicycle, foot traffic

(2.56)

+ 0

Block 24 comprises 2.75 acres in eight privately-owned lots. Two lots are vacant, one is occupied with a
house, and five are occupied with commercial buildings.

L Block 24 and adjacent blocks (5, 6, 7, 23, 25, 31, 32) lie within the moderate-density Transition
District of the recently adopted fonn-based code, which focuses denser development into a 42-block
area of downtown. Changing the station area to Central District, which allows the highest density, is
desirable.

2. The immediate vicinity of Block 24 allows a variety of uses, although the single-use zones north of
the site are more restrictive than is the fonn-based code. Commercial and residentially-zoned land
lies west of State Route 99. The high-density Central District is two blocks west of the site.

3. Downtown Modesto has a gridded street pattern. However, the grid is interrupted by the Union
Pacific Railroad and State Route 99, which constrain access to this area. Nearby K, J, and H Streets
cross both facilities, providing good connectivity.

4. Block 24 is regulated by the city's fonn-based code, which focuses on context sensitivity. The fonn­
based code could be expanded to nearby areas to allow better station-area development.

5. At this time, Modesto does not limit parking or charge market rates. In downtown, parking can be
shared to reduce the total supply. Adaptive reuse ofexisting buildings does not require compliance
with parking ratios that apply outside of downtown.

6. A 6-inch sewer line serves Block 24 from the alley. There is also a 27-inch line in 7'" Street, a 10-
inch line in 8'" Street, and 8- and 18-inch lines in J Street, as well as six sewer utility holes adjacent to
the site. There is minimal stormwater infrastructure adjacent to the site, in the fonn ofa line of
unknown diameter in J Street served by three adjacent catchbasins and two utility holes. The block is
served by a 12-inch water line from the alley and a main in I Street. There is one adjacent valve and
one adjacent hydrant.

7. Street connectivity is good and must be maintained.
8. Right of way acquisition would be relatively expensive, as the block is privately held.
9. Good connectivity to the external roadway network will result in good multi-modal access.



Block 25: I, th, H, 8th

Passenger Rail Station Siting Criteria

High Speed Rail Authority/Altamont Commuter Express
1 Higher density within 1/2 mile of station, minimum density requirements
2 Mix of land uses and housing types within 1/2 mile of station
3 Grid street pattern, pedestrian-oriented design, multi-modal access
4 Context-sensitive building design
5 limits on parking for new development; market-rate parking structures

Modesto
6 Minimize utility relocation costs
7 Maximize maintenance of existing street connections
8 Minimize right of way costs
9 Facilitate access by bus/transit, bicycle, foot traffic

(244)

Block 25 comprises 2.82 acres in eight privately-owned lots. One lot is vacant and seven are occupied
with commercial buildings.

L Block 25 and adjacent blocks (6, 7,8,24,26,32,33,34) lie within the moderate-density Transition
District ofthe recently adopted form-based code, which focuses denser development into a 42-block
area of downtown. Changing the station area to Central District, which allows the highest density, is
desirable.

2. The immediate vicinity of Block 25 allows a variety ofuses. Commercially-zoned land lies west of
State Route 99. The high-density Central District is two blocks west of the site.

3. Downtown Modesto has a gridded street pattern. However, the grid is interrupted by the Union
Pacific Railroad and State Route 99, which constrain access to this area. Nearby I, H, and G Streets
cross both facilities, providing good connectivity.

4. Block 25 is regulated by the city's form-based code, which focuses on context sensitivity. The form­
based code could be expanded to nearby areas to allow better station-area development.

5. At this time, Modesto does not limit parking or charge market rates. In downtown, parking can be
shared to reduce the total supply. Adaptive reuse ofexisting buildings does not require compliance
with parking ratios that apply outside of downtown.

6. A 6-inch sewer line serves Block 25 from the alley. There is also a 27-inch line in 7"' Street, a 10-
inch line in 8"' Street, and a IO-inch line in H Street, as well as four sewer utility holes adjacent to the
site. There is a 12-inch stormwater collection pipe in 7th Street served by three adjacent catchbasins
and two utility holes. The block is served by a 12-inch water line from the alley and an 8-inch water
line in H Street. There are four adjacent valves and three adjacent hydrants.

7. Street connectivity is good and must be maintained.
8. Right ofway acquisition would be relatively expensive, as the block is privately held.
9. Good connectivity to the external roadway network will result in good multi-modal access.



Block 26: H, 7th
, G, 8th

Passenger Rail Station Siting Criteria

High Speed Rail Authority/Altamont Commuter Express
1 Higher density within 1/2 mile of station, minimum density requirements
2 Mix of land uses and housing types within 1/2 mile of station
3 Grid street pattern, pedestrian-oriented design, multi-modal access
4 Context-sensitive building design
5 Lirnits on parking for new development; market-rate parking structures

Modesto
6 Minimize utility relocation costs
7 Maxirnize rnaintenance of existing street connections
8 Minimize right of way costs
9 Facilitate access by bus/transit, bicycle, foot traffic

(244)

+ 0

Block 26 comprises 2.72 acres in 14 privately-owned lots. Four lots are vacant, two are occupied by
houses, and eight are occupied with commercial buildings.

L Block 26 and adjacent blocks (7, 8, 9, 25, 27, 33, 34, 35) lie within the moderate-density Transition
District of the recently adopted form-based code, which focuses denser development into a 42-block
area of downtown. Changing the station area to Central District, which allows the highest density, is
desirable.

2. The immediate vicinity ofBlock 26 allows a variety ofuses. Commercial and residentially-zoned
land lies west of State Route 99. The high-density Central District is two blocks west of the site.

3. Downtown Modesto has agridded street pattern. However, the grid is interrupted by the Union
Pacific Railroad and State Route 99, which constrain access to this area. Nearby I, H, and G Streets
cross both facilities, providing good connectivity.

4. Block 26 is regulated by the city's form-based code, which focuses on context sensitivity. The form­
based code could be expanded to nearby areas to allow better station-area development.

5. At this time, Modesto does not limit parking or charge market rates. In downtown, parking can be
shared to reduce the total supply. Adaptive reuse of existing buildings does not require compliance
with parking ratios that apply outside ofdowntown.

6. A 6-inch sewer line serves Block 26 from the alley. There is also a 27-inch line in 7"' Street, a 10-
inch line in H Street, as well as four sewer utility holes adjacent to the site. There is a 12-inch
stormwater collection pipe in 7th Street fed by two adjacent catchbasins and two utility holes. The
block is served by a 12-inch water line from the alley. There is also a 12-inch water line in G Street
and an 8-inch line in H Street. There are four adjacent valves and one adjacent hydrant.

7. Street connectivity is good and must be maintained.
8. Right of way acquisition would be relatively inexpensive, as the value of buildings on the block is

generally less than the value of the land.
9. Good connectivity to the external roadway network will result in good multi-modal access.



Block 27: G, yth, F, 8th

Passenger Rail Station Siting Criteria

High Speed Rail Authority/Altamont Commuter Express
1 Higher density within 1/2 mile of station, minimum density requirements
2 Mix of land uses and housing types within 1/2 mile of station
3 Grid street pattern, pedestrian-oriented design, multi-modal access
4 Context-sensitive building design
5 Limits on parking for new development; market-rate parking structures

Modesto
6 Minimize utility relocation costs
7 Maximize maintenance of existing street connections
8 Minimize right of way costs
9 Facilitate access by bus/transit, bicycle, foot traffic

(2.33)

+ 0

Block 27 comprises 2.75 acres in nine privately-owned lots. Two lots are vacant and seven are occupied
with commercial buildings.

I. Block 27 and adjacent blocks (8, 9, 26, 34, 35) lie within the moderate-density Transition District of
the recently adopted form-based code, which focuses denser development into a 42-block area of
downtown. Blocks 10 and 28 are zoned for industrial use. Changing the station area to Central
District, which allows the highest density, is desirable.

2. The immediate vicinity ofBlock 27 allows a variety of uses, including industrial development
adjacent and commercial and residentially-zoned land west of State Route 99. The high-density
Central District is two blocks west of the site.

3. Downtown Modesto has a gridded street pattern. However, the grid is interrupted by the Union
Pacific Railroad and State Route 99, which constrain access to this area. Nearby H and G Streets
cross both facilities, providing good connectivity.

4. Block 27 is regulated by the city's form-based code, which focuses on context sensitivity. The form­
based code could be expanded to nearby areas to allow better station-area development.

5. At this time, Modesto does not limit parking or charge market rates. In downtown, parking can be
shared to reduce the total supply. Adaptive reuse of existing buildings does not require compliance
with parking ratios that apply outside of downtown.

6. A 6-inch sewer line serves Block 27 from the alley. There is also a 27-inch line in 7'" Street and a 15-
inch line in F Street, as well as five sewer utility holes adjacent to the site. There is a 14-inch
stormwater collection pipe in 7'" Street fed by two adjacent catchbasins and two utility holes. The
block is served by a 4-inch water line from the alley. There is also a 12-inch water line in G Street
and a main line in F Street. There are four adjacent valves and three adjacent hydrants.

7. Street connectivity is good and must be maintained.
8. Right of way acquisition would be relatively expensive, as the block is privately held and the value of

buildings on most lots exceeds the value ofthe land.
9. Good connectivity to tbe external roadway network will result in good multi-modal access.



Block 28: F, t h
, Union Pacific

Passenger Rail Station Siting Criteria

High Speed Rail Authority/Altamont Commuter Express
1 Higher density within 1/2 mile of station, minimum density requirements
2 Mix of land uses and housing types within 1/2 mile of station
3 Grid street pattern, pedestrian-oriented design, multi-modal access
4 Contex1-sensnive building design
5 limits on parking for new development; market-rate parking structures

Modesto
6 Minimize utility relocation costs
7 Maximize maintenance of existing street connections
8 Minimize right of way costs
9 Facilitate access by bus/transit, bicycle, foot traffic

(2.11 )

+ 0

Block 28 comprises 5.86 acres in five privately-owned lots. One lot is vacant and four are occupied with
commercial buildings.

1. Block 28 and adjacent blocks (10,11,15,29,35,26) lie outside the form-based code. Adjacent
Blocks 9 and 27 are included in the moderate density Transition District of the Downtown Core zone,
which has minimum density requirements. Changing the station area to Central District, which
allows the highest density, is desirable.

2. The immediate vicinity ofBlock 28 allows a variety of uses, including industrial development
adjacent and commercial and residentially-zoned land west of State Route 99. The Downtown Core
zone, which allows a variety ofuses, lies north ofand adjacent to the site.

3. Downtown Modesto has a gridded street pattern. However, the grid is interrupted by the Union
Pacific Railroad, State Route 99, and the Tuolumne River. G Street crosses both SR 99 and the
Union Pacific Railroad. Sierra Drive also crosses SR 99, providing good connectivity. 7''' and 9"'
Streets cross the Tuolunme River.

4. This block lies outside of, but adjacent to, the area regulated by the city's form-based code, which
focuses on context sensitivity. A fonn-based code could be prepared for this area to allow better
station-area development.

5. At this time, Modesto does not limit parking or charge market rates. In downtown, parking can be
shared to reduce the total supply. Adaptive reuse ofexisting buildings does not reqnire compliance
with parking ratios that apply outside of downtown.

6. Sewer lines adjacent to Block 28 include a 30-33-inch line in 7th Street, a 15-inch line in F Street, and
lO-inch and 27-inch sewer lines crossing midblock. There are eight sewer utility holes adjacent to or
on the site. There is a 16-to-42-inch stormwater collection pipe in 7"' Street and a 42-inch pipe
crossing midblock. These lines are fed by one adjacent catchbasin and one utility hole. There are
water lines in 7''' Street and in F Street. There are three adjacent valves and two adjacent hydrants.

7. Street connectivity is moderately good and must be maintained.
8. Right ofway acquisition would be relatively inexpensive, as the value ofhuildings on most lots is

less than the value ofthe land.
9. Moderately good connectivity to the external roadway network will result in moderately good multi­

modal access.



Block 29: Union Pacific, B, M&ET, Beard

Passenger Rail Station Siting Criteria

High Speed Rail Authority/Altamont Commuter Express
1 Higher density within 1/2 mile of station, minimum density requirements
2 Mix of land uses and housing types within 1/2 mile of station
3 Grid street pattern, pedestrian-oriented design, multi-modal access
4 Context-sensitive building design
5 Limits on parking for new development; market-rate parking structures

Modesto
6 Minimize utility relocation costs
7 Maximize maintenance of existing street connections
B Minimize right of way costs
9 Facilitate access by bus/transit, bicycle, foot traffic

(178)

+ 0

Block 29 comprises a single 1.06-acre, privately-owned lot, that is occupied by commercial buildings.

1. Block 29 and adjacent blocks (15, 16,28,36) lie outside tbe Downtown Core zone, which has
minimum density requirements. This block is zoned for industrial use; areas nearby include various
residential densities, commercial, and commercial manufacturing nses. Cbanging the station area to
Central District, which allows the highest density and has minimnm density requirements, is desirable.

2. The immediate vicinity ofBlock 29 allows a variety of uses, as noted above. The Downtown Core
zone, which allows a variety ofuses in a single building, lies nortb ofF Street.

3. Downtown Modesto has a gridded street pattern. However, the grid is interrupted by the Union
Pacific Railroad, Modesto & Empire Traction, State Route 99, and tbe Tuolumne River. B Street
crosses botb SR 99 and the Union Pacific Railroad Sierra Drive also crosses SR 99 and 7'" Street
crosses the Tuolumne River. Because oftbis block's adjacency to two railroad rights ofway, it is
particularly difficult to access.

4. This block lies outside oftbe area regulated by the city's form-based code, which focuses on context
sensitivity. A fonn-based code could be prepared for this area to allow better station-area
development.

5. At this time, Modesto does not limit parking or charge market rates. In downtown, parking can be
shared to reduce the total supply. Adaptive reuse ofexisting buildings does not require compliance
with parking ratios that apply outside ofdowntown.

6. Sewer lines adjacent to Block 29 include 4-inch lines in B Street and an 8-inch line in Beard Street.
There are two sewer utility holes adjacent to the site. There is no stonnwater infrastructure adjacent
to Block 29. There is a 6-inch water line in Beard Street and a water main in B Street. There is one
hydrant adjacent to the block.

7. Street connectivity is poor. This site could be included in the station, but access must be improved.
8. Right of way acquisition would be relatively inexpensive, as the block is privately held and the land

value exceeds tbe value ofbuildings.
9. Poor connectivity to the external roadway network will result in poor multi-modal access.



Block 30: Union Pacific, Needham overpass, 9th, L

Passenger Rail Station Siting Criteria

High Speed Rail Authority/Altamont Commuter Express
1 Higher density within 1/2 mile of station, minimum density requirements
2 Mix of land uses and housing types within 1/2 mile of station
3 Grid street pattern, pedestrian-oriented design, multi-modal access
4 Context-sensitive building design
5 Limits on parking for new development; market-rate parking structures

Modesto
6 Minimize utility relocation costs
7 Maximize maintenance of existing street connections
8 Minimize right of way costs
9 Facilitate access by bus/transit, bicycle, foot traffic

(2.00)

+ 0

Block 30 is a 6.68-acre block that is divided into seven lots, ofwhich six are privately owned and one is
owned by the City of Modesto. There is one vacant lot, the rest are occupied by commercial buildings.

1. Block 30 and adjacent blocks (19, 20, 21) lie outside the Downtown Core zone, which has minimnm
density requirements. This block is zoned for industrial use; areas nearby also allow commercial
manufacturing and commercial uses. Adjacent Blocks 22 and 31 are in the Transitional District of the
Downtown Core zone, which has minimum density requirements. Changing the station area to
Central District, which allows the highest density, is desirable.

2. The immediate vicinity ofBlock 30 allows a variety of uses, as noted above. The Downtown Core
zone, which allows a variety of uses in a single building, lies south ofL Street.

3. Downtown Modesto has a gridded street pattern. However, the grid is interrupted by the Union
Pacific Railroad and State Route 99. Adjacent L Street crosses both of these facilities. The block's
adjacency to the Union Pacific right ofway generally limits access, however, the long frontage of the
block could be used to good advantage.

4. This block lies outside of the area regulated hy the city's form-based code, which focuses on context
sensitivity. A form-based code could be prepared for this area to allow better station-area
development.

5. At this time, Modesto does not limit parking or charge market rates. In downtown, parking can be
shared to reduce the total supply. Adaptive reuse ofexisting buildings does not require compliance
with parking ratios that apply outside of downtown.

6. Sewer lines adjacent to Block 30 include 16-inch line that crosses midblock, a 27-inch line and an 8-
inch line in 9th Street, and an 8-inch line in L Street. There are 15 sewer utility holes adjacent to the
site. There is a 36-42-inch stormwater collection pipe in 9th Street, served by five catchbasins and
eight utility holes. There is an 8-inch water line in 9'" Street and a 12-inch line in L Street. There are
one valve and four hydrants adjacent to the block.

7. Street connectivity is moderately good.
8. Right of way acquisition would be relatively inexpensive, as the block is privately held and the land

value often exceeds the value ofbuildings on a particular lot.
9. Moderately good connectivity to the external roadway network will resnlt in moderately good multi­

modal access.



Block 31: Union Pacific, L, 9th
, K

Passenger Rail Station Siting Criteria

High Speed Rail Authority/Altamont Commuter Express
1 Higher density within 1/2 mile of station, minimum density requirements
2 Mix of land uses and housing types within 1/2 mile of station
3 Grid street pattern, pedestrian-oriented design, multi-modal access
4 Context-sensitive building design
5 limits on parking for new development; market-rate parking structures

(2.78)

+ 0
Modesto
6 Minimize utility relocation costs
7 Maximize maintenance of existing street connections
8 Minimize right of way costs
9 Facilitate access by bus/transit, bicycle, foot traffic

Block 31 is a single-lot, 1.63-acre block that is currently owned by the City of Modesto and is developed
with a parking structure. The City has a contract with the Doubletree Hotel that authorizes joint use of the
City-owned structure, but which surrenders use to the Doubletree Hotel around 2020.

I. Block 31 and adjacent blocks (22, 23, 32) lie within the Transition District of the Downtown Core
zone, which has minimum density requirements. Adjacent blocks 30 and 21 are zoned for industrial
and commercial manufacturing uses. Extending the Central District to the station, just a block away,
which allows the highest density, is desirable. Alternatively, this structure could be used by patrons
of passenger rail if changes were made to the existing contract with the Doubletree Hotel.

2. The immediate vicinity ofBlock 31 allows a variety of uses, as noted above. The Downtown Core
zone, which allows a variety of uses in a single building, regulates the area south ofL Street.

3. Downtown Modesto has a gridded street pattern. However, the grid is interrupted by the Union
Pacific Railroad and State Route 99. Adjacent L and K Streets cross both of these facilities.

4. This block lies in the Transition District of the Downtown Core zone, which focuses on context
sensitivity.

5. At this time, Modesto does not limit parking or charge market rates. In downtown, parking can be
shared to reduce the total sopply. Adaptive reuse of existing buildings does not require compliance
with parking ratios that apply outside of downtown.

6. Sewer lines adjacent to Block 31 include 8-inch lines in L and 9th Streets and a 27-inch line in K
Street. There are five sewer utility holes adjacent to the site. There is an 18-inch stormwater
collection pipe in L Street and a 42-inch pipe in 9th Street, as well as a pipe in K Street, which are
served by two adjacent catchbasins and six adjacent utility holes. There is a 12-inch line in L Street,
another water line in 9th Street and two water mains in K Street. There are three valves and two
hydrants adjacent to the block.

7. Street connectivity is good.
8. Right ofway acquisition would be relatively inexpensive, as the block is owned entirely by the City

ofModesto and the value of the parking structure is less than the value of the land.
9. Good connectivity to the external roadway network will result in good multi-modal access.



Block 32: Union Pacific, K, 9th
, I

Passenger Rail Station Siting Criteria

High Speed Rail Authority/Altamont Commuter Express
1 Higher density within 1/2 mile of station, minimum density requirements
2 Mix of land uses and housing types within 1/2 mile of station
3 Grid street pattern, pedestrian-oriented design, multi-modal access
4 Context-sensitive building design
5 Limits on parking for new development; market-rate parking structures

(278)

+ 0
Modesto
6 Minimize utility relocation costs
7 Maximize maintenance of existing street connections
8 Minimize right of way costs
9 Facilitate access by bus/transit, bicycle, foot traffic

Block 32 is a single-lot 3.54-acre block that is currently owned by the City of Modesto and is the site of
the City's transit center. The site is occupied in part by the historically significant Southern Pacific
Railroad Depot (1915), which is on the City's Landmark Preservation list (#19).

1. Block 32 and adjacent blocks (22, 23, 24, 25, 31, 33) lie within the Transition District ofthe
Downtown Core zone, which has minimum density requirements. Extending the Central District to
the station, just a block away, which allows the highest density, is desirable.

2. The immediate vicinity of Block 32 allows a variety of uses. The Downtown Core zone, which
allows a variety of uses in a single building, regulates development in the area.

3. Downtown Modesto has a gridded street pattern. However, the grid is interrupted by the Union
Pacific Railroad and State Route 99. Adjacent K and I Streets cross both of these facilities.

4. This block lies in the Transition District of the Downtown Core zone, which focuses on context
sensitivity.

5. At this time, Modesto does not limit parking or charge market rates. In downtown, parking can be
shared to reduce the total supply. Adaptive reuse of existing buildings does not require compliance
with parking ratios that apply outside ofdowntown.

6. Sewer lines adjacent to Block 32 include 27-inch line in K Street, 8- and 12-inch lines in 9th Street, 8-
and 18-inch lines crossing the site, and a 4-inch line serving the site from I Street. There are nine
sewer utility holes adjacent to the site. There is a 42-inch stormwater collection pipe in 9th Street, as
well as a pipe stubs in K and I Streets, which are served by five adjacent catchbasins and four
adjacent utility holes. There are two water mains in K Street, a main in I Street, and a main in 9"
Street. Another main traverses the site parallel to 9th Street. There are eight valves and five hydrants
adjacent to or on Block 32.

7. Street connectivity is good.
8. Right of way acquisition would be relatively inexpensive, as the block is owned entirely by the City

ofModesto.
9. Good connectivity to the external roadway network will result in good multi-modal access.



Block 33: Union Pacific, I, 9th
, H

Passenger Rail Station Siting Criteria

High Speed Rail AuthoritylAltamont Commuter Express
1 Higher density within 112 mile of station, minimum density requirements
2 Mix of land uses and housing types within 112 mile of station
3 Grid street pattern, pedestrian-oriented design, multi-modal access
4 Context-sensitive building design
5 limits on parking for new development; market-rate parking structures

(2.67)

+ 0
Modesto
6 Minimize utility relocation costs
7 Maximize maintenance of existing street connections
8 Minimize right of way costs
9 Facilitate access by busltransit, bicycle, foot traffic

Block 33 is a privately-owned 1.57-acre block divided into two lots. Each lot is occupied by a
commercial building.

1. Block 33 aud adjacent blocks (24, 25, 26, 32, 34) lie within the Trausition District of the Downtown
Core zone, which has minimum density requirements. Extending the Central District to the station,
just a block away, which allows the highest density, is desirable.

2. The immediate vicinity of Block 33 allows a variety of uses. The Downtown Core zone, which
allows a variety of uses in a single building, regulates development in the area.

3. Downtown Modesto has a gridded street pattern. However, the grid is interrupted by the Union
Pacific Railroad and State Route 99. Adjacent I aud H Streets cross both ofthese facilities.

4. This block lies in the Trausition District of the Downtown Core zone, which focuses on context
sensitivity.

5. At this time, Modesto does not limit parking or charge market rates. In downtown, parking cau be
shared to reduce the total supply. Adaptive reuse of existing buildings does not require compliauce
with parking ratios that apply outside ofdowntown.

6. Sewer lines adjacent to Block 33 include a 12-inch line in 9th Street and a l2-inch line in H Street.
There are three sewer utility holes adjacent to the site. There is a 42-inch storrnwater collection pipe
in 9'" Street, as well as 12-inch pipe stubs in I aud H Streets, which are served by two adjacent
catchbasins aud three adjacent utility holes. There is a water main in I Street aud one in 9th Street.
There are two hydrauts adjacent to Block 33.

7. Street connectivity is good.
8. Right ofway acquisition would be relatively expensive, as the block is privately-owned aud building

values are roughly equal to laud values.
9. Good connectivity to the external roadway network will result in good multi-modal access.



Block 34: Union Pacific, H, 9th
, G

Passenger Rail Station Siting Criteria

High Speed Rail Authority/Altamont Commuter Express
1 Higher density within 1/2 mile of station, minimum density requirements
2 Mix of land uses and housing types within 1/2 mile of station
3 Grid street pattem, pedestrian-oriented design, multi-modal access
4 Context-sensitive building design
5 Limits on parking for new development; market-rate parking structures

Modesto
6 Minimize utility relocation costs
7 Maximize maintenance of existing street connections
8 Minimize right of way costs
9 Facilitate access by bus/transit, bicycle, foot traffic

(2.56)

+ 0

Block 34 is a privately-owned 1.62-acre block divided into four lots. Each lot is occupied by a
commercial building.

l. Block 34 and adjacent blocks (25, 26, 27, 33, 35) lie within the Transition District of the Downtown
Core zone, which has minimum density requirements. Extending the Central District to the station,
just a block away, which allows the highest density, is desirable,

2. The immediate vicinity ofBlock 34 allows a variety of uses. The Downtown Core zone, which
allows a variety ofuses in a single building, regulates development in the area.

3. Downtown Modesto has a gridded street pattern. However, the grid is interrupted by tbe Union
Pacific Railroad and State Route 99. Adjacent I and H Streets cross botb of these facilities.

4. This block lies in the Transition District of the Downtown Core zone, which focuses on context
sensitivity.

5. At this time, Modesto does not limit parking or cbarge market rates. In downtown, parking can be
shared to reduce the total supply. Adaptive reuse ofexisting buildings does not require compliance
with parking ratios that apply outside ofdowntown.

6. Sewer lines adjacent to Block 34 include a 12-inch line in H Street and a 14-inch line in 9"' Street
Street. There are four sewer utility holes adjacent to the site. There is a 42-inch stormwater
collection pipe in 9'" Street, as well as a 12-incb pipe in H Street, which are served by three adjacent
catchbasins and three adjacent utility holes. There is a water main in 9th Street and a 12-inch water
line in G Street. There is one hydrant adjacent to Block 34.

7. Street connectivity is good.
8. Right ofway acquisition would be relatively expensive, as the block is privately-owned and building

values are roughly equal to land values.
9, Good connectivity to the external roadway network will result in good multi-modal access.



Block 35: Union Pacific, G, 9th
, D

Passenger Rail Station Siting Criteria

High Speed Rail Authority/Altamont Commuter Express
1 Higher density within 1/2 mile of station, minimum density requirements
2 Mix of land uses and housing types within 1/2 mile of station
3 Grid street pattern, pedestrian-oriented design, multi-modal aCCess
4 Context-sensitive building design
5 Limits on parking for new development; market-rate parking structures

(2.17)

+ 0
Modesto
6 Minimize utility relocation costs
7 Maximize maintenance of existing street connections
8 Minimize right of way costs
9 Facilitate access by bus/transit, bicycle, foot traffic

Block 35 is a privately-owned 8.05-acre block divided into five lots. Three lots are vacant and two are
occupied by commercial buildings.

I. One-third of Block 35 and adjacent blocks (26, 27, 34) lie within the Transition District of the
Downtown Core zone, which has minimum density requirements. Two-thirds ofBlock 35 and
adjacent Blocks 28 and 36 lie outside the Downtown Core zone and are regulated by conventional
zoning, which does not establish minimum densities. Extending the Central District to the station,
just a block away, which allows the highest density, is desirable.

2. The immediate vicinity ofBlock 35 allows a variety of uses. One-third of the block allows various
uses in a single building, as do surrounding blocks to the north, west, and east, all ofwhich lie in the
Downtown Core zone. Two-thirds ofBlock 35 and the blocks to the south are zoned for industrial
use.

3. Downtown Modesto has a gridded street pattern. However, the grid is interrupted by the Union
Pacific Railroad and State Route 99. Adjacent I and H Streets cross both of these facilities.

4. One-third of this block lies in the Transition District ofthe Downtown Core zone, which focuses on
context sensitivity, hence the hybrid rating for this criterion.

5. At this time, Modesto does not limit parking or charge market rates. In downtown, parking can be
shared to reduce the total supply. Adaptive reuse of existing buildings does not require compliance
with parking ratios that apply outside of downtown.

6. Sewer lines adjacent to Block 35 include a 14-16-inch line in 9th Street, a IO-inch and a 27-inch
sewer line in D Street, and a IS-inch line crossing the site midblock. There are 15 sewer utility holes
adjacent to the site. There is a 42-inch storrnwater collection pipe in 9th Street and a 42-inch pipe in D
Street, which are served by three adjacent catchbasins and five adjacent utility holes. There is a 12-
inch water line in G Street, and water mains in both 9th and D Streets. There are three hydrants
adjacent to Block 35.

7. Street connectivity is moderately good.
8. Right of way acquisition would be relatively inexpensive; although the block is privately-owned,

improvement values are generally less than land values.
9. Moderately good connectivity to the external roadway network will result in moderately good multi­

modal access.



Block 36: M&ET/Beard, D, 9th
, B

Passenger Rail Station Siting Criteria

High Speed Rail Authority/Altamont Commuter Express
1 Higher density within 112 mile of station, minimum density requirements
2 Mix of land uses and housing types within 1/2 mile of station
3 Grid street pattern, pedestrian-oriented design, multi-modal access
4 Context-sensitive building design
5 Limits on parking for new development; market-rate parking structures

Modesto
6 Minimize utility relocation costs
7 Maximize maintenance of existing street connections
8 Minimize right of way costs
9 Facilitate access by bus/transit, bicycle, foot traffic

Block 36 is a single-lot, privately-owned 9.1-acre block that is occupied by commercial buildings,

(2.00)

L Block 36 and adjacent blocks (15,16,19,35) lie outside the Downtown Core zone, which establishes
minimum density requiremeuts, and are instead regulated by conventional zoning, which does not
establish minimum densities. Extending the Central District to the station is desirable.

2. The immediate vicinity ofBlock 36 allows a variety ofuses in limited-use zones. Most properties are
zoned for industrial use, but areas nearby are also zoned for commercial manufacturing, commercial,
higher density residential, and low density residential uses.

3. Downtown Modesto has a gridded street pattern. However, the grid is interrupted by the Union
Pacific Railroad, Modesto & Empire Traction, State Route 99, and the Tuolnmne River. Adjacent B
Street crosses the Union Pacific and SR 99; Sierra Drive also crosses SR 99. Both 9th and 7'h Streets
cross the Tuolnmne River.

4. This block lies outside ofthe area regulated by the city's form-based code, which focuses on context
sensitivity. A form-based code could be prepared for this area to allow better station-area
development

5. At this time, Modesto does not limit parking or charge market rates. In downtown, parking can be
shared to reduce the total supply. Adaptive reuse of existing buildings does not require compliance
with parking ratios that apply outside ofdowntown.

6. Sewer lines adjacent to Block 36 include a lO-inch and a 27-inch sewer line in D Street, an 8-inch
line in Beard Street, a 6-inch sewer line in D Street, a 16-inch line in 9th Street, and a 6-inch line on
that extends onto the site. There are 12 sewer utility holes adjacent to the site. There is a 42-inch
stormwater collection pipe in D Street, which is served by four adjacent catchbasins and three
adjacent utility holes. There are several water lines adjacent to Block 36, including water mains in
9th, D, and B Streets and a 6-inch line in Beard Street. Three hydrants are adjacent to the site.

7. Street connectivity is moderately good.
8. Right ofway acquisition would be relatively expensive because the block is privately-owned and

improvement values are higber than land values.
9. Moderately good connectivity to the external roadway network will result in moderately good multi­

modal access.



City of Modesto, Community and Economic Development Department

Passenger Rail Feasibility Study
Ranking Preferred Station Locations: Site and Circulation Plans

A Report for Workshop 3, June 20, 2012

Background

This Passenger Rail Station Feasibility Study is Modesto's initial consideration of where to
locate a station in downtown. Transportation infrastructure of all types represents a tremendous
investment of public money-StanCOG's 2011 Regional Transportation Plan (Table 3.1, page
66) estimates that the region will receive approximately $1.8 billion from 2012 to 2021 ($180
million arumally) and approximately $2.5 billion from 2022 to 2036 ($167 million annually)
from all known sources of revenue. Virtually all of this money is planned for road construction
at this time; none of the money is currently allocated for passenger ralL

Because transportation expenditures are substantial, planning must begin by developing
generalized studies that become more detailed at every stage of the process. Thus, this effort is
fairly general, and is being conducted for the purpose of narrowing options and identifying
subsequent steps in the station selection and planning process.

Modesto's Urban Area General Plan includes a policy to locate a passenger rail station in
downtown, but does not identify a specific site (Policy V.B.6.kA, page V-lO). Modesto has
limited ability to identify the location of a future passenger rail station, contiogent on such
variables as the selection of an alignment for a passenger rail system, which is the discretion of
the State of California and the California High Speed Rail Authority, with participation from the
San Joaquin Regional Rail Authority.

Modesto is located on Phase 2 of the High Speed Rail system, which includes the Altamont
Commuter Express. Phase 2 comprises the Los Angeles to San Diego leg, the Merced to
Sacramento leg, and upgrading and extending the existing Altamont Commuter Express service.
City staff actively participates in regional (Phase 2) rail planning meetings and workshops.

On August lO, 2011, the City of Modesto conducted the first workshop for the Passenger Rail
Station Feasibility Study. The purpose of this workshop was to present an overview of the
project with an emphasis on that portion of the project that will affect Modesto, then to discuss
criteria for selecting a location ("siting criteria") for a future passenger rail station.

Attendees at Workshop 2, held on November 16, 2011, identified five sites preferred for a
passenger rail station, shown on Figure 1. Subsequent review of these sites by staff eliminated
Site B from further review and combined Sites D and E into Site DIE, for a total of three sites.
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Introduction

The purpose of Workshop 3 is to rank the potential passenger rail station sites from most
preferred to least preferred.

There are currently two vertical alignments under consideration for the northern San Joaquin
Valley, in accordance with the California High Speed Rail Authority's revised business plan.
The term "vertical alignment" refers to the elevation of the rail line: "above grade" is raised
above street level, "at grade" is at street level, and "below grade" is in a trench or tunnel
underground. In the northern San Joaquin Valley, passenger rail is expected to be either at grade
or above grade, so both situations must be conSidered.

The revised business plan considers lower-cost alternatives to the immediate full implementation
of High Speed Rail, focusing on interim upgrades to existing passenger rail service in California,
which includes Altamont Commuter Express and Amtrak in the northern San Joaquin Valley.
An interim upgrade may result in at-grade passenger rail service through Modesto, using either
track space leased from Union Pacific Railroad or on dedicated parallel right of way. The
completion of high speed train service in California may include an above-grade alignment,
which would allow for higher speed service on a dedicated right of way.

Station Elements

The selected site must accommodate a Station Entry Plaza, Station House, and Transit Plaza,
which include the following functions:

Station Entry Plaza The entry plaza includes most of the functions for pre-boarding and
departure, excepting functions in the transit plaza. Ticketing, curbside drop off (kiss-and-ride),
bicycle parking, and entry lobby are all included.

Station House This area accommodates train arrivals and departures on platforms for passenger
arrivals and departures. Through train traffic also passes through the station house.

Transit Plaza In this area, buses arrive and depart with passengers.

Evaluating Preferred Sites

Five sites were identified for further study by participants in Workshop 2 (November 16, 2011).
The five sites are identified in no particular order as A, B, C, D, and E. The sites are illustrated
on Figure 1. Each site has benefits (pros) and drawbacks (cons), as described below.
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Site A: Blocks 25, 26, 33, and 34

Site A forms a rectangular area bounded by 7m,9th
, G, and I Streets, spanning the Union Pacific

Railroad right of way, Sm Street, and H Street. Site A has a minimum area of S.73 acres.

Pros 0 gridded streets, connections across SR 99
o Downtown Core zone
o adequately sized and centrally located
o wide variety of uses within a half mile of the site (residential, civic, industrial,

entertainment, restaurants, shopping)

Cons 0 straddles H Street, which might need to be closed at site
o acquisition costs relatively high, compared to other sites

Site B: Blocks 28 and 35

This site is an irregular polygon bounded by 9m, D, 7m, F, Sm, and G Streets, spanning the Union
Pacific Railroad right of way. Site B is a minimum of 13.91 acres.

Pros 0 edge of the downtown industrial area
o wide variety of uses within a half mile of the site (residential, commercial, civic,

entertainment, and industrial uses)
o large site not crossed by streets

Cons 0 blocks are large and streets are poorly connected locally and across SR 99
o uses within a half mile of the site are weighted toward industrial and park
o lower development potential in vicinity due to a large-scale food processing plant

Site C: Blocks 23, 24, and 32

This site forms a rectangle bounded by K, 9th
, I, and 7'h Streets and spanning the Union Pacific

Railroad right of way. Site C has a minimum area of 9.04 acres.

Pros 0 Downtown Core zone
o Relatively low utility relocation costs
o gridded streets, connections across SR 99
o wide variety of uses within a half mile of the site (residential, civic, industrial,

entertainment, restaurants, shopping)

Cons 0 acquisition costs relatively high, compared to other sites
o part of Block 23 is occupied by St. Stanislaus church, reducing usable area
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Site D: Blocks 32 and 33

This site is bounded by 9th
, H, and K Streets and the Union Pacific Railroad right of way. Site D

has a minimum area of 5.11 acres.

Pros 0 gridded streets, connections across SR 99
o Downtown Core zone
o wide variety of uses within a half mile of the site (residential, civic, industrial,

entertainment, restaurants, shopping)
o lower acquisition costs, compared to other sites

Cons 0 small site
o straddles I Street, which may need to be closed at the site

Site E: Blocks 24 and 25

Site E is bounded by 7th
, J. 8th

, and H Streets. Site E has a minimum area of 5.57 acres.

Pros 0 gridded streets, connections across SR 99
o Downtown Core zone
o wide variety of uses within a half mile of the site (residential, civic, industrial,

entertainment, restaurants, shopping)

Cons 0 small site
o straddles I Street, which may need to be closed at the site
o relatively high acquisition costs, compared to other sites

Although Site B (Blocks 28 and 35) is the largest of the sites, its location away from bridges
crossing State Route 99 and the Union Pacific Railroad right of way, limited the ability of Site B
to stimulate investment on the west side of State Route 99 within a five~minute walk of the site.
Therefore, Site B was eliminated from further consideration.

Sites D (Blocks 32 and 33) and E (Blocks 24 and 25) are the smallest sites: both comprise two
city blocks, rather than the minimum three blocks needed. Rather than eliminate these sites, staff
decided to combine these two sites into a single large site comprising 10.68 acres and referred to
as Site DIE.

Three sites, Site A, Site C, and Site DIE, will be evaluated further.
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Conceptual Site and Area Planning

With the selection of three sites for further evaluation (Site A, Site C, Site DIE), the work of
planning the area around the sites can begin. Several components must be considered:
pedestrian sheds or area of greatest influence, transportation access, parking, historic and
potential historic buildings, development types and densities, and street-rail interface for at-grade
tracks.

Pedestrian Sheds

A pedestrian shed or "ped shed" is a concept similar to a commute shed: it is the area that may
be covered by walking at a comfortable pace, usually measured in time from a center or an area
of greatest influence. Intuitively, the area in which a person can easily walk from a center within
a short period of time is likely to receive the highest volume of pedestrian traffic. The ped shed
is also an area of greatest influence for the passenger rail station that has implications for parking,
property values, and business locations. For this study, we have used the most common ped shed
of five minutes. Most people can comfortably walk about a quarter mile in five minutes. Five­
minute ped sheds for Sites A, C, and DIE are shown below (Figures 2, 3, and 4)

Parking

As shown on Figure 5, there is a substantial amount of parking in the study area. The City of
Modesto currently owns or operates approximately 2,600 off-street parking spaces and owns
enough curb space to park approximately 3,200 cars on street, for a total of approximately 5,800
spaces within the tlrree-site study area.

Parking demand varies substantially over the course of a day. During business hours, long-term
parking is needed for employees and shorHerm parking for customers and visitors. On-street
parking is most commonly used for short-term automobile storage, while off-street parking is
most commonly used for long-term storage. Public parking, both on- and off-street, can be used
flexibly to satisfy all of these needs.

Important considerations:

Demand for stand-alone parking changes with use, development intensity, and travel mode.

Modesto's form-based code allows intensification of development with minimal parking
requirements.

o New development is expected to comprise substantial residential development which will
allow better utilization of existing parking.

o As rail ridership increases, parking demand in the station area will also increase if transit
does not provide convenient access to the station with short headways.
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o Parking built to accommodate rail riders can eventually be repurposed to serve other
downtown users as parking demand declines.

o Modem parking management will be necessary to reduce parking demand. Reducing the
number of people driving downtown alone will require a long-range strategy that includes
metered parking, flexible market-rate prices for parking, high-frequency transit service,
reduced parking ratios, and other strategies.

Site A As shown on Figure 6, there are approximately 2,300 off-street parking spaces and
approximately 1,700 on-street parking spaces within a five-minute walk of Site A, for a
conservative estimate of 4,000 spaces. Surface parking lots within a five-minute walk of Site A,
accounting for 485 spaces, would certainly be removed when passenger rail is established, for a
net of approximately 3,500 spaces if no additional parking is constructed.

Site C Figure 7 indicates there are approximately 2,300 off-street parking spaces and
approximately 1,600 on-street parking spaces within a five-minute walk of Site C for an estimate
of 3,900 spaces. Approximately 470 surface parking spaces would likely be removed when
passenger rail service is established for a net of approximately 3,400 spaces if no additional
parking is constructed.

Site DIE This site has approximately 2,500 off-street parking spaces and approximately 1,800
on-street spaces within a five-minute walk of the site, as shown on Figure 8, for an estimate of
4,300 spaces. Approximately 630 surface parking spaces are likely to be removed when
passenger rail service is established for a net of approximately 3,700 spaces if no additional
parking is constructed.

Modesto is part of Phase 2 of the California High Speed Rail project. Ridership projections,
which vary with development patterns and economic conditions, have not yet been prepared for
Phase 2. However, it is reasonable to assume additional parking in downtown near the passenger
rail station will be needed to support rail ridership.
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Site and Circulation Plans

For many reasons, it is in the public interest to make walking, bicycling, bus, and train facilities
as readily available and convenient to use for work and non-work purposes, as are private
automobiles.

Each site has two sets of site and circulation plans. The first set illustrates conceptual site and
circulation plans for the above-grade rail option and the second set illustrates conceptual site and
circulation plans for the at-grade rail option. Generally speaking, the above-grade option utilizes
space more efficiently by allowing two levels for the station. The at-grade option presents safety
concerns by radically increasing the width of railroad right of way crossing streets and sidewalks.

Site A Selecting Site A would likely result in the closure of H Street across the site and
eliminate the G-H one-way couplet. Automobile traffic would flow around the site. Bus traffic
would be staged either on the east side of the site (at-grade option) or the west side (above-grade
option). Pedestrian and bicycle traffic would flow around and penetrate the site. An above­
grade walkway across the railroad tracks is recommended for the at-grade option to provide
pedestrian access to both sides of the site. (See Figures A-I and A-2.)

Site C This site encompasses the existing Transportation Center, as well as an additional
block-and-a-halfwest of the Union Pacific Railroad, with a half-block set aside for St. Stanislaus
parish church. For the at-grade option, bus traffic would be staged at the existing Transportation
Center, but would use the larger west side of the site for the above-grade option. Pedestrian and
bicycle traffic would penetrate the site and an above-grade walkway is recommended for the at­
grade option for pedestrian safety. Site C would not result in changes to the existing street
circulation pattern and automobile traffic would flow around the site. (See Figures C-l and C-2.)

Site DIE Site DIE is the largest site. Less demand for rail travel is assumed for the at-grade
option, as the train would likely provide primarily lower speed, interregional (rather than
statewide) service. Because it straddles I Street, closure to through automobile traffic is
recommended for safety, although bus, bicycle, and pedestrian traffic could continue to use I
Street. As with the other two sites, the at-grade option would allow bus access from the east side,
changing to the west side for the above-grade option. Bus, bicycle, and pedestrian traffic would
all penetrate the site and an above-grade pedestrian walkway is recommended for the at-grade
option. To promote bus access around the site, the G-H one-way couplet could be eliminated.
(See Figures DIE-l and D/E-2.)

Discuss station options and rank Sites A, C, and DIE in order ofpreference.
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Workshop 3: Report on Results

About two dozen members of the public attended the June 20, 2012, workshop. After the
introduction and project background describing how the three preferred sites were selected, the
conceptual site plans and circulation plans for each of the three sites (A, C, and DIE) was
discussed extensively amongst the room. The conceptual nature of the plans was emphasized.

A number of comments, concerns, and questions were raised by the attendees. In no particular
order, they are:

o Where was the original station?
o Don't close H Street.
o The above grade option will leave usable space below the tracks.
o How will the station be designed around the Union Pacific rail line?
o When asked, citizen groups like the signal timing on G and H Streets.
o Why isn't a below grade option being considered?
o Do the plans call for the relocation of the historic Southern Pacific depot?
o Are there any plans to buy and demolish St. Stanislaus church?
o How far out of town would the line remain above grade?
o The expansion area for Site DIE could also be used for Site C.
o I can't imagine closing I Street.
o Why not consider the area between L and K and 7th and 8th?
o Are there options to closing I Street?
o What would be the impact on the Save Mart on Downey of closing I Street at 9th Street?
o What would be the impact on the west side (paradise Road) traffic into downtown of closing I

Street at 9th Street?
o I Street closure concept should go to City Council.
o Any station plan that closes I Street gives momentum to that concept.
• If you close I Street, you need parking to accommodate increased pedestrian traffic.
• G and H are commuter streets, it's OK to close I Street, there's not as much traffic.
• An at-grade crossing for passenger rail is too dangerous.
• Block 25 is good.
• What is the noise impact of passenger rail on St. Stanislaus?
• For Site C, why not take another half block between I and H Streets?
• Why wasn't the area of t h and I Street considered?

Each of these points was discussed during the workshop. Below, we respond to the questions
and concerns identified above in order to represent the content of Workshop 3 as completely as
possible.

Where was the original station?
The original stop seems to have been approximately one block south of the existing 1915
Southern Pacific Depot on what is now 9th Street.
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Will historic buildings be relocated or demolished?
No decisions have been made yet regarding if, when, or how a passenger rail station will be built
in downtown Modesto. It is unknown at this time whether the rail line will pass through
downtown Modesto (near the Union Pacific Railroad) or on the east side of Modesto (near the
Burlington Northern~Santa Fe Railroad).

However, assuming the alignment will pass through downtown Modesto, staff believes that
incorporating the 1915 Southern Pacific Railroad Depot into the station design would provide
context for a new station, while preserving an important part of Modesto's history. There are no
plans to demolish or move St. Stanislaus Church, which would be expensive and would destroy
an important part of the city's history. These issues will be considered further if Modesto and
the region decide to host a passenger rail station.

Discussion ofstudy area sites and configurations other than Sites A, C, and DIE
The study area for a possible passenger rail station was broadly delineated through discussions
with consultants to the California High Speed Rail Authority. The study area was thus bounded
roughly by State Route 99 and Jefferson Street on the west, the Union Pacific Railroad on the
east, Sierra Drive and B Street on the south, and the Needham Overpass on the north.

Each block in the study area was evaluated using the criteria established at Workshop 1.
Attendees at Workshop 2 identified groups of blocks they considered preferable for a station
using the criteria and their knowledge of Modesto.

Discussion ofdifferent vertical alignments
The physical characteristics of travel on a high~speed rail system limit track curvature. Whether
curves are up and down or side to side, curves must be very long and gentle to minimize
passenger discomfort. Some portions of the larger system will travel through tunnels to
minimize curves, while most portions will either be at~grade or above~grade for long stretches.
Finally, tunneling is the most expensive option for the vertical alignment, although it might be
feasible in some areas.

Both above~grade and below~grade alignments would make more space available for use at street
level. Both of those options also eliminate at~grade street crossings, which would occur with the
at~grade alignment. Safety for roadway users and pedestrians is a concern with the at~grade
option. A below~grade option is not being considered by the City of Modesto because Modesto
is not responsible for engineering the system. Modesto may express preferences for the
alignment, but does not control the decision.

What about street closures and changing one-way streets to two-way streets?
Each of the site plans represents a single possibility for utilizing each site. There are many
possible configurations which will be explored should the city elect to host a passenger rail
station. Using more than a single block for a passenger rail station requires consideration of how
people will move across the station and around the perimeter of the site. Passenger safety in
particular is complicated if a street runs through a passenger rail station. The simplest approach,
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but not the only approach, is to close streets that would run through the station and route traffic
around the station perimeter.

One-way streets present a challenge to bus traffic. Because a passenger rail station will
incorporate a bus station to facilitate passenger traffic to and from the station, buses will enter
and leave the station site. To speed bus traffic to and from the site, buses need two-way street
access on all sides of the station. Once again, this is not a requirement, but makes bus access to
the site easier. Decisions about street closures and one-way or two-way streets will be made if
Modesto decides to host a station and after design options are elaborated.

Final Tally

After discussing the pros and cons of each site, votes were tallied as:

Site DIE: 23
Site C: 16
Site A: 3

Site DIE is the clear preference of those attending Workshop 3, many of whom attended more
than one workshop, some of whom attended all three workshops.
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-66

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE AWARD OF BIDS FOR THE
FURNISHING OF ANALYTICAL LABORATORY TESTING SERVICES FOR
THE DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS, WATER DIVISION AND
WASTEWATER DIVISION, TO ALPHA ANALYTICAL LABORATORIES,
DUBLIN, CA, BSK ANALYTICAL LABORATORIES, FRESNO, CA, FGL
ENVIRONMENTAL, SANTA PAULA, CA, SIERRA ANALYTICAL, LAGUNA
HILLS, CA, AND TESTAMERICA LABORATORIES, INC., IRVINE, CA, FOR A
TWO (2) YEAR AGREEMENT WITH THREE (3) ONE-YEAR EXTENSION
OPTIONS AT THE SOLE DISCRETION OF THE CITY, AND AUTHORIZING
THE PURCHASING MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO ISSUE PURCHASE
AGREEMENTS FOR AN ESTIMATED ANNUAL COST OF $333,160

WHEREAS, the City Manager authorized the Purchasing Manager to issue formal

Request for Bids (RFB) for the furnishing ofanalytical laboratory testing services, and

WHEREAS, the Purchasing Division issued RFB No. 1213-05 Analytical

Laboratory Testing Services to twenty (20) prospective bidders, two (2) of which were

local vendors and posted the RFB on the City's website, and

WHEREAS, bids were formally opened in the City Clerk's Office. Nine (9)

companies choose to respond, none of which were local vendors. All nine (9) companies

provided responsive and responsible bids, and

WHEREAS, based on providing the best overall value to the City, City staff

recommends the award of bids for the furnishing of analytical laboratory testing services

for the Department of Public Works, Water Division and Wastewater Division, to Alpha

Analytical Laboratories, Dublin, CA, BSK Analytical Laboratories, Fresno, CA, FGL

Environmental, Santa Paula, CA, Sierra Analytical, Laguna Hills, CA, and TestAmerica

Laboratories, Inc., Irvine, CA, and

WHEREAS, Modesto Municipal Code Section 8-3.203 generally requires all

purchases, which meet or exceed $50,000 for material, equipment or contractual services
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to be formally bid. The award of bids for the furnishing ofanalytical laboratory testing

services for the Department of Public Works, Water Division and Wastewater Division,

to Alpha Analytical Laboratories, Dublin, CA, BSK Analytical Laboratories, Fresno, CA,

FGL Environmental, Santa Paula, CA, Sierra Analytical, Laguua Hills, CA, and

TestAmerica Laboratories, Inc., Irvine, CA, conforms to the Modesto Mnnicipal Code,

and

WHEREAS, funds are budgeted in Fiscal Year 2012-l3 for the furnishing of

analytical laboratory testing services in Appropriation Units: 4100-55090-53335, 4100-

55090-53336 and 4210-54115-53335.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby authorizes the award of bids for the furnishing of analytical laboratory

testing services for the Department of Public Works, Water Division and Wastewater

Division, to Alpha Analytical Laboratories, Dublin, CA, BSK Analytical Laboratories,

Fresno, CA, FGL Environmental, Santa Paula, CA, Sierra Analytical, Laguna Hills, CA,

and TestAmerica Laboratories, Inc., Irvine, CA.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Purchasing Manager, or his designee, is

hereby authorized to issue purchase agreements for an estimated annual cost of$333,160.

02/12/2013JFinance1PWlItem 12 2 2013-66



The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting ofthe Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 12'h day of February, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Gunderson, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FO

By:

Burnside, Cogdill, (Jeer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

ATTEST:

ALCALA WOOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-67

RESOLUTION REAPPOINTING BRAD MORAD TO THE DOWNTOWN
IMPROVEMENT DISRICT ADVISORY BOARD

WHEREAS, Section 1102 ofthe Charter of the City of Modesto authorizes the

City Council to appoint members to various Boards and Commissions, and

WHEREAS, the Downtown Improvement District Board of Directors are

recommending the reappointment of Brad Morad to a term ending January 2017 to the

Downtown Improvement District Advisory Board.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT HEREBY RESOLVED by the Council of the City

of Modesto as follows:

SECTION 1. Brad Morad is hereby reappointed to the Downtown Improvement

District Advisory Board.

SECTION 2. The City Clerk is hereby directed to transmit a copy ofthis

resolution to the reappointed members ofDowntown Improvement District Advisory

Board, and as Secretary thereof.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 26th day of February, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Burnside, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

By:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

SUS A ALCALA WOOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-68

A RESOLUTION APPROVING A CONTRIBUTION AGREEMENT BETWEEN
THE COUNTY OF STANISLAUS AND THE CITY OF MODESTO FOR THE
CONSTRUCTION PHASE OF THE SAFE ROUTES TO SCHOOL (SR2S) -
SUTTER AVENUE IMPROVEMENTS AROUND JAMES MARSHALL
ELEMENTARY SCHOOL PROJECT, AND AUTHORIZING THE CITY
MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO EXECUTE THE AGREEMENT

WHEREAS, the City and County submitted an application for the Safe Routes to

School (SR2S) Grant program, and

WHEREAS, Caltrans notified the City of Modesto that this project was successful

in receiving SR2S grant funding, and

WHEREAS, at their June 28, 2011 meeting, the City Council accepted the Safe

Routes to School Grant of $423,376 for the Sutter Avenue Improvements around James

Marshall Elementary School, and

WHEREAS, the project will be funded at 90% by Safe Routes to School at an

amount not to exceed $423,376.00 and a 5% local match from the City at an amount not

to exceed $23,521.00, and a 5% local match from the County at an amount not to exceed

$23,521.00 collected and administered by the City, and

WHEREAS, the City of Modesto desires to enter into a Contribution Agreement

with the County of Stanislaus for the construction phase of the Safe Routes to School

(SR2S) - Sutter Avenue Improvements around James Marshall Elementary School

project, and

WHEREAS, this project area is partially located within the City limits and within

the unincorporated area of the County, and

WHEREAS, the project will improve school pedestrian safety and circulation

within the City and County providing a benefit to both the City and the County, and
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WHEREAS, the CIP Task Force approved this project at their April 12,2011

meeting, and

WHEREAS, the County Board of Supervisors approved this Contribution

Agreement at their December 11, 2012, meeting.

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves a Contribution Agreement between the County of Stanislaus and

the City of Modesto for the construction phase of the Safe Routes to School (SR2S)-

Sutter Avenue Improvements around James Marshall Elementary School project.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute the Agreement.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 26th day of February, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councihnember Cogdill,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

By:~~~~~==~~~___
A WOOD, City Attorney
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AMENDED FOR CLERICAL ERROR

MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-69

RESOLUTION APPROVING AN OUTSIDE SERVICE AGREEMENT
BETWEEN THE CITY OF MODESTO AND EI SALTO INVESTMENTS FOR
SEWER SERVICE FOR THE PROPERTY LOCATED AT 1728 DONALD
STREET IN THE ROBERTSON ROAD NEIGHBORHOOD, MODESTO,
(APN:037-024-014); AND AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER, OR HIS
DESIGNEE, TO EXCUTE THE AGREEMENT

WHEREAS, the property located at 1728 D:mald Street is not connected to City's

sewer system, and

WHEREAS, the property is located outside Modesto City limits, and inside the

City's Sphere ofInfluence, and

WHEREAS, the property is inside the Modesto Municipal Sewer District No.1,

and

WHEREAS, the City of Modesto can and is willing to provide domestic sewer to

the subject area, and

WHEREAS, The Stanislaus County Redevelopment Agency installed complete

sewer infrastructure in the" neighborhood" and individual laterals to each parcel to

connect the property to the City of Modesto's sewer system, and

WHEREAS, consistent with adopted LAFCO Policy 15, the extension of sewer

service is proposed to remedy a health and safety concern in an area with failing septic

system, and

WHEREAS, the installation ofthe sewer service lines will upgrade the

infrastructure in this already developed unincorporated area to facilitate a later

annexation, and

02l26120I3IC&EDIBSandhu/ltem 8 2013·69



WHEREAS, the sewer connection fees shall be paid and associated permits be

obtained prior to beginning any on site construction, and

WHEREAS, that the property owner is required to enter into an outside service

agreement for sewer service with the City

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves an Outside Service Agreement for the property located at 1728

D.ouald Street, in the Robertson Road Neighborhood, Modesto (APN 037-024-014)

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute the agreement.

The foregoing documents were introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 26th ofFebruary, 2013, by Councilmember Cogdill, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Muratore,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

By: __~~~~~____~_____
SUS
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-70

A RESOLUTION APPROVING AN AGREEMENT FOR SERVICES BETWEEN THE
CITY OF MODESTO AND ENVIRONMENTAL SCIENCE ASSOCIATES FOR
PREPARATION OF AN ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT FOR THE
PROPOSED MARKETPLACE PROJECT IN AN AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED
$143,609, FOR THE IDENTIFIED SCOPE OF SERVICES, PLUS $14,360.90 FOR
ADDITIONAL SERVICES (IF NEEDED), FOR A MAXIMUM TOTAL AMOUNT OF
$157,969.90, AND AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER TO EXECUTE THE
AGREEMENT

WHEREAS, Berberian Holdings, LP, has applied for a general plan amendment

and rezoning from P-D(211) to a new planned development referred to as the Marketplace

Project, to allow for a shopping center, property located at the southwest comer of Sylvan

Avenue and Oakdale Road, and

WHEREAS, Section 21080.1 of the California Public Resources Code requires

the City of Modesto, as lead agency, to make a determination of whether an

environmental impact report is required for the Project, and

WHEREAS, the City of Modesto has determined that an Environmental Impact

Report will be necessary to ensure that the City of Modesto complies with the

requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act for the Marketplace Project.

The project applicant now desires to proceed with an Environmental Impact Report, and

WHEREAS, City staff recommends an Agreement between the City of Modesto

and Environmental Science Associates be executed in an amount not to exceed $143,609

for the identified scope of services, plus $14,360.90 for additional services (if needed),

for a maximum total amount of $157,969.90 to allow Environmental Science Associates

to prepare an Environmentallmpact Report based on the scope of services supplied to

City staff, and
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WHEREAS, the applicant will pay the entire cost of the EIR, induding staff time

spent on said project, and the applicant has deposited $100,000 of funds with the City to

cover a portion amount of work outlined in the Scope of Services described in Exhibit"A"

of the Agreement for Consultant Services, and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves the Agreement between the City of Modesto and Environmental

Science Associates for the preparation of an Envirornnental Impact Report for the proposed

Marketplace project, in an amount not to exceed $143,609 for the identified scope of

services, plus $14,360.90 for additional services (if needed), for a maximum total amount

of$157,969.90.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute the Agreement.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of the

City of Modesto held on the 26th day of February, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Cogdill, was

upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

ATTEST ~f)jiJi
STEPH IE LOPEZ, City Cl rk

By: __~~~~_____________
SUS
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Community
Development

January 8, 2013

Steve Mitchell
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Exhibit A

ESA is pleased to provide the following revised scope of work and cost estimate for environmental compliance
services related to The Marketplace Shopping Center Project (proposed project) in the City of Modesto. This

scope ofwork includes the additional traffic analysis discussed on January 4, 2012. Our cost estimate is based on
the following project understanding and scope ofservices anticipated for the proposed project.

Project Understanding

The proposed project is an application for a General Plan Amendment to redesignate approximately 18 acres from

Mixed-use (MU) and Residential (R) to Commercial (C), and to rezone the same property from Planned Development
Zone P-D (211) to a new Planned Development Zone (PD), to allow development ofa shopping center located at

the southwest corner of Sylvan Avenue and Oakdale Road in the city of Modesto, CA. An Initial Study/Mitigated
Negative Declaration was originally prepared for the proposed project (relying upon the General Plan Master

Environmental Impact Report). However, it has been determined by the City that a project-level Environmental
Impact Report (EIR), focused on the site specific issues, is more appropriate for the project at this time.

To prepare the EIR for the project, ESA will incorporate technical data from the previously prepared Initial
StudylMitigated Negative Declaration for the proposed project, additional information prepared by staff, additional

analysis prepared by the traffic consultant, and the Master Environmental Impact Report (note that the EIR will
not be tiered from the MEIR, but may incorporate citywide issues and analyses by reference). Key assumptions

include the following:

• The existing Traffic Study is adequate and will only require minor updates and revisions to address issues
that have been raised. The minor revisions will be prepared by the traffic consultant as a subconsultant to
ESA. ESA will incorporate the results ofthe traffic study into the EIR.

o No unique issues related to biological resources, cultural resources, or geology/soils are present, and the
MEIR mitigation measures can be incorporated into the EIR.

o Urban decay issues have been adequately addressed by staffand will be incorporated into the ElR.

• The General Plan MEIR and the Tivoli EIR will provide the basis for cumulative impact analysis.
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The City of Modesto will act as the lead agency under CEQA. Our scope ofwork incorporates the City's "Project

and/or Program ElR Process" guidance.

Scope of Work and Cost Estimate

Our scope ofwork and cost estimate is based on the assumption that a Environmental Impact Report (ElR) will
be prepared for the proposed project, focusing on the issues of aesthetics, air quality, climate change, hydrology

and water quality, land use, noise, traffic, and urban decay. Growth inducement, alternatives, and cumulative

impacts will also be addressed. Based on the Initial Study and MEIR, the following impacts are anticipated to be
less than significant, and will be addressed briefly in the EIR: agriculture, biological resources, cultural resources,

geology and soils, mineral resources, hazards and hazardous materials, and public services and utilities. Prior to
finalizing the scope of work, ESA anticipates reviewing and discussing the teclmical issues associated with the

proposed project with the project applicant and City staff.

Task 1. Prepare a Notice of Preparation

Following a Kick-off conference call, ESA will prepare a Notice of Preparation (NOP) on behalf ofthe City in order
to elicit agency and public input on the scope of the ElR. A list of potential environmental issues will also be

prepared to assist in the scoping process for the EIR.

ESA will provide the City with the draft NOP to review. Following any revisions, ESA will submit the NOP to the

State Clearinghouse. Submission of the NOP to the State Clearinghouse will initiate the 30-day circulation period
as required by the CEQA Guidelines. As a General Plan Amendment, the project may be considered a "Project of

Statewide, Regional or Areawide Significance" (CEQA Guidelines Section 15206) and could require a scoping

meeting (see Task 7).

Deliverables: One (I) electronic copy of the draft NOP to the City for review.
One (I) electronic copy of the NOP to the City for local distribution.
Fifteen (15) copies of the NOP to be delivered to the State Clearinghouse by ESA.

Task 2. Prepare Administrative Draft Environmental Impact Report

ESA will prepare an Administrative Draft Environmental Impact Report (ADEIR) for review by the City. The

ADEIR consists ofthe following sections (per CEQA Guidelines Sections 15122 - 15131):

• Executive Summary. This section will provide a summary of the EIR and will include: a briefdescription
of the project; a summary of the environmental impacts, mitigation measures, and project alternatives; and
a discussion of areas ofcontroversy and issues remaining to be resolved.

• Iutroductiou. This section will contain a brief history of the project, the purpose of the environmental
review, and an overview of the ErR process, including the results of the scoping process.
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• Project Description. This section will include a description of the project, its location, its key characteristics,
and a statement ofthe project objectives. The description shall include the intended uses ofthe EIR, including
actions by the lead agency, responsible agencies that may rely upon the EIR, and a list of permits and other
approvals required to implement the project. A complete and stable project description is a requirement
for any legally defensible CEQA document. As part ofthis task, we will work closely with the City to prepare
a project description that meets the needs of the lead and responsible agencies. Preliminary site plans and
conceptual design drawings will be incorporated into the project description to the extent they are available.

• Setting. The setting sections will provide sufficient background information to characterize the existing
environmental baseline under each topic area. The setting sections will typically include information on
the regulatory background for the particular resource.

• Impacts and Mitigation Measures. With the input of the City's staff, we will develop a set of impact
criteria/thresholds that will be based on those identified in previous City EIRs and other adopted thresholds
of significance, such as the City's General Plan or the MEIR. We will use these criteria/thresholds to
assess impact significance. Adverse impacts that meet or exceed these criteria will be considered significant
environmental effects. Where possible to quantify, the increment of change between baseline and post­
project conditions will be identified. Impacts will be presented in a logical discussion that the general
public can understand. Feasible mitigation measures will be identified, and the significance of the impact
after incorporating mitigation measures will be discussed.

• Cumulative and Growth-Inducing Impacts. The EIR will evaluate cumulative and growth-inducing
impacts associated with the project.

• Alternatives Analysis. In addition to the project, ESA will consider alternatives to the project that would
reduce or avoid significant impacts. It is assumed that three alternatives will be adequate. Typical alternatives
include "no project", an on-site alternative, and an off-site alternative. If an off-site alternative is infeasible,
this will be noted in the EIR. Potential alternatives for this project include multifamily residential, no·
projec1!mixed use commercial (existing entitlement), and a reversed project footprint (Hashem access).

• Other CEQA Sections. In addition to the sections referenced above, we will provide all other CEQA
sections (areas of controversy, growth-inducement, significant and unavoidable impacts, list of persons
and agencies consulted, etc.), as required by Section 15120 et seq. ofthe CEQA Guidelines.

Environmental Impact Analyses

The following environmental issues will be addressed individually in the Impact Analysis chapter:

Aesthetics

The EIR will evaluate visual impacts related to scenic resources, degradation ofvisual character, and the creation
of substantial new sources of light and glare. The key steps in the analysis will include defining the viewshed and
key views, rating the visual character and quality ofthe site, analyzing the degree ofchange, and identifying the
numbers and sensitivity of viewer groups. A key issue for this project is the view of the project site from the
westerly residential area.
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Air Quality

The project site is located in the City ofModesto and is within the boundaries ofthe San Joaquin Valley Air
Basin (SNAB). The San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District (SJVAPCD) is the local air district with
jurisdiction over the project area. The proposed project is within a region currently designated "nonattainment"
for the State and national ozone and PM2.5 standards, as well as the State PMI 0 standard. The SJVAPCD
regulates air quality through its permit authority over most types of stationary emissions sources and through its
planning and review activities.

Construction activities could generate dust that could cause local violations of particulate standards, as well
as ozone precursors, particulates, and greenhouse gases (GHGs) from engine emissions. Project operations
are expected to generate additional motor vehicle trips, and associated criteria pollutants and GHGs. ESA will use
the recently released California Emissions Estimator Model (CalEEMod) to estimate criteria air pollutants
and GHGs from project construction and operations, identity whether the air quality emissions from these activities
would result in potentially significant impacts, and specity mitigation measures to reduce emissions where appropriate.

Climate Change

The CEQA Guidelines recommend quantification and analysis of greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions. As described
above under "Air QUality", we will quantity and evaluate greenhouse gas emissious, primarily C02, generated by
motor vehicle traffic and facility power usage associated with long-term operation of the project. Mobile source
GHG emissions will be estimated using vehicle miles travelled (VMT) derived from the City traffic model. This
will allow more accurate emissions estimates and a comparison with the cumulative impact analysis in the MEIR.
It is noted that there are no locally adopted GHG reduction plans that apply to the project. StanCOG is in the process
ofdeveloping a Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS), but this analysis will not be available within the timeframe
ofthe project EIR.

Hydrology and Water Quality

Incorporating existing information from the area Master Plan, the applicant's engineering calculations, City ordinances,
the MEIR and City staff, the EIR will characterize potential hydrology and water quality effects resulting from
implementation of the project, including construction, and identify measures to minimize the effects. The EIR
will provide a summary of existing surface water flows, Hooding conditions, groundwater depth, and surface and
groundwater quality. The project site is served by an existing detention basin, which is understood to have adequate
capacity to accommodate project-related runoff. Potential issues include construction run-off and sedimentation
affecting the local storm drain system, the potential to encounter groundwater during construction, changes in
existing urban run-off patterns, and changes in quantity and quality of stormwater runoff from proposed building
sites. It is anticipated that most of these issues will be mitigated through conditions incorporated up front as part
of the Project Description. As the project would involve grading over one acre in area, the project would be subject
to National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) requirements, administered by the Regional Water
Quality Control Board.
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Land Use

This section will address project consistency with local planning policies and regulations, including the Modesto
General Plan. ESA will identitY, using text and graphics, the existing and proposed land use classifications on the
site. We will also identitY surrounding land uses. It is noted that the project area is currently designated as Mixed­
use (MU) and Residential (R) by the City's General Plan. As the project includes a General Plan Amendment,
this change must be considered within the context of the City's overall land use planning policies. We will
analyze potential conflicts with existing land uses surrounding the site and the potential to physically divide
existing communities.

Noise

The project would include additional noise sources, both short-term (construction) and long-term (operational),
that could affect noise-sensitive receptors in the project area. ESA will assess project and cumulative noise impacts
with reference to the change in noise levels at noise-sensitive locations in the vicinity and with reference to the
City's Noise Ordinance and General Plan standards, and will devise, where necessary, feasible, appropriate noise
mitigation measures in accordance with CEQA. The noise analysis will include the following tasks:

• Site visit and long-term (24-hour) ambient noise level measurements.

• Traffic noise assessment based on the project traffic impact study.

• Demolition/construction noise assessment.

• Operations noise assessment for proposed shopping center, including delivery truck facilities and other
potential noise sources.

• Project noise impacts and mitigation measures.

Traffic

The ErR will examine the project's direct and cumulative impact on the City's circulation system and identify
feasible mitigation measures. A traffic study will be prepared by Kimley-Hom and Associates, Inc. to address
project-related traffic impacts, including potential issues raised by VRPA in their public comment letter (see
Attachment 3 for scope of work). ESA will peer review the study and incorporate it into the EIR.

Urban Decay

Economic effects are not considered as physical impacts under CEQA. However, when economic change results
in a physical effect, such as urban decay, it may be addressed in the EIR. The ErR will include a section that
assesses the potential for urban decay resulting from the proposed project. The assessment will be based on
information prepared by staff. An economic impact study is not included within this scope ofwork.
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Less-Than-Significant Impacts

The CEQA Guidelines (Section 15143) state than an EIR should focus on the potentially significant environmental
effects ofa project. Based on the Initial study, and public comment, it is assumed that the following impacts may
be "scoped out" of the EIR. They will be discussed briefly in a separate section of the EIR.

Agriculture

The project site is in a developed urban area within the City ofModesto. No impacts to agricultural resources are
expected.

Biological Resources

The potential for significant biological resources is relatively small. ESA will conduct a reconnaissance-level
survey to confirm this assumption. The project appears to contain some mature trees (based on aerial photographs).
ESA will assess the potential for these trees, or adjacent vegetation to serve as bird nesting habitat.

Cultural Resources

Based on a preliminary review of the MEIR, it appears no significant cultural resources have been identified in
the project area. The EIR will incorporate the programmatic mitigation for previously unknown archaeological
resources from the MEIR.

Geology, Soils and Mineral Resources

Due to its proximity to the Foothill Fault System, geologic and seismic haz.ards may exist in the vicinity ofthe
project site. ESA will review any geotechnical studies available for the project site. It is assumed that standard
construction techniques will mitigate any potential seismic hazards. Erosion, due to ground disturbing activities
may also be a concern. It is anticipated that standard requirements, including construction storm water best
management practices, will reduce impacts to a less than significant level.

Hazards and Hazardous Materials

The project is not on the list of sites compiled per Section 56962.5 of the Government Code. Assuming that the
applicant can provide a Phase I environmental assessment ofthe project site, and that no hazardous material
issues are identified, this impact will be identified as less than significant and no further analysis will be required.

Public Services and Utilities

Staff has determined that the project would not have an effect upon public services and utilities, including: sewer,
communications systems, electric and gas service, schools, recreational facilities, water supply, drainage, solid
waste, law enforcement, fire protection, and other emergency services, assuming compliance with standard City
requirements and conditions incorporated as part ofthe Project Description.
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Cumulative Impacts

ESA will coordinate with the City ofModesto to identifY any recent or pending projects in the vicinity of the
proposed project that could contribute to cumulative impacts. ESA may also use the cumulative impact analysis
contained in the City's General Plan ElR and the Tivoli EIR.

Alternatives

The discussion of project alternatives that could avoid or reduce siguificant project impacts is an important element of
the ElR. Working with the City, ESA will develop three alternatives, including the required "No Project" alternative.
Potential alternatives for this project include multifamily residential, no-project/mixed use commercial (existing
entitlement), and a reversed footprint (Hashem access). Clearly infeasible alternatives, including those that are
inconsistent with the Modesto General Plan, need not be considered. The alternatives analysis proposed in this
scope of work is qualitative in nature - separate model runs (e.g. traffic, air, and noise) are not proposed.

Deliverables: It is anticipated that submittal and review of the ADElR will be completed using electronic
documents.

Task 3. Prepare and Submit Public Draft EIR (DEIR)

After the City has reviewed the ADEIR, we will incorporate the necessary revisions into the document and
submit a 2nd ADElR to the City. We assume that the City will provide a single comprehensive set ofcomments.
Once the 2nd ADEIR is reviewed by City staff, ESA will make final revisions and provide a final screen check
copy of the DEIR to City staff prior to publication.

The DEIR must be circulated for a minimum of 45 days for public and agency comments. It is assumed that the
City will wish to hold a public hearing or workshop to receive comment on the DElR during the public review
period (see Task 7).

Deliverables: We will prepare and submit the following documents.

• Ten (10) copies and one (1) electronic copy of the DElR (including all appendices).

• A Notice ofCompletion for the State Clearinghouse along with fifteen (15) CD copies of the DElR. ESA
will submit the documents to the State Clearinghouse on behalfofthe City.

Task 4. Prepare and Submit FEIR and MMRP

At the conclusion of the 45-day public comment period, ESA will meet with City staff to discuss the written and
oral comments received during the comment period and the appropriate responses to those comments which raise
substantive environmental issues (including written, electronic, and verbal comments). This scope ofwork assumes
that all substantial environmental comments can be adequately responded to without performing additional analyses.
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The Final EIR (FEIR) shall contain the information specified in CEQA Guidelines Section 15132. ESA will format
the FEIR as a strike-out/underline revision ofthe DEIR, including the list of commenters, comments received,
and response to comments document. ESA shall submit the FEIR as an administrative draft for City review. ESA
will also prepare the draft Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP) per CEQA Guidelines Section
15097, containing all mitigation measures as identified in the FEIR.

Deliverables: Electronic copy ofthe Administrative Draft FEIR and draft MMRP.

Task 5. Prepare and Submit FEIR and MMRP

After City staff has reviewed the Administrative Draft FEIR and draft MMRP, we will incorporate the necessary
revisions into the document and submit the FEIR and MMRP to the City for publication.

Deliverables: Ten (10) hard copies and one (I) electronic copy of the Final EIR.

Task 6. Project Management

Our scope ofwork assumes that the ESA project manager will provide regular updates to the City regarding the
enviromnental process and will work with the planning team to ensure successful completion ofthe project. This
task assumes regular monthly communication, including conference calls and email.

Task 7. Project Meetings/Hearings

ESA will assist staff in scheduling and facilitating the Public Scoping Meeting and a Public Hearing to receive
comment on tbe DEIR. The ESA project manager will also attend a project kick-off meeting and two project
approval hearings (assumes one Planning Commission Hearing and one City Council hearing).

Should additional formal meetings be required, ESA's project manager can attend those meetings on a time and
materials basis (see Attachment 1).

Task 8. Final MMRP and Findings

ESA will prepare draft findings for the certification ofthe FEIR and the approval ofthe project (per CEQA Guideliues
Sections 15090 - 15092). If necessary, a proposed statement of overriding considerations will be prepared (per
CEQA Guidelines Section 15093). ESA will also prepare a Notice of Determination for the City, if the project is
approved. Filing fees for the NOD are not included in this scope of work.

Cost Estimate and Schedule
ESA proposes to complete the above scope ofwork on a time-and-materials basis for an estimated cost of$143,609.
A detailed estimate ofcosts by task is provided in Attachment 1. During the implementation of this scope ofwork,
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ESA may reallocate costs between identified tasks as necessary to meet project needs. This cost estimate is valid
for 60 days from the date ofthis letter and reflects ESA's current billing rates. Work will be invoiced monthly on
a time-and-materials basis up to the authorized not-to-exceed budget and will reflect ESA's rates in effect at the
time the work is completed.
Please find attached a preliminary project schedule (Attachment 2). We recognize that time is of the essence, and
that the proposed project has faced previous delays. We assume the schedule will be refined at the project kick­
offmeeting.

On behalf of ESA, we thank you for the opportonity to present this information to your firm. We trust you will
find this information adequate for your review. Should you need additional information or have any questions,
please do not hesitate to call our Project Manager, Brian Grattidge, or me, at (916) 564-4500.

Sincerely,

Daniel E. Dameron
Project Director

Attachments: (I) Cost Estimate
(2) Projected Schedule
(3) Traffic Study Scope of Work

9
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PROPOSED PROJECT SCHEDULE
THE MARKETPLACE SHOPPING CENTER

Kiek·Off Conference Call

Prepare and Submit ProJect Description

PHASE 2 - ENVIR.ONMENTAL COMPUANCE

Notice of Preparation

Prepare/Review Draft NOP

Publish NOP

30 Day Scoping Period

Public Scoping Meeting

Prepare end Submit Administrative Draft EIR

• Review Administrative Draf! EIR

Prepare and Submit Second Admlnistratlve Draft EIR

Review Second Administrative Draft EIR

Prepare and Review Screencheck Draft EIR

Publish Draft EIR

45 Day Publlo Review Period

Public WorkshoplHearing

Prepare Administrative Final E!R

Draft Responses to Comments

• Prepare Administrative Final EIR and MMRP

• Review Administrative Final EIR and MMRP

Prepare and Submit Final EIR and MMRP

PHASE 3 - PROJECT APPROVAL

Preparation of Findings

Certification of the E!R and Public Hearing

Month!y/week!y coordination with project team

•

.. Public WorkshopiHearing _ Task Ctly Review _ Public Revlew
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January 7, 2013

Mr. Brian Grattidge
Environmental Science Associates, Inc.
2600 Capitol Avenue, Suite 200
Sacramento, California 95816

Re: Traffic Impact Analysis Services
The Marketplace
Modesto, California

Dear Mr. Grattidge:

Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc. ("KHA") is pleased to submit this proposal to
Environmental Science Associates, Inc. (the "Client") for providing traffic impact
analysis services in support of the Environmental Impact Report (EIR) your firm
is preparing for The Marketplace (the "project" or "proposed project"). Our
Scope of Services, Schedule, and Fee are as follows.

Scope of Services

Task 1: Data Collection
KHA shall be entitled to rely on the completeness and accuracy of all
information provided by the Client. The Client shall provide all information
requested by KHA during the project.

KHA will complete one field visit to observe intersection lane configurations,
vehicle storage and queuing lengths, existing traffic control, speed limits, lane
utilization, adjacent land uses, and other readily apparent features for the study
facilities that are deemed by KHA to be relevant to the Scope of Services.

This Scope of Services includes collection of up to nineteen (19) PM peak-period
turning movement counts and up to fourteen (14) twenty-four hour roadway
segment counts. The PM peak-period intersection counts would be collected on
a typical weekday between the hours of 4:00 p.m. and 6:00 p.m.

Task 2: Trip Generation, Trip Assignment, and Scoping Documentation
The number of trips anticipated to be generated by the proposed project will be
approximated using Trip Generation, 9th Edition, and the Trip Generation
Handbook, Second Edition, both published by the Institute of Transportation
Engineers (lTE). As deemed appropriate by KHA and allowable by the City,
adjustments will be made to the proposed project's trip generation to account
for pass-by trips, diverted-link trips, alternate mode trips, and the interaction

III
TEL 916858 5800
FAX 916608 0885

III
Suite 200
1191 9 Foundation Place
Gold River, California
95670
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between project land uses. Project traffic will be distributed to the roadway
network based on existing traffic volumes, regional travel demand model
output, or professional judgment.

KHA will prepare a brief letter documenting the anticipated trip generation and
trip assignment for the proposed project. The letter report will be submitted
electronically to the Client for submittal to the City.

Tosk 3: Peak-Hour Traffic Operations Analysis
A peak-hour lOS analysis will be conducted for the weekday PM peak-hour for
the following scenarios:

A. Existing (2013) Conditions
B. Existing (2013) plus Proposed Project Conditions
C. Cumulative Conditions+
D. Cumulative plus Proposed Project Conditions+

+ Cumulative Conditions will be established collaboratively with the Client and the City to

identify reasonably foreseeable projects and an appropriate analysis year to which
background traffic will be forecasted using an annual growth rate.

The peak hour lOS analysis will be conducted for up to twenty-one (21)
intersections and up to fourteen (14) roadway segments. Identification of the
exact study facilities, which may result in the elimination of one or more of the
intersections andlor roadway segments, will be confirmed as part of Task 2
above. As appropriate, this Scope of Services and Fee Estimate will be modified
accordingly. A comprehensive list of previously completed traffic studies
performed for City approved projects and planned capital improvement
projects are assumed to be provided by the City in readily useable format. The
Client and the City will identify an appropriate analysis year to which
background traffic will be forecasted using an annual growth rate to be specified
by the City.

Peak-hour lOS will be determined for the time period and analysis scenarios
listed above. lOS for each scenario will be determined using methods defined in
the Highway Capacity Manual, 2000, using appropriate traffic analysis software
(Synchro). Impacts at study facilities will be determined based on the change of
LOS when project trips are added to the Background (5 Year) and Cumulative
(2025) Conditions.

Task 4: Traffic Signal Needs Assessment
KHA will complete a planning level assessment of the need for traffic
signalization for the unsignalized study intersections. The signal needs
assessment will be based on the peak-hour warrant methodologies noted in
Section 4.C of the California Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices
(CMUTCD), 2012 Edition. The assessment will be performed for the analysis
scenarios listed in Task 3.
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KHA will evaluate PM peak-hour vehicle queuing for all study intersection
turning movements where queuing spill-back is anticipated. Queuing for these
movements will be approximated using the Synchra computer software. 95th

percentile vehicle queues will be compared against available vehicle storage
lengths to determine if the queues are anticipated to exceed their available
storage and adversely affect adjacent through travel lanes. This evaluation will
be performed for the analysis scenarios identified in Task 3.

Task 6: On-Site Parking Evaluation
On-site parking (supply and layout) will be evaluated utilizing published City
guidelines, data included in Parking Generation, 4th Edition, published by ITE,
and other appropriate sources.

Task 7: Praject Option and Alternatives
KHA will quantitatively evaluate one (1) project option in which access to/from
Hashem Drive is eliminated. This evaluation will include quantification and
documentation of operational results for up to five (5) study intersections and
up to three (3) roadway segments for both "plus project" scenarios.

KHA will also qualitatively evaluate up to three (3) project alternatives. This
evaluation will include development of trip generation estimates for each
alternative for the purpose of performing a relative comparison of net, new
external trips between each alternative and the proposed project.

Task 8: Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT) Appraximation
KHA will obtain the City's travel demand model for the strict purpose of
approximating vehicle miles traveled (VMT) for the traffic analysis zone in which
the project is located. For the purposes of this Scope of Services, the model will
be used "as_is", with no modification or alternation required to obtain the
desired data. The VMT information will be provided to the Client separately
from the project report (Task 9).

Task 9: Documentation
Analyses completed in Tasks 1-8 will be documented in report format with
graphics as deemed appropriate by KHA. KHA will prepare and submit an
electronic (PDF) copy of the draft report to the Client.

Task 10: Response to Comments
KHA will address one (1) set of consolidated, non-conflicting comments on the
draft report. If the comments require additional analysis or data collection
beyond that provided for in this Scope of Services, this work will be considered
as an additional service. Any additional comment responses, regardless of
origin, will also be considered as an additional service.

KHA will prepare and submit an electronic (PDF) copy of the final report to the
Client.
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This Scope of Services includes participation in up to two (2) meetings (assumed
to be Planning Commission and City Council). A total of twelve (12) hours are
included for this effort.

Schedule

We will provide our services as noted in the above Scope of Services as
expeditiously as practicable. We anticipate delivery of the Draft Report within
four (4) weeks of receipt of all required information (including approved
projects and traffic counts). The Final Report is anticipated to be submitted
within two (2) weeks of receipt of comments on the Draft Report.

Fee and Billing

KHA will perform the above Scope of Services on a labor fee plus expense basis
not to exceed $26,000 (which includes $6J50 for a traffic count sub consultant).
The fee is allocated as follows based on the Client's tasks with the City:

Task
Task 1: Submittal of NOP
Task 2: Submit Admin Draft EIR
Task 3: Submit Public Draft EIR
Task 4: Submit Administrative Final EIR
Task 5: Submit Final EIR
Task 6: Project Management
Task 7: Meetings/Hearings

Fee
$1,000

$18,000 (incl. counts)
$1,500
$1,000

$500
$1,500
$2,500

All additional, approved services (i.e., meetings, additional data collection,
additional response to comments, etc.) will be billed on a labor fee plus expense
basis.

labor fee will be billed according to the attached rate schedule, which is subject
to annual adjustment. As to these tasks, direct reimbursable expenses such as
express delivery services, fees, air travel, and other direct expenses will be billed
at 1.10 times cost. A percentage of labor fee will be added to each invoice to
cover certain other expenses as to these tasks such as telecommunications, in­
house reproduction, postage, supplies, project related computer time, and local
mileage. Administrative time related to the project may be billed hourly. All
permitting, application, and similar project fees will be paid directly by the
Client. Payment will be due within 25 days of your receipt of the invoice.



~!!,.. Kimley-Horn
__ _ ~ and Associates, Inc.

Brian Grattidge
Traffic Impact Analysis Services for

The Marketplace, Modesto, CA
January 7, 2013, Page 5

We appreciate the opportunity to provide these services to you. Please contact
me directly at (916) 859-3617 if you have any questions or require additional
information.

Very truly yours,

KIMlEY-HORN AND ASSOCIATES, INC

Matthew D. Weir, P.E., T.E., PTOE
Associate, Project Manager
PE No. (70216 & TR2424

Attachment: Rate Schedule
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__ _ " and Associates, Inc.

Brian Grattidge
Traffic Impact Analysis Services for

The Marketplace, Modesto, CA
January 7, 2013, Page 6

Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc.

Sacramento TPTO Practice Standard Rate Schedule

Effective: August 1,2012 through July 31,2013

labor Rate
Classification (per hour)

Clerical $70

Accounting/Professional $95

Senior Accounting/Professional $120

Technician $95

CADD Operator $105

Designer $125

Analyst $100

Analyst I $110

Analyst II $115

Engineer/Planner I $125

Engineer/Planner II $165

Senior Engineer/Planner I $185

Senior Engineer/Planner II $200

Principal $230



City of Modesto Account #
Firm Name

Invol.oe #

Date of Invoice

Billing Period: (dates)

City of Modesto
Community and Economic Development Department

Planning Division
Invoice

Professional Fees
(description of professional service provided as
outlined in the Scope of Work)
(description of professional service provided as
outlined in the Scope of Work)
(description of professional service provided as
outlined In the Scope of Work)

Consultants
(Type of Consultant and Consultant Name)
(Type of Consultant and Consultant Name)
(Type of Consultant and Consultant Name)

Reimbursable & Expense Detail
Principais
Consultants
Reimbursables

ITOTALS

Budget

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00

$0.00

Previously
Billed

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00

$0.00

Current
Billing

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00

$0.00

Note: Reimbursable and Expense Detail- all reimbursable/expense costs must have detailed expense reports I receipts attached.
Budget" $ amount allocated per item and 'total project.
PrevIously Billed" $ amount of all previous billings
Current Billing" $ amount (per Item) of current Invoice
Balance" $ amount remaining. "Balance"" "budget" minus "previously billed" and "current billing".
% Complete::;: % of work complete per item and total project.

Exhibit "8"

Balance % Complete

$0.00 #DIV/OI

$0.00 #DIV/OI

$0.00 #DIV/O!

$0.00 #D!VIOI

$0.00 #DIVIOI
$0.00 #DIV/OI
$0.00 #DIV/OI

$0.00 #DIVIOI

$0.00 #DIV!OI

3(9/2007 EXCEL: Templates/Plng Adln Other/Consultant Invoice Template



MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-71

A RESOLUTION AMENDING THE FISCAL YEAR 2012-2013 MULTI-YEAR
BUDGET TO ESTABLSISH A NEW MULTI-YEAR PROJECT (1000746) AND
APPROPRIATING $110,000, FUNDED BY BERBERIAN HOLDINGS, LP, FOR
THE PREPARATION OF AN ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT FOR THE
MARKETPLACE PROJECT

WHEREAS, Berberian Holdings, LP, has applied for a general plan amendment

and rezoning from P-D(211) to a new planned development referred to as the Marketplace

Project, to allow for a shopping center, property located at the southwest comer of Sylvan

Avenue and Oakdale Road, and

WHEREAS, Section 21080.1 of the California Public Resources Code requires

the City of Modesto, as lead agency, to make a determination of whether an

environmental impact report is required for the Project, and

WHEREAS, the City of Modesto has determined that an Environmental Impact

Report will be necessary to ensure that the City of Modesto complies with the

requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act for the Marketplace Project.

The project applicant now desires to proceed with an Environmental Impact Report, and

WHEREAS, on February 26,2013, by Resolution No. 2013-70, the Council of

the City of Modesto approved a Standard Agreement for Consultant Services

("Agreement") with Environmental Science Associates, for the preparation of the

Enviromnental Impact Report, and

WHEREAS, Applicant has deposited with the City the amount of ONE

HUNDRED TEN THOUSAND AND 001100 ($110,000) DOLLARS to fund the

Environmental Impact Report and associated staff time, and
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NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves the amendment of the Fiscal Year 2012-2013 multi-year budget to

establish a new multi-year project (100746) and authorizes the Finance Director to take

the necessary actions to effect the budget amendment to appropriate $110,000 in

discretionary expense for the project.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a special meeting of the Council ofthe

City of Modesto held on the 26th day of February, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Cogdill, was

upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

By:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

ATTEST: 1~~:::'-:::::::::'::":~-:::::!.....+_1
STEPHA

A ALCALA WOOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-72

RESOLUTION AMENDING THE FISCAL YEAR 2012-2013 ANNUAL
OPERATING BUDGET

WHEREAS, a financial analysis has been completed and it has been determined

that a budget adjustment is required to the Annual Budgets of the City of Modesto for

Fiscal Year 2012-2013,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves amending the Fiscal Year 2012-2013 annual operating budget as

shown in Exhibit A, which is attached hereto and incorporated by reference herein.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Director of Finance, or her designee, is

hereby authorized to take the necessary steps to implement the provisions of this

resolution.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council ofthe

City of Modesto held on the 26th day of February, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Cogdill, was

upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following votes:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

ATTEST: tI~STEPH~
(SEAL)
APPROVED AS TO FORM:

By: -,--_~~'£2+--,----:---,-___
SUS ~ ALCALA WOOD, City Attorney
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EXHIBIT A

FINANCE

City Council, February 26, 2013
Monthly Budget Adjustment Report

On August 8, 2012 the Modesto City Council approved a contract with CGI Technologies and
Solutions Inc. to analyze and produce W-2c Forms for City of Modesto employees and magnetic
media for the IRS. Additional costs include Auditors Moss Adams, New W-2 Forms and
Temporary Labor totaling $71,078. An adjustment is necessary to establish a transfer in the
amount of $34,844 from multiple funds to the General Fund, and appropriate said revenue to
the Finance Department's operating budget General Fund Sales and Use Tax Revenue are
trending higher than budgeted and can provide the necessary funding of $36,234 for the
General Fund's portion of this project

HUMAN RESOURCES
During the FY 12-13 budget preparation process a vacant .60 Administrative Office Assistant III
(Conf) position was proposed to be reduced in the amount of $35,024 as part of the original 3%
reductions. During the second round of reductions this reduction was inadvertently added to the
reduction list a second time and subsequently adopted by Council making for a reduction of two
.60 Administrative Office Assistant III (Conf) for a total of $70,048 or double the intended
reduction. Staff intended for this reduction to be adopted only once for the vacant position and
are requesting that the second reduction of $35,024 be added back to the budget and the
second reduction of 60 Administrative Office Assistant III (Conf) be added back to position
allocation.

An adjustment is necessary to establish a transfer in the amount of $200,000 from the Risk
Management Administration Fund 5310 to the Property Insurance Fund 5340, which will be
used to increase the Property Fund reserves to $500,000. This reserve will be used to pay the
City's deductible in the event the City sustains another major loss or to pay property claims
below the deductible.

An adjustment is necessary to establish a transfer in the amount of $57,412 from the Property
Insurance Fund 5340 to the General Fund for damages caused by a sewer leak at the Police
Operations Building. This amount is being transferred to Cost Center 19105, MPD Insurance
Damages & Repairs, and then appropriated to Repair and Maintenance-Property Damage.

An adjustment is necessary to transfer $44,306 from labor concession savings in various funds
to their operating budgets to budget the City's FY12-13 projected expense for the Tier2 Retiree
Medical plan for new employees hired as of January 1, 2011 (please see the table below for a
breakdown of the amounts for each fund). These new employees receive a lump sum payment
of $2,400 after their 2 year vesting period is completed and $100 a month thereafter. The
employees eligible for this benefit are not eligible for the tier 1 Retiree Medical Plan which
consists of the sick leave conversion to monthly healthcare premiums after retirement The first
group of employees to meet the 2 year vesting requirement will become eligible to receive the
lump sum payment in January 2013 and this budget adjustment will provide funds to meet this
benefit obligation of the City for the $2,400 lump sum payment and the $100 a month payment
for the remaining 6 months of FY12-13. At the time the FY12-13 Budget was adopted, this
amount was not yet known. The final list of employees who would receive this benefit was
prepared and calculated in October 2012. There is also an amount of $34,560 attributed to this
same benefit for Modesto Regional Fire Authority employees that will be addressed through a
separate item presented to the MRFA Board.



Fund Name

General Fund

Water Fund

Sewer Operations Fund

Information Technology Fund

Finance Committee, February 27,2012
Monthly Budget Adjustment Report

Page 2 of 2

Amount

$ 10,746

$ 14,310

$ 11,448

$ 7,802

Modesto Regional Fire Authority Fund $ 34,560

Total $ 78,866

PARKS, RECREATION AND NEIGHBORHOODS
Administrative staff within the Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) division of the
PRN Department has been working on the Neighborhood Stabilization Program 2 Grant (NSP2)
project. Internal Service Fund (ISF) costs to the CDBG division are eligible to be allocated to the
NSP2 project on the proportionate share of actual costs based on personnel allocations. A
budget adjustment in the amount of $112,894 is necessary to reallocate ISF costs in CDBG
Administration Fund 1130 to NSP2 Fund 1101 for ISF charges related to the NSP2 Program.

PUBUCWORKS
The City of Ripon resides in Modesto's urbanized area; therefore, Modesto is required to apply
for the pass through Federal Transit Administration (FTA) funds allocated to Ripon. These funds
are San Joaquin County CMAQ (congestion mitigation-air quality) funds, not the City of Modesto
funds. This transfer will be made per the MOU agreement between Modesto and Ripon
approved by Council on September 22, 2009, by Resolution No. 2009-449. Therefore, an
adjustment is necessary to recognize revenue and increase the expense budget in the amount
of $861,636 for the pass through funds for the City of Ripon.



MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-73

RESOLUTION AMENDING THE POSITION ALLOCATION IN THE HUMAN
RESOURCES DEPARTMENT ADOPTED BY THE CITY COUNCIL TO ADD
BACK (1) .60 ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE ASSISTANT III (CONF) POSITION
WHICH WAS INADVERTANTLY REDUCED TWICE AS PART OF THE FY
2012-2013 BUDGET

WHEREAS, a Position Allocation for the Human Resources Deparhnent was

adopted by the Modesto City Council on June 12,2012, as part of the Annual Budget of

the City of Modesto for Fiscal Year 2012-2013, and

WHEREAS, during the preparation of the FY 12-13 budget adoption documents,

a second round of budget reductions was called for and (I) .60 Administrative Office

Assistant III (Conf) position was inadvertently and erroneously entered into the

recommended budget reduction list a second time and was subsequently adopted by

Council for Fiscal Year 2012-2013, and

WHEREAS, staff intended for this position to be reduced only once and are

asking for the second reduction ofthis position be added back to the Position Allocation

for the Human Resources Deparhnent,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves amending the Position Allocation in the Human Resources

Department for Fiscal Year 2012-2013 to add back (1) .60 Administrative Office

Assistant (Conf) in Cost Center 03210.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Director of Human Resources, or his

designee, is hereby authorized to implement the provisions of this resolution.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 26th day of February, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Cogdill,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

By: ~
SU . A ALCALA WOOD, CIty Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-74

RESOLUTION APPROVING A CUSTODY AGREEMENT WITH BANK OF
AMERCIA FOR THE 2005 WASTEWATER REVENUE REFUNDING BONDS

WHEREAS, the 2005 Wastewater Revenue Refunding Bonds (Bonds) were

issued in April 2005 in the amount of$36,495,000 (Series 2005A) and $2,740,000

(Series 2005B) for the purposed of refunding the City's Wastewater Revenue Bonds,

Series 1993 and to advance refund the City's Wastewater Treatment Facility Revenue

Bonds, Series 1997. The proceeds from these bonds were used to construct

improvements to the City of Modesto Wastewater utility, and

WHEREAS, on June 21, 2012 Moody's Investor Service, Inc. lowered the long-

term issuer rating and long-term senior unsecured rating ofBank of America, N.A., from

A2 to A3 (a "Rating Downgrade"). According to the Debt Service Reserve Forward

Delivery Agreement (Agreement) with U.S. Bank, N.A. as Trustee and Bank of America,

N.A. as provider and the City ofModesto, as issuer; Bank of America must take action

to secure its performance when a Rating Downgrade occurs, and

WHEREAS, in order to secure its performance, Bank of America has elected

under Section 8.1 of the Debt Service Reserve Forward Delivery Agreement to deposit

collateral into a Custody account with U.S. Bank National Association; such collateral

may consist of cash or securities defined in the Agreement and enter into a Custody

Agreement governing the disposition of the Custody account and the collateral posted

into the account,
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NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves the Bank of America Custody Agreement for the 2005

Wastewater Revenue Refunding Bonds.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Director of Finance, or her designee, is

hereby authorized to implement the provisions of this resolution.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 26th day of February, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Couneilmember Cogdill,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

By: -==~~~~-:-=c::c==-=-:--:--­
A ALCALA WOOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-75

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE AWARD OF A SOLE SOURCE
PROCUREMENT FOR THE PURCHASE OF UPDATED SOFTWARE AND
SERVERS TO ASSIST WITH THE COLLECTION, ANALYSIS, AND STORAGE
OF DIGITAL EVIDENCE FOR THE MODESTO POLICE DEPARTMENT, TO
PEN LINK, LINCOLN, NE, AND AUTHORIZING THE PURCHASING
MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO ISSUE A PURCHASE ORDER FOR AN
ESTIMATED TOTAL COST OF $62,000

WHEREAS, the Modesto Police Department is in need of updating software and

servers to assist with the collection, analysis, and storage of digital evidence, and

WHEREAS, currently, Pen Link is the sole manufacturer and distributor ofthe

equipment to law enforcement agencies, and

WHEREAS, Modesto Municipal Code Section 8-3.203 generally requires all

purchases, which meet or exceed $50,000 for material, equipment or contractual services

to be formally bid, and

WHEREAS, however, there are exceptions to the rule set forth in the Modesto

Municipal Code, and

WHEREAS, one exception, MMC Section 8-3.204(b), states whereas the

Purchasing Agency's requirements can be met solely by a single article or process; the

sole source procurement for the updated software and servers to assist with the collection,

analysis, and storage ofdigital evidence for the Modesto Police Department, to Pen Link,

Lincoln, NE, conforms to the Modesto Municipal Code,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby authorizes the award ofa sole source procurement for the purchase of

updated software and servers to assist with the collection, analysis, and storage of digital

evidence for the Modesto Police Department, to Pen Link, Lincoln, NE.
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BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Purchasing Manager, or his designee, is

hereby authorized to issue a purchase order for an estimated total cost of$62,000.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 26th day of February, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Cogdill,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

By:~~~~~~~~=~_____
LA WOOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-76

RESOLUTION AMENDING THE ADOPTED 2012/2013 OPERATING BUDGET
TO APPROPRIATE FUNDING OF AN ESTIMATED TOTAL COST OF $62,000
FOR THE PURCHASE OF UPDATED SOFTWARE AND SERVERS TO ASSIST
WITH THE COLLECTION, ANALYSIS, AND STORAGE OF DIGITAL
EVIDENCE FOR THE MODESTO POLICE DEPARTMENT

WHEREAS, the Modesto Police Department is in need of some updated software

and servers to assist with the collection, analysis, and storage of digital evidence, and

WHEREAS, currently, Pen Link is the sole manufacturer and distributor of the

this equipment to law enforcement agencies, and

WHEREAS, Modesto Municipal Code Section 8-3.203 generally requires all

purchases, which meet or exceed $50,000 for material, equipment or contractual services

to be formally bid, and

WHEREAS, however, there are exceptions to the rule set forth in the Modesto

Muuicipal Code, and

WHEREAS, one exception, MMC Section 8-3.204(b), states whereas the

Purchasing Agency's requirements can be met solely by a single article or process; the

sole source procurement for the purchase of updated software and servers to assist with

the collection, analysis, and storage ofdigital evidence for the Modesto Police

Department, to Pen Link, Lincoln, NE, conforms to the Modesto Municipal Code,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby amends the adopted 2012/2013 Operating Budget to appropriate funding of

an estimated total cost of $62,000 for the purchase of updated software and servers to

assist with the collection, analysis, and storage ofdigital evidence for the Modesto Police

Department, as listed in Exhibit A.
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BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Director of Finance, or her designee, is

hereby authorized to take the necessary steps to implement the provisions of this

resolution.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 26th day of February, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Cogdill,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

By: __~~~~_____________
SUS ALCALA WOOD, City Attorney
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Exhibit A

The Adopted 2012/2013 Operating Budget will be amended as follows:

Revenue
0100-19465-46507

Expense
0100-19465-57031

Increase/(Decrease)
$62,000

$62,000

Description
Forfeiture Funds - State

Police Equipment> $5,000



MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-77

A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING SUBMISSION OF THE CITY'S LOCAL
TRANSPORTATION FUND (LTF) CLAIM FOR FISCAL YEAR 2012-2013 FOR
OTHER PURPOSES IN THE AMOUNT OF $2,956,074, TO THE STANISLAUS
COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS (STANCOG)

WHEREAS, the Stanislaus Council of Governments (StanCOG) has informed the City

that Local Transportation Funds (LTF) funds have been apportioned by StanCOG for allocation

to the City, and

WHEREAS, this Claim for other purposes is the formal request by the City to StanCOG

to release its apportionment of LTF funds for streets and bicycle purposes during the coming

fiscal year, and

WHEREAS, LTF funds provide the required local match for Federal funds received for

the purpose of street proj ects, and

WHEREAS, two percent (2%) of all LTF funds available to StanCOG are designated to

be used for bicycle and pedestrian projects, and

WHEREAS, the City has prepared its LTF claim for Fiscal Year 2012-2013 pursuant to

Articles 4 and 8 of Chapter 4 of Part 11, Division 10 of the California Public Utilities Code, and

WHEREAS, Council action authorizing submission of the claim is required by StanCOG

pursuant to Section 99261 ofthe California Public Utilities Code before any LTF funding can be

released to the City,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby authorizes submission of the City's Local Transportation Fund claim for

Fiscal Year 2012-2013, in the amount of $2,956,074, to the Stanislaus Council of

Governments.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 26th day ofFebruary, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Cogdill,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

By ____,A~~~--------~-------
SUS ALCALA WOOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-78

RESOLUTION DIRECTING STAFF TO ASSESS THE CONDITION AND
LEGAL IMPLICATIONS ASSOCIATED WITH THE ASSUMPTION OF
RESPONSIBILITY FOR THE EMPIRE SANITARY DISTRICT AND RETURN
WITH A RECOMMENDATION

WHEREAS, the City of Modesto currently accepts all of the wastewater from

Empire for processing, and

WHEREAS, the City of Modesto has been asked to consider the feasibility of

assuming the operations of the Empire Sanitary District, and

WHEREAS, the cost of examining the legal, operational, regnlatory and financial

components of assuming the Empire Sanitary District will not exceed $28,000,

approximately $5,000 is expected to be spent securing outside legal advice specific to the

unique issues raised by this evaluation, and

WHEREAS, in order to accomplish this assessment, the following steps will need

to be taken; evaluate system condition and capacity, assess operational needs, evaluate

financial models, explore the legal complexities and perform a regulatory review, and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby directs staff to assess the condition and legal implications associated with

the assumption of responsibility for the Empire Sanitary District and return with a

recommendation.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 26th day of February, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Cogdill,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

~~~~~~~~~~-=~-------
A WOOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-79

RESOLUTION APPROVING AN IMPLEMENTATION AGREEMENT
BETWEEN THE CITY OF MODESTO AND MODESTO POLICE
MANAGEMENT ASSOCIATON (MPMA); AND AUTHORIZING THE
DIRECTOR OF HUMAN RESOURCES AND CITY MANAGER TO TAKE THE
NECESSARY ADMINISTRATIVE ACTION TO IMPLEMENT THE
AGREEMENT

WHEREAS, the current Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) between the

City of Modesto (CITY) and the Modesto Police Management Association (MPMA) was

extended to September 30, 2013, and

WHEREAS, it was agreed that during the term ofthe MOU if the City of

Modesto and the Modesto Police Officers' Association (MPOA) agree to any concessions

or benefits, then MPMA agrees to accept equivalent concessions and/or enhancements,

and

WHEREAS, representatives ofthe CITY and the MPMA have met and conferred

in good faith concerning the equivalent concessions andlor enhancements, and

WHEREAS, the CITY and MPMA have reached agreement on language changes

for a Letter ofAgreement (LOA) which, upon execution, shall be attached hereto and

made a part hereof, and

WHEREAS, the MOD provides as follows:

SECTION L WAGES.

a. The March 12,2013 increase of3% in MPOA's Detectives' base pay will

result in an equivalent increase for bargaining unit MPMA by increasing the base pay for

Sergeants, Corporals, and Lieutenants effective that same date.
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b. The MPOA increase of seven-tenths (0.7%) percent in Advanced POST

pay was for the redirection of a scheduled increase to City contribution for health

premium effective January 1,2013. An equivalent increase in the base pay for Sergeants,

Corporals, and Lieutenants will be effective February 26, 2013 for the elimination of the

City premium contribution increase effective March 1, 2013.

SECTION 2. MEDICAL BENEFITS. Effective March I, 2013 (pay period

beginning February 26,2013), the CITY shall contribute the following amounts toward

the combined total premium for health, dental and vision insurance plans: $1,100 per

month for employees with dependent coverage, $621 per month for employees without

dependent coverage, and 80% of the designated CITY contribution for employees

without dependent coverage for employees who opt out of health coverage.

SECTION 3. RETIREMENT. Effective February 26,2013, employees under

Tier I (3%@50 formula) shall begin paying 6.5% oftheir 9% employee contributions

which is an increase in payment of 5% by each employee.

SECTION 3. CONTINUATION OF REMAINING PROVISIONS. Except as

provided above, the remaining provisions of the July I, 2010 through September 30, 2013

MOU between the CITY and MPMA shall continue in the new MOU. The exact

language of all provisions shall be set forth in the MOU between the CITY and MPMA.

WHEREAS, the Council considered this matter at its meeting of February 26,

2013,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that the Council hereby approves the letter of agreement between the City of Modesto

and the Modesto Police Management Association (MPMA), which covers a term from
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July 1,2010 through September 30,2013, and upon execution of same, a copy of the

LOA will be on file in the office of the City Clerk.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 26th day of February, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Gunderson, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

02l261Z013IHR1JLopeziitem 17

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None
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City of Modesto
Modesto Police Management Association

Recitals

1. On April 4, 2012, the City ofModesto and the Modesto Police Management
Association (MPMA) reached agreement on the terms ofa successor Memorandum
ofUnderstanding (MOU) covering the period from July 1,2010 through September
30,2013. As part of that MOU, the parties agreed

a. to "maintain the cnrrent salary differentials between top step Detective and
top-step Sergeant based on base pay, advanced POST and education incentive
pay;" and

b. ifthe City and the Modesto Police Officers Association (MPOA) reached
agreement on additional concessions during the term ofthe agreement, the
MPMA would "accept equivalent concessions."

2. On December 11,2012 the City and the MPOA reached agreement on an extension of
the MPOA MOU. As part of that MOU extension, the parties agreed to

a. Accelerate scheduled wage increases from July 2, 2013 to March 12,2013;

b. increase Advanced POST pay by 0.7% effective January I, 2013;

c. forego the scheduled January 1,2013 increase in the City contribution towards
medical premiums; and

d. increase the Employee payment of the member contribution towards pensions
from 1.5% ofpensionable compensation to 6.5% ofpensionable compensation

3. This Agreement is intended to implement changes applicable to the terms and
conditions ofemployment for employees in the bargaining nnit represented by the
MPMA occasioned by the terms of the MPOA agreement.

Therefore, the parties agree as follows:

1. Wages

a. The March 12,2013 increase in Detectives' base pay will result in an
equivalent increase in the base pay for Sergeants, Corporals, and Lieutenants
effective that same date.

b. The MPOA increase ofseven-tenths (0.7%) percent in Advanced POST pay
was for the redirection of a scheduled increase to City contribution for health
premium effective January 1, 2013. An equivalent increase in the base pay for
Sergeants, Corporals, and Lieutenants will be effective February 26, 2013 for
the elimination of the City premium contribution increase effective March 1,
2013.
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City of Modesto
Modesto Police Management Association

2. Medical Benefits

Health, Dental and Vision Insurance
a. Effective March 1,2013 (pay period beginningFebruary 26, 2013), the CITY

shall contribute the following amounts bi-weekly (based on 24 pay periods)
toward the combined total premium for health, dental, and vision insurance plans,
with the employee responsible for the balance ofthe premium cost, if any. The
City's contribution shall remain at the amount listed below until such time as a
new agreement is adopted.

1. $550.00 bi-weekly ($l,lOO.OO/monthly) for employees with dependent
coverage.
For plan year beginning January 1, 2013 through December 31, 2013,
active employees with dependent coverage who are enrolled in the CITY­
sponsored High Deductible Health plan shall be eligible to receive a health
savings incentive in the amount of$35.00 bi-weekly ($70.00/monthly).

2. $310.50 bi-weekly ($621.00/monthly) for employees without dependent
coverage.

3. For employees who opt out ofhealth coverage, the City contribution shall
be equal to 80% of the designated CITY contribution for employees
without dependent coverage.

3. Retirement

Effective February 26,2013, employees under Tier I (3%@50 formula) shall begin
paying 6.5% oftheir 9% employee contributions which is an increase in payment of
5% by each employee.

Article 11- Section C shall be modified as follows:

C. For employees hired under Tier I (3%@50 formula), pursuant to the provisions of
Section 20691 of the California Government Code the CITY shall pay two and
one-half (2.5%) percent of the nine (9%) percent employee contribution in the
employee's name ofthe Public Employees' Retirement System, effective
February 26,2013. Such payments shall be implemented pursuant to the
provisions ofSection 20636(c) (4) of the California Government Code, and
reported to Public Employees' Retirement System as compensation earnable. The
employees shall pay the remaining six and one-half (6.5%) percent of the nine
(9%) percent employee contribution. Such payments shall be implemented
pursuant to Internal Revenue Code Section 414(h) (2), providing for pre-tax
employee contributions.
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City of Modesto
Modesto Police Management Association

For the CITY: For MPMA:

Greg Nyhoff, City Manager Scott Heller, President

Joe Lopez, Director ofI-luman Resonrces Clint Raymer, Vice President

Charles Sakai, Renne Sloan Holtzman Sakai

3



AMENDED ~!-61" ~~~~;-;:;::-==~

SCINDEDMODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-80

A RESOLUTION GRANTING SALARY CHANGES TO
MANAGEMENT SWORN POLICE CAPTAINS, AND
RESOLUTION NO. 2012-369

NRE
SCIN

ESOLUTION WAS
RESCINDED BY MODESTO

CITY COUNCIL RESOLUTION
NO.

WHEREAS, by Resolution No. 2012-369 adopted on September 11, 2012, t e
C}Ol'-l-'Sd O

City Council approved a salary increase of one and one-half (1.5%) percent for non-

sworn unrepresented Management and Confidential employees including Charter

Officers and Executives effective July 2,2013, and

WHEREAS, the City Council made no salary changes to Sworn Unrepresented

employees, and

WHEREAS, the Council of the City of Modesto desires to approve a two and

seven-tenths (2.7%) percent salary increase effective February 26, 2013, followed by an

additional three (3.0%) percent salary increase effective March 12,2013 for Sworn Police

Captains to alleviate salary compaction with Police Lieutenants, and

WHEREAS, the City desires consistency in the application of merit increases and

therefore will modify the unrepresented salary schedule from a nine (9) step plan to a five

(5) step plan,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

as follows:

SECTION 1. SALARY RANGES, RATES AND EFFECTIVE DATES. The

salary rates, salary ranges and salary steps as set forth in the following exhibits which are

attached hereto and made a part hereof provide for a one and one half (1.5%) percent

across-the-board salary adjustment for non-sworn unrepresented Management and

Confidential employees effective July 2, 2013, subject to Pay-for-Performance criteria.
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For non-sworn Executive Management and Charter Officers, salary ranges shall be

increased by one and one half (1.5%) percent effective July 2, 2013. For sworn Police

Captains, salary ranges shall be increased by two and seven-tenths (2.7%) percent

effective February 26, 2013 followed by an additional three (3.0%) percent increase

effective March 12,2013. For sworn unrepresented Management and Executives

(excluding Police Captains), salary ranges shall remain unchanged.

L Exhibit "A" entitled "City Of Modesto Class Range Table,
Unrepresented Management And Confidential Non-Sworn Classes,
Effective July 2,2013."

2. Exhibit "B" entitled "City Of Modesto Schedule Of Salary Ranges In
City Service For FY 13/14 Effective July 2, 2013 -
ManagementiConfidential- Non-Sworn Unrepresented."

3. Exhibit "C" entitled "City Of Modesto Class Range Table, Executive
Management, Effective December 4,2012" which includes Charter
Officers.

4. Exhibit "D" entitled "City Of Modesto Schedule Of Salary Ranges In
City Service For FY 13/14, Effective July 2, 2013 - Executive
Management."

5. Exhibit "E" entitled "City of Modesto Class Range Table, Fire
Management Classes, Effective January 6, 2009.

6. Exhibit "F" entitled "City of Modesto Schedule Of Salary Ranges in
City Service for FY 07/08, Effective June 26, 2007 - Schedule X, Fire
Management - 80 Hrs. - Battalion Chiefand Schedule Y, Fire
Management - 112 Hrs. - Battalion Chief.

7. Exhibit "G" entitled "City of Modesto Schedule Of Salary Ranges in
City Service for FY 07/08, Effective June 26, 2007 - Schedule E
ManagementiConfidential- Fire - 80 hours - Division Chief."

8. Exhibit "H" entitled "City of Modesto Class Range Table, Police
Management Classes (Unrepresented), Effective January 6, 2009."

9. Exhibit "I" entitled "City of Modesto Schedule of Salary Ranges in City
Service for FY 12/13, Effective February 26,2013 - Management Police
Unrepresented.
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10. Exhibit ''J'' entitled "City of Modesto Schedule of Salary Ranges in City
Service for FY 12/13, Effective March 12, 2013 - Management Police
Unrepresented

SECTION 2. CHARTER OFFICERS. The salaries for the positions of the

Charter Officers shall be as follows:

TITLE HOURLY BI-WEEKLY MONTHLY EFFECTIVE

City Manager 94.80 7,584.00 16,495.19 July 2, 2013
Greg Nyhoff

City Attorney 76.44 6,115.20 13,300.55 July 2,2013
Susana Alcala Wood

City Clerk 46.77 3,741.60 8,137.98 July 2, 2013
Stephanie Lopez

SECTION 3. USE OF CLASSES. The designated classes ofpositions may be

used in any organizational unit of the City deemed proper by the City Manager.

SECTION 4. POSITIONS. The City Council authorizes and directs the City

Manager, within the limits of funds budgeted therefor, to appoint employees in such

number and in such classes in each department as may be necessary to properly operate

the department under the Charter, ordinances and resolutions adopted by the City

Council, including, but not limited to, creating additional positions to replace employees

who are on disability leave or other leaves of absence.

SECTION 5. APPOINTMENTS AND SALARIES. The City Manager is hereby

authorized to appoint, in accordance with the applicable provisions of the Modesto

Municipal Code and Personnel Rules and within the limits of funds budgeted therefor,

any person to a position in a class for which he is the appointing authority and for which

the salary is hereby provided, to designate the definite salary rate or salary step at which

such person is appointed, and the salary so designated is hereby fixed as the salary of
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such employee for the position.

SECTION 6. SPECIAL SALARY RATES. The City Manager is further

authorized, subject to budgetary appropriation control by the City Council, to fix the

salary range or rate for part-time, hourly or special positions in the Unclassified Service

for which the City Manager is the appointing authority and which are not designated

herein.

SECTION 7. PART-TIME EMPLOYMENT. Employees appointed to any of the

positions referred to herein who, with the approval of the City Manager, regularly work

less hours per week than established for their class by rule 13.1 of the Personnel Rules,

shall be paid in approximate proportion of the time worked.

SECTION 8. REPEAL. Resolution no. 2012-384 is hereby rescinded effective

February 26, 2013.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 26th day of February, 20l3, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Gunderson, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)
APPROVED AS TO FORM:
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Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None
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CITY OF MODESTO
CLASS RANGE TABLE

UNREPRESENTED MANAGEMENT AND CONFIDENTIAL NON-SWORN CLASSES
Effective July 2, 2013

RANGE TITLE

2420 Executive Assistant

2422 Office Supervisor - Personnel

2425 Executive Assistant to the City Council
Executive Assistant to the City Manager
Paralegal

2427 Legal Services Administrator

2431 Equal Opportunity Analyst/Paralegal

2434 Senior Auditor

2439 Employee Benefits Manager
Employee Relations Coordinator

2444 Deputy City Attomey I
Risk Manager

2448 Deputy City Attomey II

2452 Deputy Chief Information Officer
Deputy City Attomey III
Deputy Director of Community and Economic Development
Deputy Director of Cultural and Enterprise Services
Deputy Director of Finance
Deputy Director of Human Resources
Deputy Director of Public Works - Operations
Deputy Director of Recreation and Neighborhoods

2455 Deputy Director of Utility Planning and Projects

2456 Senior Deputy City Attorney

2462 Assistant City Attorney

EXHIBIT A



CITY OF MODESTO
SCHEDULE OF SALARY RANGES IN CITY SERVICE FOR FY 11/12

EFFECTIVE July 2, 2013
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SCHEDULE - H

CITY OF MODESTO
SCHEDULE OF SALARY RANGES IN CITY SERVICE FOR FY 11/12

EFFECTIVE July 2, 2013
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2438 I 2,725.60 2,793.60 2,86320 __, 2,934.40 3,00il,QO II 3,08320 3,160.00 I' 3,239.2tl 3,320.0C
2439 r 2,794,40 2,864.00 2,936.00 3,009.60 3,084.80! 3,161.60 3,240.80 I 3,321.60 3,404.8C
2440 ! 2,864.00 2,936.00 3,009.60" 3,084.80 j 3,161.60' ;),240.80 3,321.60,,_,~,404.80 3,489,~_g..
2441 2,93520 3,008.80 3,084.00 3,160.80 I 3,240.00 3,320.80 ,3,404.00 3,488.80 ~ 3,576.00
24:4:!.___.,_,. 3,009.60 _~,084:,8_0 3,161.{30_, 3,240~80 ~_,_3,32_1,,60~!--~,<I()4.80 1 3,489.6~.. 3,576.80 3,666.40_
2443 t 3,084:.QO 3,160.80 3,240.00 3,320.80 I 3,404.00 3,488.80 3,576.00 ~,El65 ..60 3,7~

2444 3,16080 3,240.00 3,320.80 3,404.ooT 3,488.80 3,576.00 3,665.60 3,757.60, 3,851.20
2445 J 3,240.00 3,320.80 3,404.00 3,488.80 I 3,576.00' 3,665.60 3,757.60 3,851.20 - 3,947.20
2446 ~ 3,320.80 1--~~,404.00 3,488.80 3,576.00 i _ 3:665.60 I 3,757.60 3,85_~20 ~ __~!94720 4,045.60
2447 +-- 3,404.00 3,488.80r--~,576.00 3,,665.60 3,75-;::_60 3,85120 3,947.20 4,045.60 4,146.40
2448 i 3,488.80 3,576.00 3,665.60 3,757.60 3,851.20 3,947.20 4,045.60 4,146.40 4,250,40
MONTHLY I ABC 0 E

1 I :t 1 ~_2 3_~~~_~4~~_~~5~~+-_~~6~~~t---~c~7~~~f_.~8~~t----c__~
-:2~4-:35:--__t_, 5,505.36' 5,642.8.-:2+__5"",-:78-:3",.7-:-:6:-t-~-:5:~,9:::2:-:8-,-:.1:-:8+--:-6~,.:-:076.08 6,227,4:"6:+---:,:6OC' 30:8-:;:2::.3-:;:2+-_6:?,-=54C"2:=-,4~0c+_-=6,,,7-=05,,,.-::96::'-ii
2436 5,642.82 5,7..::8'.:03",.7.6",+-__5""9..,.2,,,8,.-,1,8", ---,6c.:,0,-,7__6-".0",8+-,~,227.46 6,3..::8.:::2.:,::3:2::+1_6"".::.54,:.:2:.:.;.40 6,705.96 6,873.00 ~

.::2"4.::.37,__-+_5",,.:,.78:::30:,'7:,-:6~ 5,928.18 6,076.08 6,227.46" 6,382.32 6,,504cc::2:,-:,4-=-0+1---:6:-,-,7:-.:0:-:5~9:c:.6 _,6,873.00 7,045.26 i
=:24-,-:3:-:8__-+--:5",.,9=28,.18 6,076.08 6,227.46 6,382.32 6,542,40' 6,705.96 i 687300 7,04526 1--2 ,,?21.00 I

.::2,,4:::;39"--,_-+1_6"',.:007..7',,'.8",2=+---,6""2::::2::::9,:::.2,,,0+____6,..,3."-85:::'.:080,,- _ -"6'.:054...5,,,.8-.-8+_6,709.44 6,876,48 i 7,048.74 7,224,48 7,405.44 I
2440 6,229.20 6,385.80 6,545.88 6,709.44 6,876,48 7,048.741 7,224.48 __ 7,405.44 7,589.88
=:244,-:-::1_~-j-_6:-,-,~84.06 6,544.14 6,,707.70 6,874.74 7,047.00 7,222.741 7,403.70 7,588.14 7,777.80

.._2,,44...2=--_-+1__.6~,:5=4=5c:.8=8+-:c6'::,7-=O-';'9.:o44-:-+~:6?,::'_87:_:6C':.4:C:8+_:7,048.74 1 7,224,48_ 7,405.44 i 7,589.88 7,779.54 7,974.42

_~=_~.:..:.::3__-+.I,II-=:"':~-=~CC~-";C:~- ~:~~;~~ ;:~i~~~ ~:!~~;~ I ;:~~~~~ 77c::'.::;=:~~:::.-:-~~:+1--';:,-:~:-:;=~-,:.~c::~ r--H;~~~ ~:~;~~~
-;:2:c-44-:c5:--_-+.---c7:,::'::,_04:-:7:,:.0=,0+--:7.;-,2:::2:;:2.:.:.7",4+---::-7',-::4c:-03;O:'-,;-70:-t--:7:",588.14 7,777.80 7,972.68J 8,172.78 8,376.36 8,585.1f
2446 7,222.74 7,403.7

c
O:+---,-7..:,5",8.::.8."1,,4.

t
_-,:7:,-,,7-,-7-=-7.:.::80-,+--,7:,-"972.68 8,172.78 1 8,376.36 8,585.16 8,799.1<

2447 7,403.70 7,588.147,777.80 7,972.68 I 8,172.78 __8,376.36 i 8,585.16 8,799.18 9,018.4,
2448 ,7,588.14 7,777.80 7,972.68 8,172.78 I 8,376.36' 8,585.16 I - 8,799.18 9,018'.42-~'--9-:-244-:62l

HOURLY~,-~~A=---,~~~_-,~___B:----,. C
Ran=-ge__'--_1_---' 2 3 _,--_4__[ _5_~~._6_ ___'___7_1_8_---"__ 9 ~

o E

EXHIBIT B



SCHEDULE - H

CITY OF MODESTO
SCHEDULE OF SALARY RANGES IN CITY SERVICE FOR FY 11/12

EFFECTIVE July 2, 2013

~ANAGEMENTICONFIDENTIAL NON-SWORN UNREPRESENTED 150%

'449 44.71 I 45.83 46.98 48.15~~._~4!ll~f 50.58 1 __,_~1~,~ _5~3"-".c14:+__5:-:4:'cA:7=-I
2450 ~'__ r-------,~45,1l~ 1--. 46.98 _,._._._,._,,815 , 49.35 t 50.58+_ 51.84 I 53.:.~f-----,_:_~5c4~,A:7:+__c::55:.:.c::83:,
2451 46.97 """,,48.14 49.34 I _._50.57 1 . 51.83 ~ 53.13 __,~" 54A6,t__,~-=5",5,,".8i::2+._,._.5:i.c7i.2~=2__1
2452 48 14 , 49.34 50.57 51.83 ' 53.13 54A6 55.82 57.22 58.65
245'3-=-~:==l, 49 35 1 50~58'I' 51.84 . 53-141==54:47 55.83 ""5723 --'-'·'=-58=-=.6=6+-'----:6"0".1·-:-3
2454 , 50.58 51.841'-"- 53.14 54.4-71'--55.8'3" 57.23, --58~66T" 60.13 61.63,

i;~- E:~n~f4!:i]n-=g~t --:~t-E-'-ll---+-I'-'-·-'---"i=-=lc::~j::li--f'
~---!---__::_57==.:_23:-r-.",-,58.66 60.13t,~631 .._ 63.171 64.75l 66.37) 68.03 ___-:6:-:9~.7_:_3__1

58.66 60.13 ~~._,6~_.63 I 63.17 -r 64.75 -1-- 66.37 1 68.03 I ._,6H"'.7,,3+_----'7--'1e,Ai.'-7--1·

~~--+--.,6:_:_0.13 , 61.63 63.17 64.751 66.37 I 68031 69.73 71.47+.__-:-7-:-3::.2-:-6--1
61~63 i 63.171 64.Ts- 66.37 I 68.03 69.73' 71.47 73.26 I 75.09

I
~-.~-

2458
2459 I",

2460 i-'2461
2462 I
BIWEEKLY, ABC D E

__" II 1 I 2..._ I 3 I 4 5~" i 6 I 7 ..._, 8 __9~_,~
2449 3,576.80, 3,666.40 3,758.40_' 3,852.00 I 3,948.00 i 4,o,<!6=iO,~ 4,147.2Q' 4,251.20 4,357.60
2450 I 3,666.40't· 3,758AO' 3,852.00 3,948.00 [-'4,046.40 4,147.20 I 4,251.20 4,357.60 _...i,46(lAO
245T~- 3,757.60 --'3-:-85J.3Q' _3,947.20 "'4.04'~§Qk146,"Q _,4,250.40 4,35.680 4,465.60 1 4, 577,E3o"
2452 .._133.51.20 3,947.20 4,045.60 i 4,146.40, 4,250.40 I.. 4,356.80 4,465.60, 4,5Z,t::6,O, 4,692.00
2453 3,948.00! 4,046.40 4-:-14i~2.Q_I. 4,251.26T-- 4,357.60 r--4;166.40 I 4:578~40-' 4,692.80 4,810.40
2454, 4,046AO"-4,147.20+","-LZ,5_120 4,357601 4,466.40 I ,,,,578AOT' 4,692.80 4,il~040 4,930.40 '
2455 ~'.4,148.00 4,252.00 4,358.40 4,46720) 4,57920T 4,69360 4,811.20 4,931.20, 5,054.40
!456_ -'4,252()(),,_<l,358.40 4:467~201 -_~<1:5792D[ 4,693.60 I 4,81'1.20 4,931.20,,5,054:4'01 5,18~~
!457 4,358.40 4,467.20 4,579.20' 4,693.60 I 4,811.20 I 4,931.20 1 5,054.~,.5,180.80 5,310.4Q,
2458-- I 4,467.20 4,579.20, 4,693.60 4,811~20T-4:93Tio' 5,054.40 I, 5,180.80.' 5,310AO 5,443.20,

2459 4,578.40 _i,§.92.80 4,81 0.40'l:,9.'l.0.40 I 5,'05:3.60 5,180.00 i !),30960 5,442AO I 5,57~,~1
2460 t. 4,692.80 4,810.40 4,930.40 1 5,053·E3.Q.t~, 5,180.00_ 5,309.60 5,442.40 5,5Zil.40 1 5,717.60
2461 ~ 4,810.40. 4,930.40 5,053'§()J 5,180.00 I 5,309.601 5,44240 5,57840, 5,717.60 I 5,860.80
2462 4,93040 5,053.60' 5,180.00 I 5,309.60 I 5,442.40

'
5,578.40. 5,717.601 5,860.80 6,007.20

A B C D E
--,~-,-,--~-----

'7,7~954 J
I 4 I 5 I 6 t 7~1 ,

2 3 9
,

8,174.521. 8,378.10T2449 7,974.42 8,586.90 1 8,800~9?,- 9,020.16. 9,246.3iq 9,477.78
2450 I 7,974.42 8,174.52 i 8,378.10 8,586..90 I 8,800.92 I 9,020.16 I 9,246.36, 9,477.78 9,714,~~
--~--.-.

8,376~.§.I.., 8,585.16 9,476.0~212.682451 , 8,172.78 8,799.18 9,01842 9,244.62 i 9,956.28
,. -'

9,712.68 '2452 8,376.36 8,585.16 8,799.18 .~~,018.42 9,244,62 9,476.04 _9,956.28 10,205.10
2453 8,586.90 , 8,800.92 9,020.16 1 9,246.36 9,477~8 9,714.42 9,958.02 10,206,84 I 10,462:621
2454 1 8,800.92 9,020.16. 9,246.36 ' 9,477.78 I 9,714.42 , 9,958.02. 10,206.84 10,462.62 i 10,723.62

~-~--~-

2455 9,021.~~ r-' 9,248.10 ' 9,479.52 9,716.16 9,959.76 10,208.5~~0,464.36+ 10,725.36 10,993.32
.--:-=-=-:-

2456 " ",B,248.10 9,479,52 9,716.16 , 9,959.76 10,208.58 10,464.36, 10,72.!)}6' 10,993.32 11,268.24
2457 9,479.52 9,716.16 9,.~~2{)J. 10,208.58 , 10,464.36 10,725.36 10,993.32 11,268.24 11,550.12

, -
2458 9,716.16 ~!l,H59.76 I 10,208.58 10,464.36 I 10,~25.36 i 10,993.32 11,,268.24 11,550.12, 11,83~~
2459 9,958.02 10,206.84 ' 10,462.62 10,72,3.62 1 10,991.58 11,266.50 1 11,548.38 1 11_,837.22 12,1330~

2460 10,206.84 10,462.62 10,723Ei~ 10,991.58 I 11,266.50 11,548.38 , 11,837.22 , 12,133.02 12,435.78
2461 10,462.62 10,723.62 10,991.58 I 11,266.50 i 11,548.38 11,837.22 12,133.02 I 12,435.78 12,747.24
2462 10,723.62 10,991.58 ! 11,266.50 11,548.38 11,837.22 I 12,133.02 12,435.78 12,747.24 I 13,065.66 !

EXHIBIT B



RANGE

1414

1420

1422

1427

1428

1431

1436

TITLE

City Auditor
City Clerk

CITY OF MODESTO
CLASS RANGE TABLE

EXECUTIVE MANAGEMENT
Effective December 4,2012

Director of Finance
Director of Human Resources

Chief Information Officer
Director of Community and Economic Development
Director of Parks, Recreation and Neighborhoods
Director of Public Works
Director of Utility Planning and Projects

Deputy City Manager
Fire Chief

City Attorney

Chief of Police

City Manager

EXHIBIT C
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CITY OF MODESTO
SCHEDULE OF SALARY RANGES IN CITY SERVICE FOR FY 11/12

EFFECTIVE Julv 2, 2013
Executive Management

HOURLY '-wee ys· kl

105 37.45 46.81 2,996.00 3,744.80

106 38.39 47.98 3,071.20 3,838.40

1407 39.34 49.18 3,147.20 3,934.40

1408 40.33 50.42 3,226.40 4,033.60

1409 41.34 51.67 3,307.20 4,133.60

1410 42.37 52.96 3,389.60 4,236.80

1411 43.43 54.28 3,474.40 4,342.40

1412 44.52 55.64 3,561.60 4,451.20

1413 45.62 57.03 3,649.60 4,562.40

1414 City Clerk 46.77 58.46 3,741.60 4,676.80

City Auditor 46.77 58.46 3,741.60 4,676.80

1415 47.94 59.93 3,835.20 4,794.40

1416 49.14 61.42 3,931.20 4,913.60

1417 50.36 62.95 4,028.80 5,036.00

1418 51.62 64.52 4,129.60 5,161.60

1419 52.91 66.14 4,232.80 5,291.20

1420 Director of Finance 54.24 67.79 4,339.20 5,423.20

Director of Human Resources 54.24 67.79 4,339.20 5,423.20

1421 55.59 69.49 4,447.20 5,559.20

1422 Chief Information Officer 56.98 71.22 4,558.40 5,697.60

Director of Community and Economic Development 56.98 71.22 4,558.40 5,697.60

Director of Public Works 56.98 71.22 4,558.40 5,697.60

Director of Parks, Recreation & Neighborhoods 56.98 71.22 4,558.40 5,697.60

Director of Utility Planning and Projects 56.98 71.22 4,558.40 5,697.60

1423 58.40 73.01 4,672.00 5,840.80

1424 59.86 74.84 4,788.80 5,987.20

1425 61.37 76.70 4,909.60 6,136.00

1426 62.90 78.62 5,032.00 6,289.60

1427 Deputy City Manager 64.47 80.58 5,157.60 6,446.40

Fire Chief 64.47 80.58 5,157.60 6,446.40

1428 City Attorney 66.08 82.60 5,286.40 6,608.00

1429 67.73 84.66 5,418.40 6,772.80

1430 69.43 86.78 5,554.40 6,942.40

1431 Chief of Police 70.11 84.64 5,608.80 6,771.20

1432 72.94 91.18 5,835.20 7,294.40

1433 74.76 93.45 5,980.80 7,476.00

1434 76.63 95.79 6,130.40 7,663.20

1435 78.55 98.18 6,284.00 7,854.40

1436 City Manager 80.51 100.64 6,440.80 8,051.20

1437 82.53 103.15 6,602.40 8,252.00

138 84.59 105.73 6,767.20 8,458.40

139 86.70 108.38 6,936.00 8,670.40

1,440 88.87 111.08 7,109.60 8,886.40

1441 91.10 113.86 7,288.00 9,108.80

EXHIBIT D

1.50%
M hiont Iy

6,516.30 8,144.94

6,679.86 8,348.52

6,845.16 8,557.32

7,017.42 8,773.08

7,193.16 8,990.58

7,372.38 9,215.04

7,556.82 9,444.72

7,746.48 9,681.36

7,937.88 9,923.22

8,137.98 10,172.04

8,137.98 10,172.04

8,341.56 10,427.82

8,550.36 10,687.08

8,762.64 10,953.30

8,981.88 11,226.48

9,206.34 11,508.36

9,437.76 11,795.46

9,437.76 11,795.46

9,672.66 12,091.26

9,914.52 12,392.28

9,914.52 12,392.28

9,914.52 12,392.28

9,914.52 12,392.28

9,914.52 12,392.28

10,161.60 12,703.74

10,415.64 13,022.16

10,678.38 13,345.80

10,944.60 13,679.88

11,217.78 14,020.92

11,217.78 14,020.92

11,497.92 14,372.40

11,785.02 14,730.84

12,080.82 15,099.72

12,199.14 14,727.36

12,691.56 15,865.32

13,008.24 16,260.30

13,333.62 16,667.46

13,667.70 17,083.32

14,008.74 17,511.36

14,360.22 17,948.10

14,718.66 18,397.02

15,085.80 18,858.12

15,463.38 19,327.92

15,851.40 19,811.64



CITY OF MODESTO
SCHEDULE OF SALARY RANGES IN CITY SERVICE FOR FY 11/12

EFFECTIVE July 2, 2013
Executive Management 1.50%

HOURLY S'I-weekly on lIyM thl

1405 37.45 46.81 2,996.00 3,744.80 6,516.30 8,144.94

1406 38.39 47.98 3,071.20 3,83840 6,67986 8,348.52

1407 39.34 49.18 3,147.20 3,93440 6,845.16 8,557.32

1408 40.33 5042 3,22640 4,033.60 7,017.42 8,773.08

1409 41.34 51.67 3,307.20 4,133.60 7,193.16 8,990.58

1410 42.37 52.96 3,389.60 4,236.80 7,372.38 9,215.04

1411 43.43 54.28 3,474.40 4,342.40 7,556.82 9,444.72

1412 44.52 55.64 3,561.60 4,451.20 7,746.48 9,681.36

1413 45.62 57.03 3,649.60 4,562.40 7,937.88 9,923.22

1414 46.77 58.46 3,741.60 4,676.80 8,137.98 10,172.04

1415 47.94 59.93 3,835.20 4,794.40 8,341.56 10,427.82

1416 49.14 61.42 3,931.20 4,913.60 8,550.36 10,687.08

1417 50.36 62.95 4,028.80 5,036.00 8,762.64 10,953.30

1418 51.62 64.52 4,129.60 5,161.60 8,981.88 11,226.48

1419 52.91 66.14 4,232.80 5,291.20 9,206.34 11,508.36

1420 54.24 67.79 4,339.20 5,423.20 9,437.76 11,795.46

1421 55.59 69.49 4,447.20 5,559.20 9,672.66 12,091.26

1422 56.98 71.22 4,558.40 5,697.60 9,914.52 12,392.28

1423 58.40 73.01 4,672.00 5,840.80 10,161.60 12,703.74

1424 59.86 74.84 4,788.80 5,987.20 10,415.64 13,022.16

1425 61.37 76.70 4,909.60 6,136.00 10,678.38 13,345.80

1426 62.90 78.62 5,032.00 6,289.60 10,944.60 13,679.88

1427 6447 80.58 5,157.60 6,446.40 11,217.78 14,020.92

1428 66.08 82.60 5,286.40 6,608.00 11,497.92 14,372.40

1429 67.73 84.66 5,418.40 6,772.80 11,785.02 14,730.84

1430 69.43 86.78 5,554.40 6,942.40 12,080.82 15,099.72

1431 70.11 84.64 5,608.80 6,771.20 12,199.14 14,727.36

1432 72.94 91.18 5,835.20 7,294.40 12,691.56 15,865.32

1433 74.76 93.45 5,980.80 7,476.00 13,008.24 16,260.30

1434 76.63 95.79 6,130.40 7,663.20 13,333.62 16,667.46

1435 78.55 98.18 6,284.00 7,854.40 13,667.70 17,083.32

1436 80.51 100.64 6,440.80 8,051.20 14,008.74 17,511.36

1437 82.53 103.15 6,602.40 8,252.00 14,360.22 17,948.10

1438 84.59 105.73 6,767.20 8,458.40 14,718.66 18,397.02

1439 86.70 108.38 6,936.00 8,670.40 15,085.80 18,858.12

1440 88.87 111.08 7,109.60 8,886.40 15,463.38 19,327.92

1441 91.10 113.86 7,288.00 9,108.80 15,851.40 19,811.64

EXHIBIT D



RANGE

518 Fire Division Chief

CITY OF MODESTO
CLASS RANGE TABLE

FIRE MANAGEMENT CLASSES
Effective January 6, 2009

TITLE

813 Fire Battalion Chief (112 hrs)

1813 Fire Battalion Chief (80 hrs)

EXHIBIT E



CITY OF MODESTO
SCHEDULE OF SALARY RANGES IN CITY SERVICE FOR FY 11/12

Effective June 26,2007

SCHEDULE-X
FIRE MANAGEMENT - 80 HRS
BATTALION CHIEF

A
Range 2

HOURLY
1812 41.85 42.89

1813 42.89 43.97

1814 43.97 45.07

1815 45.07 46.19

1816 46.19 47.35

1817 47.35 48.53

1818 48.53 49.74

1819 49.74 50.99

1820 50.99 52.26
1821 52.26 53.57

1822 53.57 54.91

1823 54.91 56.28
1824 56.28 57.69

BIWEEKLY
1 2

1812 3,348.00 3,431.20
1813 3,431.20 3,517.60
1814 3,517.60 3,605.60
1815 3,605.60 3,695.20
1816 3,695.20 3,788.00
1817 3,788.00 3,882.40
1818 3,882.40 3,979.20
1819 3,979.20 4,079.20

1820 4,079.20 4,180.80

1821 4,180.80 4,285.60

1822 4,285.60 4,392.80
1823 4,392.80 4,502.40
1824 4,502.40 4,615.20

MONTHLY
1 2

1812 7,281.90 7,462.86
1813 7,462.86 7,650.78
1814 7,650.78 7,842.18

1815 7,842.18 8,037.06
1816 8,037.06 8,238.90
1817 8,238.90 8,444.22
1818 8,444.22 8,654.76

1819 8,654.76 8,872.26

1820 8,872.26 9,093.24

1821 9,093.24 9,321.18
1822 9,321.18 9,554.34
1823 9,554.34 9,792.72
1824 9,792.72 10,038.06

B
3

43.97
45.07
46.19
47.35
48.53
49.74
50.99
52.26
53.57
54.91
56.28
57.69
59.13

3
3,517.60
3,605.60
3,695.20

3,788.00
3,882.40
3,979.20
4,079.20
4,180.80
4,285.60
4,392.80
4,502.40
4,615.20
4,730.40

3
7,650.78
7,842.18
8,037.06
8,238.90
8,444.22
8,654.76
8,872.26
9,093.24
9,321.18
9,554.34
9,792.72

10,038.06
10,288.62

C D
4 5 6 7

45.07 46.19 47.35 48.53

46.19 47.35 48.53 49.74
47.35 48.53 49.74 50.99

48.53 49.74 50.99 52.26
49.74 50.99 52.26 53.57
50.99 52.26 53.57 54.91
52.26 53.57 54.91 56.28
53.57 54.91 56.28 57.69
54.91 56.28 57.69 59.13
56.28 57.69 59.13 60.61
57.69 59.13 60.61 62.12
59.13 60.61 62.12 63.67
60.61 62.12 63.67 65.27

4 5 6 7

3,605.60 3,695.20 3,788.00 3,882.40
3,695.20 3,788.00 3,882.40 3,979.20
3,788.00 3,882.40 3,979.20 4,079.20

3,882.40 3,979.20 4,079.20 4,180.80
3,979.20 4,079.20 4,180.80 4,285.60
4,079.20 4,180.80 4,285.60 4,392.80
4,180.80 4,285.60 4,392.80 4,502.40
4,285.60 4,392.80 4,502.40 4,615.20
4,392.80 4,502.40 4,615.20 4,730.40
4,502.40 4,615.20 4,730.40 4,848.80
4,615.20 4,730.40 4,848.80 4,969.60
4,730.40 4,848.80 4,969.60 5,093.60
4,848.80 4,969.60 5,093.60 5,221.60

4 5 6 7
7,842.18 8,037.06 8,238.90 8,444.22
8,037.06 8,238.90 8,444.22 8,654.76
8,238.90 8,444.22 8,654.76 8,872.26

8,444.22 8,654.76 8,872.26 9,093.24

8,654.76 8,872.26 9,093.24 9,321.18

8,872.26 9,093.24 9,321.18 9,554.34

9,093.24 9,321.18 9,554.34 9,792.72
9,321.18 9,554.34 9,792.72 10,038.06
9,554.34 9,792.72 10,038.06 10,288.62
9,792.72 10,038.06 10,288.62 10,546.14

10,038.06 10,288.62 10,546.14 10,808.88
10,288.62 10,546.14 10,808.88 11,078.58
10,546.14 10,808.88 11,078.58 11,356.98

EXHIBIT F

5.50%

E
8 9

49.74 50.99
50.99 52.26
52.26 53.57
53.57 54.91
54.91 56.28
56.28 57.69
57.69 5913
59.13 60.61
60.61 62.12
62.12 63.67
63.67 65.27
65.27 66.90
66.90 68.57

8 9
3,979.20 4,079.20
4,079.20 4,180.80
4,180.80 4,285.60
4,285.60 4,392.80
4,392.80 4,502.40

4,502.40 4,615.20
4,615.20 4,730.40
4,730.40 4,848.80
4,848.80 4,969.60
4,969.60 5,093.60
5,093.60 5,221.60
5,221.60 5,352.00
5,352.00 5,485.60

8 9
8,654.76 8,872.26
8,872.26 9,093.24
9,093.24 9,321.18
9,321.18 9,554.34

9,554.34 9,792.72
9,792.72 10,038.06

10,038.06 10,288.62
10,288.62 10,546.14
10,546.14 10,808.88
10,808.88 11,078.58
11,078.58 11,356.98
11,356.98 11,640.60
11,640.60 11,931.18



CITY OF MODESTO

SCHEDULE OF SALARY RANGES IN CITY SERVICE FOR FY 11/12

Effective June 26, 2007
SCHEDULE-X

FIRE MANAGEMENT - 80 HRS

BAITALION CHIEF

A
Range 2

HOURLY

1825 57.69 59.13

1826 59.13 60.61

1827 60.61 62.12
1828 62.12 63.67

BIWEEKLY

1 2

1825 4,615.20 4,730.40

1826 4,730.40 4,848.80

1827 4,848.80 4,969.60
1828 4,969.60 5,093.60

MONTHLY

1 2

1825 10,038.06 10,288.62

1826 10,288.62 10,546.14

1827 10,546.14 10,808.88
1828 10,808.88 11,078.58

B
3

60.61

62.12

63.67
65.27

3

4,848.80

4,969.60

5,093.60
5,221.60

3

10,546.14

10,808.88

11,078.58
11,356.98

C D
4 5 6 7

62.12 63.67 65.27 66.90

63.67 65.27 66.90 68.57

65.27 66.90 68.57 70.28
66.90 68.57 70.28 72.04

4 5 6 7

4,969.60 5,093.60 5,221.60 5,352.00

5,093.60 5,221.60 5,352.00 5,485.60

5,221.60 5,352.00 5,485.60 5,622.40
5,352.00 5,485.60 5,622.40 5,763.20

4 5 6 7
10,808.88 11,078.58 11,356.98 11,640.60

11,078.58 11,356.98 11,640.60 11,931.18

11,356.98 11,640.60 11,931.18 12,228.72
11,640.60 11,931.18 12,228.72 12,534.96

EXHIBIT F

5.50%

E
8 9

68.57 70.28

70.28 72.04

72.04 73.84
73.84 75.69

8 9

5,485.60 5,622.40

5,622.40 5,763.20

5,763.20 5,907.20
5,907.20 6,055.20

8 9

11,931.18 12,228.72

12,228.72 12,534.96

12,534.96 12,848.16
12,848.16 13,170.06



CITY OF MODESTO
SCHEDULE OF SALARY RANGES IN CITY SERVICE FOR FY 11/12

Effective June 26, 2007
SCHEDULE-Y
FIRE MANAGEMENT -112 HRS
BATTALION CHIEF

A B
Rangel 1 2 3

HOURLY
812 29.89 30.64 31.41

813 30.64 31.41 32.19
814 31.41 32.19 33.00
815 32.19 33.00 33.82
816 33.00 33.82 34.67
817 33.82 34.67 35.53
818 34.67 35.53 36.42
819 35.53 36.42 37.33

820 36.42 37.33 38.26
821 37.33 38.26 39.22
822 38.26 39.22 40.20
823 39.22 40.20 41.21
824 4020 41.21 42.24

BIWEEKLY

1 2 3
812 3,347.68 3,431.68 3,517.92
813 3,431.68 3,517.92 3,605.28
814 3,517.92 3,605.28 3,696.00
815 3,605.28 3,696.00 3,787.84
816 3,696.00 3,787.84 3,883.04
817 3,787.84 3,883.04 3,979.36
818 3,883.04 3,979.36 4,079.04
819 3,979.36 4,079.04 4,180.96
820 4,079.04 4,180.96 4,285.12
821 4,180.96 4,285.12 4,392.64
822 4,285.12 4,392.64 4,502.40
823 4,392.64 4,502.40 4,615.52
824 4,502.40 4,615.52 4,730.88

MONTHLY

1 2 3
812 7,281.20 7,463.90 7,651.48

813 7,463.90 7,651.48 7,841.48
814 7,651.48 7,641.48 8,038.80
815 7,841.48 8,038.80 8,238.55
816 8,038.80 8,238.55 8,445.61
817 8,238.55 8,445.61 8,655.11
818 8,445.61 8,655.11 8,871.91
819 8,655.11 8,871.91 9,093.59
820 8,871.91 9,093.59 9,320.14
821 9,093.59 9,320.14 9,553.99
822 9,320.14 9,553.99 9,792.72
823 9,553.99 9,792.72 10,038.76
824 9,792.72 10,038.76 10,289.66

C D
4 5 6 7 8

32.19 33.00 33.82 34.67 35.53
33.00 33.82 34.67 35.53 36.42
33.82 34.67 35.53 36.42 37.33
34.67 35.53 36.42 37.33 38.26
35.53 36.42 37.33 3826 39.22
36.42 37.33 38.26 3922 40.20
37.33 3826 39.22 40.20 41.21
38.26 3922 40.20 41.21 42.24
39.22 40.20 41.21 42.24 43.29
40.20 41.21 42.24 43.29 44.37
41.21 42.24 43.29 44.37 45.48
42.24 43.29 44.37 45.48 46.62
43.29 44.37 45.48 46.62 47.79

4 5 6 7 8
3,605.28 3,696.00 3,787.84 3,883.04 3,979.36
3,696.00 3,787.84 3,883.04 3,979.36 4,079.04

3,787.84 3,883.04 3,979.36 4,079.04 4,180.96

3,883.04 3,979.36 4,079.04 4,180.96 4,285.12
3,979.36 4,079.04 4,180.96 4,285.12 4,392.64
4,079.04 4,180.96 4,285.12 4,392.64 4,502.40

4,180.96 4,285.12 4,392.64 4,502.40 4,615.52
4,285.12 4,392.64 4,502.40 4,615.52 4,730.88

4,392.64 4,502.40 4,615.52 4,730.88 4,848.48

4,502.40 4,615.52 4,730.88 4,848.48 4,969.44
4,615.52 4,730.88 4,848.48 4,969.44 5,093.76
4,730.88 4,848.48 4,969.44 5,093.76 5,221.44
4,848.48 4,969.44 5,093.76 5,221.44 5,352.48

4 5 6 7 8
7,841.48 8,038.80 8,238.55 8,445.61 8,655.11
8,038.80 8,238.55 8,445.61 8,655.11 8,871.91
8,238.55 8,445.61 8,655.11 8,871.91 9,093.59
8,445.61 8,655.11 8,871.91 9,093.59 9,320.14
8,655.11 8,871.91 9,093.59 9,320.14 9,553.99
8,871.91 9,093.59 9,320.14 9,553.99 9,792.72
9,093.59 9,320.14 9,553.99 9,792.72 10,038.76
9,320.14 9,553.99 9,792.72 10,038.76 10,289.66

9,553.99 9,792.72 10,038.76 10,289.66 10,545.44

9,792.72 10,038.76 10,289.66 10,545.44 10,808.53
10,038.76 10,289.66 10,545.44 10,808.53 11,078.93

10,289.66 10,545.44 10,808.53 11,078.93 11,356.63
10,545.44 10,808.53 11,078.93 11,356.63 11,641.64

EXHIBIT F

5.50%
E
9

36.42
37.33
38.26
39.22
40.20
4121
42.24
43.29
44.37
45.48
46.62
47.79
48.98

9
4,079.04

4,180.96
4,285.12

4,392.64
4,502.40
4,615.52
4,730.88
4,848.48
4,969.44
5,093.76
5,221.44
5,352.48
5,485.76

9
8,871.91
9,093.59
9,320.14

9,553.99
9,792.72

10,038.76

10,289.66
10,545.44

10,808.53
11,078.93
11,356.63

11,641.64
11,931.53



CITY OF MODESTO

SCHEDULE OF SALARY RANGES IN CITY SERVICE FOR FY 11/12

Effective June 26, 2007
SCHEDULE- Y
FIRE MANAGEMENT -112 HRS
BATTALION CHIEF

A B
Rangel 2 3

HOURLY
825 41.21 42.24 43.29
826 42.24 43.29 44.37
827 43.29 44.37 45.48
828 44.37 45.48 46.62

B-WEEKLY
1 2 3

825 4,615.52 4,730.88 4,848.48
826 4,730.88 4,848.48 4,969.44
827 4,848.48 4,969.44 5,093.76
828 4,969.44 5,093.76 5,221.44

MONTHLY
1 2 3

825 10,038.76 10,289.66 10,545.44
826 10,289.66 10,545.44 10,808.53
827 10,545.44 10,808.53 11,078.93
828 10,808.53 11,078.93 11,356.63

C o
4 5 6 7 8

44.37 45.48 46.62 47.79 48.98
45.48 46.62 47.79 48.98 50.20
46.62 47.79 48.98 50.20 51.46
47.79 48.98 50.20 51.46 52.75

4 5 6 7 8
4,969.44 5,093.76 5,221.44 5,352.48 5,485.76
5,093.76 5,221.44 5,352.48 5,485.76 5,622.40
5,221.44 5,352.48 5,485.76 5,622.40 5,763.52
5,352.48 5,485.76 5,622.40 5,763.52 5,908.00

4 5 6 7 8
10,808.53 11,078.93 11,356.63 11,641.64 11,931.53
11,078.93 11,356.63 11,641.64 11,931.53 12,228.72
11,356.63 11,641.64 11,931.53 12,228.72 12,535.66
11,641.64 11,931.53 12,228.72 12,535.66 12,849.90

EXHIBIT F

5.50%
E
9

50.20
51.46
52.75
54.06

9
5,622.40
5,763.52

5,908.00
6,054.72

9
12,228.72
12,535.66
12,849.90
13,169.02



CITY OF MODESTO
SCHEDULE OF SALARY RANGES IN CITY SERVICE FOR FY 11/12

Effective June 26, 2007

SCHEDULE - E
MANAGEMENT/CONFIDENTIAL FIRE - 80 hours

DIVISION CHIEF
A B

Range 1 2 3 4

HOURLY
515 44.32 45.43 46.56 47.73

516 45.43 46.56 47.73 48.92
517 46.56 47.73 48.92 50.14

518 47.73 48.92 50.14 51.40

519 48.92 50.14 51.40 52.68

520 50.14 51.40 52.68 54.00

521 51.40 52.68 54.00 55.35
522 52.68 54.00 55.35 56.73

523 54.00 55.35 56.73 58.15

524 55.35 56.73 58.15 59.60

525 56.73 58.15 59.60 61.09

526 58.15 59.60 61.09 62.62

527 59.60 61.09 62.62 64.18
528 61.09 62.62 64.18 65.79

B-WEEKLY
1 2 3 4

515 3,545.60 3,634.40 3,724.80 3,818.40
516 3,634.40 3,724.80 3,818.40 3,913.60

517 3,724.80 3,818.40 3,913.60 4,011.20
518 3,818.40 3,913.60 4,011.20 4,112.00
519 3,913.60 4,011.20 4,112.00 4,214.40

520 4,011.20 4,112.00 4,214.40 4,320.00
521 4,112.00 4,214.40 4,320.00 4,428.00

522 4,214.40 4,320.00 4,428.00 4,538.40

523 4,320.00 4,428.00 4,538.40 4,652.00

524 4,428.00 4,538.40 4,652.00 4,768.00

525 4,538.40 4,652.00 4,768.00 4,887.20

526 4,652.00 4,768.00 4,887.20 5,009.60

527 4,768.00 4,887.20 5,009.60 5,134.40
528 4,887.20 5,009.60 5,134.40 5,263.20

MONTHLY
1 2 3 4

515 7,711.68 7,904.82 8,101.44 8,305.02
516 7,904.82 8,101.44 8,305.02 8,512.08
517 8,101.44 8,305.02 8,512.08 8,724.36
518 8,305.02 8,512.08 8,724.36 8,943.60
519 8,512.08 8,724.36 8,943.60 9,166.32
520 8,724.36 8,943.60 9,166.32 9,396.00
521 8,943.60 9,166.32 9,396.00 9,630.90
522 9,166.32 9,396.00 9,630.90 9,871.02
523 9,396.00 9,630.90 9,871.02 10,118.10
524 9,630.90 9,871.02 10,118.10 10,370.40
525 9,871.02 10,118.10 10,370.40 10,629.66
526 10,118.10 10,370.40 10,629.66 10,895.88

C
5

48.92
50.14
51.40
52.68
54.00
55.35
56.73
58.15
59.60
61.09
62.62
64.18
65.79
67.43

5
3,913.60
4,011.20
4,112.00
4,214.40
4,320.00
4,428.00
4,538.40

4,652.00
4,768.00
4,887.20

5,009.60
5,134.40
5,263.20
5,394.40

5
8,512.08
8,724.36
8,943.60
9,166.32
9,396.00
9,630.90
9,871.02

10,118.10
10,370.40
10,629.66
10,895.88
11,167.32

EXHIBIT G

D
6 7

50.14 51.40
51.40 52.68
52.68 54.00
54.00 55.35
55.35 56.73
56.73 58.15
58.15 59.60
59.60 61.09
61.09 62.62
62.62 64.18
64.18 65.79
65.79 67.43
67.43 69.12
69.12 70.85

6 7
4,011.20 4,112.00
4,112.00 4,214.40
4,214.40 4,320.00
4,320.00 4,428.00
4,428.00 4,538.40
4,538.40 4,652.00
4,652.00 4,768.00
4,768.00 4,887.20
4,887.20 5,009.60
5,009.60 5,134.40
5,134.40 5,263.20
5,263.20 5,394.40
5,394.40 5,529.60
5,529.60 5,668.00

6 7
8,724.36 8,943.60
8,943.60 9,166.32
9,166.32 9,396.00
9,396.00 9,630.90
9,630.90 9,871.02
9,871.02 10,118.10

10,118.10 10,370.40
10,370.40 10,629.66
10,629.66 10,895.88
10,895.88 11,167.32
11,167.32 11,447.46
11,447.46 11,732.82

8

52.68
54.00
55.35

56.73
58.15
59.60
61.09
62.62
64.18
65.79
67.43
69.12
70.85
72.62

8
4,214.40
4,320.00
4.428.00
4,538.40
4,652.00
4,768.00
4,887.20
5,009.60
5,134.40
5,263.20
5,394.40
5,529.60
5,668.00
5,809.60

8
9,166.32
9,396.00
9,630.90
9,871.02

10,118.10
10,370.40
10,629.66
10,895.88
11,167.32
11,447.46
11,732.82
12,026.88

5.50%

E
9

54.00

55.35
56.73
58.15
59.60
61.09
62.62
64.18
65.79
67.43
69.12
70.85
72.62
74.43

9
4,320.00
4,428.00

4,538.40
4,652.00
4,768.00
4,887.20
5,009.60
5,134.40
5,263.20
5,394,40
5,529.60
5,668.00
5,809.60
5,954.40

9
9,396.00
9,630.90
9,871.02

10,118.10
10,370.40
10,629.66
10,895.88
11,167.32
11,447.46
11,732.82
12,026.88
12,327.90



CITY OF MODESTO
SCHEDULE OF SALARY RANGES IN CITY SERVICE FOR FY 11/12

Effective June 26. 2007
SCHEDULE- E
MANAGEMENT/CONFIDENTIAL FIRE - 80 hours

DIVISION CHIEF
A B

Range 1 2 3

527
528

C D
4 5 6 7

EXHIBIT G

8

5.50%
E
9



RANGE

1623

CITY OF MODESTO
CLASS RANGE TABLE

POLICE MANAGEMENT CLASSES (Unrepresented)
Effective January 6, 2009

TITLE

Police Captain

EXHIBIT H
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CITY OF MODESTO
SCHEDULE OF SALARY RANGES IN CITY SERVICE FOR FY 12/13

EFFECTIVE February 26, 2013

MANAGEMENT - POLICE - UNREPRESENTED

HOURLY A B C D
Range 1 2 3 4 5 6 7

1601 28.61 29.33 30.06 30.81 31.58 32.37 33.18
1602 29.33 30.06 30.81 31.58 32.37 33.18 34.01
1603 30.07 30.82 31.59 32.38 33.19 34.02 34.87
1604 30.82 31.59 32.38 33.19 34.02 34.87 35.74
1605 31.59 32.38 33.19 34.02 34.87 35.74 36.63
1606 32.38 33.19 34.02 34.87 35.74 36.63 37.55
1607 33.18 34.01 34.86 35.73 36.62 37.54 38.48

1608 34.01 34.86 35.73 36.62 37.54 38.48 39.44
1609 34.87 35.74 36.63 37.55 38.49 39.45 40.44
1610 35.74 36.63 37.55 38.49 39.45 40.44 41.45
1611 36.63 37.55 38.49 39.45 40.44 41.45 42.49
1612 37.55 38.49 39.45 40.44 41.45 42.49 43.55

1613 38.48 39.44 40.43 41.44 42.48 43.54 44.63
1614 39.45 40.44 41.45 42.49 43.55 44.64 45.76

BIWEEKLY A B C D
Range 1 2 3 4 5 6 7

1601 2,288.80 2,346.40 2,404.80 2,464.80 2,526.40 2,589.60 2,654.40
1602 2,346.40 2,404.80 2,464.80 2,526.40 2,589.60 2,654.40 2,720.80
1603 2,405.60 2,465.60 2,527.20 2,590.40 2,655.20 2,721.60 2,789.60
1604 2,465.60 2,527.20 2,590.40 2,655.20 2,721.60 2,789.60 2,859.20
1605 2,527.20 2,590.40 2,655.20 2,721.60 2,789.60 2,859.20 2,930.40

1606 2,590.40 2,655.20 2,721.60 2,789.60 2,859.20 2,930.40 3,004.00

1607 2,654.40 2,720.80 2,788.80 2,858.40 2,929.60 3,003.20 3,078.40
1608 2,720.80 2,788.80 2,858.40 2,929.60 3,003.20 3,078.40 3,155.20
1609 2,789.60 2,859.20 2,930.40 3,004.00 3,079.20 3,156.00 3,235.20

1610 2,859.20 2,930.40 3,004.00 3,079.20 3,156.00 3,235.20 3,316.00
1611 2,930.40 3,004.00 3,079.20 3,156.00 3,235.20 3,316.00 3,399.20

1612 3,004.00 3,079.20 3,156.00 3,235.20 3,316.00 3,399.20 3,484.00

1613 3,078.40 3,155.20 3,234.40 3,315.20 3,398.40 3,483.20 3,570.40
1614 3,156.00 3,235.20 3,316.00 3,399.20 3,484.00 3,571.20 3,660.80

MONTHLY A B C D
Range 1 2 3 4 5 6 7

1601 4,978.14 5,103.42 5,230.44 5,360.94 5,494.92 5,632.38 5,773.32

1602 5,103.42 5,230.44 5,360.94 5,494.92 5,632.38 5,773.32 5,917.74

1603 5,232.18 5,362.68 5,496.66 5,634.12 5,775.06 5,919.48 6,067.38
1604 5,362.68 5,496.66 5,634.12 5,775.06 5,919.48 6,067.38 6,218.76
1605 5,496.66 5,634.12 5,775.06 5,919.48 6,067.38 6,218.76 6,373.62

1606 5,634.12 5,775.06 5,919.48 6,067.38 6,218.76 6,373.62 6,533.70

1607 5,773.32 5,917.74 6,065.64 6,217.02 6,371.88 6,531.96 6,695.52
1608 5,917.74 6,065.64 6,217.02 6,371.88 6,531.96 6,695.52 6,862.56

1609 6,067.38 6,218.76 6,373.62 6,533.70 6,697.26 6,864.30 7,036.56
1610 6,218.76 6,373.62 6,533.70 6,697.26 6,864.30 7,036.56 7,212.30
1611 6,373.62 6,533.70 6,697.26 6,864.30 7,036,56 7,212.30 7,393.26
1612 6,533.70 6,697.26 6,864.30 7,036.56 7,212.30 7,393.26 7,577.70
1613 6,695.52 6,862.56 7,034.82 7,210.56 7,391.52 7,575.96 7,765.62
1614 6,864.30 7,036.56 7,212.30 7,393.26 7,577.70 7,767.36 7,962.24

EXHIBIT I

2.70%

E
8 9

34.01 34.86
34.86 35.73
35.74 36.63
36.63 37.55
37.55 38.49
38.49 39.45
39.44 40.43
40.43 41.44
41.45 42.49
42.49 43.55
43.55 44.64
44.64 45.76
45.75 46.89
46.90 48.07

E
8 9

2,720.80 2,788.80
2,788.80 2,858.40
2,859.20 2,930.40
2,930.40 3,004.00
3,004.00 3,079.20
3,079.20 3,156.00
3,155.20 3,234.40
3,234.40 3,315.20
3,316.00 3,399.20
3,399.20 3,484.00
3,484.00 3,571.20
3,571.20 3,660.80
3,660.00 3,751.20
3,752.00 3,845.60

E
8 9

5,917.74 6,065.64
6,065.64 6,217.02
6,218.76 6,373.62
6,373.62 6,533.70
6,533.70 6,697.26
6,697.26 6,864.30
6,862.56 7,034.82
7,034.82 7,210.56
7,212.30 7,393.26
7,393.26 7,577.70
7,577.70 7,767.36
7,767.36 7,962.24
7,960.50 8,158.86
8,160.60 8,364.18



CITY OF MODESTO
SCHEDULE OF SALARY RANGES IN CITY SERVICE FOR FY 12/13

EFFECTIVE February 26, 2013

MANAGEMENT - POLICE - UNREPRESENTED
HOURLY A B C D
Range 1 2 3 4 5 6 7

1615 40.43 41.44 42.48 43.54 44.63 45.75 46.89

1616 41.44 42.48 43.54 44.63 45.75 46.89 48.06

1617 42.48 43.54 44.63 45.75 46.89 48.06 49.26

1618 43.54 44.63 45.75 46.89 48.06 49.26 50.49
1619 44.63 45.75 46.89 48.06 49.26 50.49 51.75
1620 45.74 46.88 48.05 49.25 50.48 51.74 53.03
1621 46.89 48.06 49.26 50.49 51.75 53.04 54.37

1622 48.06 49.26 50.49 51.75 53.04 54.37 55.73
1623 49.27 50.50 51.76 53.05 54.38 55.74 57.13

1624 50.50 51.76 53.05 54.38 55.74 57.13 58.56

1625 51.76 53.05 54.38 55.74 57.13 58.56 60.02

1626 53.05 54.38 55.74 57.13 58.56 60.02 61.52

1627 54.38 55.74 57.13 58.56 60.02 61.52 63.06
1628 55.74 57.13 58.56 60.02 61.52 63.06 64.64

BIWEEKLY A B C D
Range 1 2 3 4 5 6 7

1615 3,234.40 3,315.20 3,398.40 3,483.20 3,570.40 3,660.00 3,751.20

1616 3,315.20 3,398.40 3,483.20 3,570.40 3,660.00 3,751.20 3,844.80

1617 3,398.40 3,483.20 3,570.40 3,660.00 3,751.20 3,844.80 3,940.80

1618 3,483.20 3,570.40 3,660.00 3,751.20 3,844.80 3,940.80 4,039.20
1619 3,570.40 3,660.00 3,751.20 3,844.80 3,940.80 4,039.20 4,140.00
1620 3,659.20 3,750.40 3,844.00 3,940.00 4,038.40 4,139.20 4,242.40
1621 3,751.20 3,844.80 3,940.80 4,039.20 4,140.00 4,243.20 4,349.60
1622 3,844.80 3,940.80 4,039.20 4,140.00 4,243.20 4,349.60 4,458.40
1623 3,941.60 4,040.00 4,140.80 4,244.00 4,350.40 4,459.20 4,570.40
1624 4,040.00 4,140.80 4,244.00 4,350.40 4,459.20 4,570.40 4,684.80
1625 4,140.80 4,244.00 4,350.40 4,459.20 4,570.40 4,684.80 4,801.60

1626 4,244.00 4,350.40 4,459.20 4,570.40 4,684.80 4,801.60 4,921.60
1627 4,350.40 4,459.20 4,570.40 4,684.80 4,801.60 4,921.60 5,044.80
1628 4,459.20 4,570.40 4,684.80 4,801.60 4,921.60 5,044.80 5,171.20

MONTHLY A B C D
Range 1 2 3 4 5 6 7

1615 7,034.82 7,210.56 7,391.52 7,575.96 7,765.62 7,960.50 8,158.86

1616 7,210.56 7,391.52 7,575.96 7,765.62 7,960.50 8,158.86 8,362.44

1617 7391.52 7,575.96 7,765.62 7,960.50 8,158.86 8,362.44 8,571.24

1618 7,575.96 7,765.62 7,960.50 8,158.86 8,362.44 8,571.24 8,785.26

1619 7,765.62 7,960.50 8,158.86 8,362.44 8,571.24 8,785.26 9,004.50

1620 7,958.76 8,157.12 8,360.70 8,569.50 8,783.52 9,002.76 9,227.22

1621 8,158.86 8,362.44 8,571.24 8,785.26 9,004.50 9,228.96 9,460.38

1622 8,362.44 8,571.24 8,785.26 9,004.50 9,228.96 9,460.38 9,697.02

1623 8,572.98 8,787.00 9,006.24 9,230.70 9,462.12 9,698.76 9,940.62

1624 8,787.00 9,006.24 9,230.70 9,462.12 9,698.76 9,940.62 10,189.44

1625 9,006.24 9,230.70 9,462.12 9,698.76 9,940.62 10,189.44 10,443.48

1626 9,230.70 9,462.12 9,698.76 9,940.62 10,189.44 10,443.48 10,704.48

1627 9,462.12 9,698.76 9,940.62 10,189.44 10,443.48 10,704.48 10,972.44
1628 9,698.76 9,940.62 10,189.44 10,443.48 10,704.48 10,972.44 11,247.36

EXHIBIT I

8

48.06
49.26
50.49
51.75
53.04
54.36
55.73
57.12
58.56
60.02
61.52
63.06
64.64
66.26

8

3,844.80
3,940.80
4,039.20
4,140.00
4,243.20
4,348.80
4,458.40
4,569.60
4,684.80
4,801.60
4,921.60
5,044.80
5,171.20
5,300.80

8

8,362.44
8,571.24
8,785.26
9,004.50
9,228.96
9,458.64
9,697.02
9,938.88

10,189.44
10,443.48
10,704.48
10,972.44
11,247.36
11,529.24

2.70%
E
9

49.26
50.49
51.75
53.04
54.37
5572
57.12
58.55
60.02
61.52
63.06
64.64
66.26
67.92

E
9

3,940.80
4,039.20
4,140.00
4,243.20
4,349.60
4,457.60
4,569.60
4,684.00
4,801.60
4,921.60
5,044.80
5,171.20
5,300.80
5,433.60

E
9

8,571.24
8,785.26
9,004.50
9,228.96
9,460.38
9,695.28
9,938.88

10,187.70
10,443.48
10,704.48
10,972.44
11,247.36
11,529.24
11,818.08



CITY OF MODESTO
SCHEDULE OF SALARY RANGES IN CITY SERVICE FOR FY 12/13

EFFECTIVE February 26, 2013

MANAGEMENT - POLICE - UNREPRESENTED
HOURLY A B C D
Range 1 2 3 4 5 6 7

1629 57,13 58.56 60,02 61,52 63,06 64,64 66.26
1630 58,56 60.02 61,52 63,06 64.64 66.26 67,92
1631 60.02 61.52 63,06 64.64 66.26 67,92 69,62
1632 61,52 63,06 64,64 66.26 67.92 69,62 71.36
1633 63.06 64,64 66.26 67,92 69.62 71,36 73.14
1634 64.64 66.26 67,92 69,62 71.36 73,14 74,97
1635 66.25 67,91 69,61 71,35 73,13 74.96 76.83
1636 6791 69,61 71,35 73,13 74,96 76.83 78.75
1637 69.61 71.35 73,13 74,96 76,83 78.75 80.72
1638 71.35 73,13 74.96 76,83 78.75 80,72 82.74
1639 73.13 74.96 76,83 78.75 80.72 82,74 84.81
1640 74,96 76,83 78.75 80.72 82.74 84,81 86.93

BIWEEKLY A B C D
Range 1 2 3 4 5 6 7

1629 4,570.40 4,684.80 4,801.60 4,921.60 5,044.80 5,171.20 5,300.80
1630 4,684,80 4,801.60 4,921.60 5,044,80 5,171.20 5,300,80 5,433,60
1631 4,801,60 4,921.60 5,044.80 5,171.20 5,300.80 5,433.60 5,569.60
1632 4,921,60 5,044,80 5,171.20 5,300,80 5,433,60 5,569.60 5,708.80
1633 5,044.80 5,171.20 5,300.80 5,433,60 5,569.60 5,708,80 5,851.20
1634 5,171.20 5,300.80 5,433,60 5,569.60 5,708.80 5,851.20 5,997.60
1635 5,300.00 5,432,80 5,568,80 5,708,00 5,850.40 5,996,80 6,146.40
1636 5,432,80 5,568.80 5,708,00 5,850.40 5,996,80 6,146.40 6,300.00
1637 5,568,80 5,708,00 5,850.40 5,996.80 6,146.40 6,300,00 6,457,60
1638 5,708,00 5,850.40 5,996,80 6,146.40 6,300,00 6,457.60 6,619,20
1639 5,850.40 5,996.80 6,146.40 6,300,00 6,457.60 6,619.20 6,784.80
1640 5,996,80 6,146.40 6,300,00 6,457,60 6,619.20 6,784,80 6,954.40

MONTHLY A B c D
Range 1 2 3 4 5 6 7

1629 9,940.62 10,189.44 10,443.48 10,704.48 10,972,44 11,247.36 11,529.24
1630 10,189.44 10,443.48 10,704.48 10,972,44 11,247,36 11,529.24 11,818.08
1631 10,443.48 10,704.48 10,972.44 11,247.36 11,529.24 11,818.08 12,113.88
1632 10,704.48 10,972.44 11,247,36 11,529.24 11,818,08 12,113.88 12,416.64
1633 10,972.44 11,247,36 11,529.24 11,818.08 12,113,88 12,416,64 12,726.36
1634 11,247.36 11,529.24 11,818,08 12,113.88 12,416,64 12,726.36 13,044.78
1635 11,527.50 11,816.34 12,112,14 12,414,90 12,724,62 13,043.04 13,368.42
1636 11,816.34 12,112.14 12,414,90 12,724.62 13,043,04 13,368.42 13,702.50
1637 12,112,14 12,414,90 12,724.62 13,043,04 13,368.42 13,702,50 14,045.28
1638 12,414,90 12,724.62 13,043.04 13,368.42 13,702.50 14,045.28 14,396,76
1639 12,724,62 13,043,04 13,368.42 13,702.50 14,04528 14,396,76 14,756,94
1640 13,043,04 13,368.42 13,702.50 14,045.28 14,396.76 14,756,94 15,125,82

EXHIBIT I

8
67,92
69,62
71.36
73,14
74,97
76.84
78,75
80,72
82.74
84.81
86.93
89.10

8

5,433.60
5,569.60
5,708,80
5,851.20
5,997.60
6,147.20
6,300,00
6,457.60
6,619.20
6,784,80
6,954.40
7,128.00

8
11,818.08
12,113,88
12,416.64
12,726.36
13,044.78
13,370.16
13,702.50
14,045.28
14,396,76
14,756,94
15,125,82
15,503.40

2.70%
E
9
69.62
71,36
73,14
74,97
76,84
78.76
80.72
82.74
8481
86.93
89.10
91,33

E
9

5,569.60
5,708.80
5,851.20
5,997.60
6,147,20
6,300.80
6,457.60
6,619.20
6,784,80
6,954.40
7,128.00
7,306.40

E
9

12,113.88
12,416,64
12,726.36
13,044.78
13,370,16
13,704.24
14,045.28
14,396.76
14,756,94
15,125,82
15,503.40
15,891.42



monthly = bw x 2.175
CITY OF MODESTO

SCHEDULE OF SALARY RANGES IN CITY SERVICE FOR FY 12/13
EFFECTIVE March 12. 2013

MANAGEMENT - POLICE - UNREPRESENTED

HOURLY A B c D
Range 1 2 3 4 5 6 7

1601 29.47 3021 30.97 31.74 32.53 33.34 34.17
1602 30.21 30.97 31.74 32.53 33.34 34.17 35.02
1603 30.97 31.74 32.53 33.34 34.17 35.02 35.90
1604 31.74 32.53 33.34 34.17 35.02 35.90 36.80
1605 32.54 33.35 34.18 35.03 35.91 36.81 37.73
1606 33.35 34.18 35.03 35.91 36.81 37.73 38.67
1607 34.18 35.03 35.91 36.81 37.73 38.67 39.64
1608 35.03 35.91 36.81 37.73 38.67 39.64 40.63
1609 35.92 36.82 37.74 38.68 39.65 40.64 41.66
1610 36.81 37.73 38.67 39.64 40.63 41.65 42.69
1611 37.73 38.67 39.64 40.63 41.65 42.69 43.76
1612 38.68 39.65 40.64 41.66 42.70 43.77 44.86
1613 39.63 40.62 41.64 42.68 43.75 44.84 45.96
1614 40.63 41.65 42.69 43.76 44.85 45.97 47.12

BIWEEKLY A B c D
Range 1 2 3 4 5 6 7

1601 2,357.60 2,416.80 2,477.60 2,539.20 2,602.40 2,667.20 2,733.60
1602 2,416.80 2,477.60 2,539.20 2,602.40 2,66720 2,733.60 2,801.60
1603 2,477.60 2,53920 2,602.40 2,667.20 2,733.60 2,801.60 2,872.00
1604 2,539.20 2,602.40 2,667.20 2,733.60 2,801.60 2,872.00 2,944.00
1605 2,603.20 2,668.00 2,734.40 2,802.40 2,872.80 2,944.80 3,018.40
1606 2,668.00 2,734.40 2,802.40 2,872.80 2,944.80 3,018.40 3,093.60
1607 2,734.40 2,802.40 2,872.80 2,944.80 3,018.40 3,093.60 3,171.20
1608 2,802.40 2,872.80 2,944.80 3,018.40 3,093.60 3,171.20 3,250.40
1609 2,873.60 2,945.60 3,019.20 3,094.40 3,172.00 3,251.20 3,332.80
1610 2,944.80 3,018.40 3,093.60 3,171.20 3,250.40 3,332.00 3,415.20
1611 3,018.40 3,093.60 3,171.20 3,250.40 3,332.00 3,415.20 3,500.80
1612 3,094.40 3,172.00 3,251.20 3,332.80 3,416.00 3,501.60 3,588.80
1613 3,170.40 3,249.60 3,331.20 3,414.40 3,500.00 3,587.20 3,676.80
1614 3,250.40 3,332.00 3,415.20 3,500.80 3,588.00 3,677.60 3,769.60

MONTHLY A B c D
Range 1 2 3 4 5 6 7

1601 5,127.78 5,256.54 5,388.78 5,522.76 5,660.22 5,801.16 5,945.58
1602 5,256.54 5,388.78 5,522.76 5,660.22 5,801.16 5,945.58 6,093.48
1603 5,388.78 5,522.76 5,660.22 5,801.16 5,945.58 6,093.48 6,246.60
1604 5,522.76 5,660.22 5,801.16 5,945.58 6,093.48 6,246.60 6,403.20
1605 5,661.96 5,802.90 5,947.32 6,095.22 6,248.34 6,404.94 6,565.02
1606 5,802.90 5,947.32 6,095.22 6,248.34 6,404.94 6,565.02 6,728.58
1607 5,947.32 6,095.22 6,248.34 6,404.94 6,565.02 6,728.58 6,897.36
1608 6,095.22 6,248.34 6,404.94 6,565.02 6,728.58 6,897.36 7,069.62
1609 6,250.08 6,406.68 6,566.76 6,730.32 6,899.10 7,071.36 7,248.84
1610 6,404.94 6,565.02 6,728.58 6,897.36 7,069.62 7,247.10 7,428.06
1611 6,565.02 6,728.58 6,897.36 7,069.62 7,247.10 7,428.06 7,614.24
1612 6,730.32 6,899.10 7,071.36 7,248.84 7,429.80 7,615.98 7,805.64
1613 6,895.62 7,067.88 7,245.36 7,426.32 7,612.50 7,802.16 7997.04
1614 7,069.62 7,247.10 7,428.06 7,614.24 7,803.90 7,998.78 8,198.88

EXHIBiT J

3.00%

E
8 9

35.02 35.90
35.90 36.80
36.80 37.72
37.72 38.66
38.67 39.64
39.64 40.63
40.63 41.65
41.65 42.69
42.70 43.77
43.76 44.85
44.85 45.97
45.98 47.13
47.11 48.29
48.30 49.51

E
8 9

2,801.60 2,872.00
2,872.00 2,944.00
2,944.00 3,017.60
3,017.60 3,092.80
3,093.60 3,171.20
3,171.20 3,250.40
3,250.40 3,332.00
3,332.00 3,415.20
3,416.00 3,501.60
3,500.80 3,588.00
3,588.00 3,677.60
3,678.40 3,770.40
3,768.80 3,863.20
3,864.00 3,960.80

E
8 9

6,093.48 6,246.60
6,246.60 6,403.20
6,403.20 6,563.28
6,563.28 6,726.84
6,728.58 6,897.36
6,897.36 7,069.62
7,069.62 7,247.10
7,247.10 7,428.06
7,429.80 7,615.98
7,614.24 7,803.90
7,803.90 7,998.78
8,000.52 8,200.62
8,197.14 8,402.46
8,404.20 8,614.74



CITY OF MODESTO
SCHEDULE OF SALARY RANGES IN CITY SERVICE FOR FY 12/13

EFFECTIVE March 12, 2013

MANAGEMENT - POLICE - UNREPRESENTED

HOURLY A B C D
Range 1 2 3 4 5 6 7

1615 41,64 42,68 43.75 44.84 45.96 47,11 48,29

1616 42,68 43,75 44.84 45,96 47,11 48.29 49,50
1617 43.75 44,84 45,96 47,11 48.29 49.50 50.74
1618 44,85 45,97 47.12 48,30 49.51 50.75 52,02

1619 45,97 47,12 48,30 49.51 50.75 52,02 53,32

1620 47,11 48.29 49.50 50.74 52,01 53,31 54,64

1621 48,30 49,51 50,75 52,02 53,32 54,65 56,02

1622 49,50 50,74 52,01 53,31 54,64 56,01 57,41

1623 50.75 52,02 53,32 54,65 56,02 57,42 58,86

1624 52,02 53,32 54,65 56,02 57,42 58,86 60,33

1625 53,31 54,64 56,01 57,41 58,85 60,32 61,83

1626 54,64 56,01 57,41 58,85 60,32 61,83 63,38

1627 56,01 57,41 58,85 60,32 61,83 63,38 64,96
1628 57,41 58,85 60,32 61,83 63,38 64,96 66,58

BIWEEKLY A B C D
Range 1 2 3 4 5 6 7

1615 3,331.20 3,414,40 3,500,00 3,587.20 3,676.80 3,768,80 3,863,20

1616 3,414,40 3,500,00 3,587.20 3,676,80 3,768,80 3,863.20 3,960,00
1617 3,500,00 3,587.20 3,676,80 3,768,80 3,863.20 3,960,00 4,059,20
1618 3,588,00 3,677,60 3,769.60 3,864,00 3,960,80 4,060,00 4,161.60
1619 3,677.60 3,769,60 3,864,00 3,960,80 4,060,00 4,161,60 4,265,60

1620 3,768,80 3,863.20 3,960,00 4,059.20 4,160,80 4,264,80 4,371,20
1621 3,864,00 3,960,80 4,060,00 4,161.60 4,265,60 4,372.00 4,481,60
1622 3,960,00 4,059.20 4,160,80 4,264,80 4,371.20 4,480,80 4,592,80
1623 4,060,00 4,161,60 4,265,60 4,372.00 4,481.60 4,593,60 4,708.80
1624 4,161,60 4,265,60 4,372.00 4,481,60 4,593,60 4,708,80 4,826,40

1625 4,264,80 4,371.20 4,480.80 4,592,80 4,708,00 4,825,60 4,946,40
1626 4,371.20 4,480,80 4,592,80 4,708,00 4,825,60 4,946,40 5,070.40
1627 4,480,80 4,592,80 4,708,00 4,825,60 4,946,40 5,070,40 5,196,80
1628 4,592,80 4,708,00 4,825,60 4,946,40 5,070,40 5,196,80 5,326,40

MONTHLY A B C D
Range 1 2 3 4 5 6 7

1615 7,245,36 7,426,32 7,612,50 7,802,16 7,997,04 8,197,14 8,402.46
1616 7,426,32 7,612,50 7,802,16 7,997,04 8,197,14 8,402,46 8,613,00

1617 7,612,50 7,802,16 7,997,04 8,197,14 8,402,46 8,613,00 8,828.76
1618 7,803,90 7,998,78 8,198,88 8,404.20 8,614.74 8,830.50 9,051,48

1619 7,998,78 8,198,88 8,404.20 8,614,74 8,830,50 9,051,48 9,277,68

1620 8,197,14 8,402.46 8,613,00 8,828.76 9,049,74 9,275,94 9,507.36
1621 8,404.20 8,614,74 8,830,50 9,051,48 9,277,68 9,509,10 9,747,48

1622 8,613,00 8,828,76 9,049,74 9,275,94 9,507,36 9,745,74 9,989,34

1623 8,830,50 9,051,48 9,277,68 9,509,10 9,747,48 9,991,08 10,241,64

1624 9,051,48 9,277,68 9,509,10 9,747,48 9,991,08 10,241,64 10,497,42

1625 9,275,94 9,507,36 9,745,74 9,989,34 10,239,90 10,495,68 10,758,42
1626 9,507,36 9,745,74 9,989,34 10,239,90 10,495,68 10,758,42 11,028,12

1627 9,745,74 9,989.34 10,239,90 10,495,68 10,758,42 11,028,12 11,303,04
1628 9,989,34 10,239,90 10,495,68 10,758,42 11,028,12 11,303.04 11,584,92

EXHIBIT J

E
8 9

49.50 50,74

50.74 52,01
52,01 53,31
53,32 54.65
54,65 56,02
56,01 57,41
57,42 58,86
58,85 60,32
60,33 61,84
61,84 63.39
63,38 64.96
64,96 66.58
66,58 68.24
68,24 69,95

E
8 9

3,960,00 4,059.20
4,059.20 4,160,80
4,160,80 4,264,80
4,265,60 4,372,00
4,372,00 4,481,60
4,480,80 4,592,80
4,593,60 4,708,80
4,708,00 4,825,60
4,826,40 4,947.20
4,947.20 5,071.20
5,070,40 5,196,80
5,196,80 5,326,40
5,326,40 5,459.20
5,459,20 5,596,00

E
8 9

8,613,00 8,828.76
8,828.76 9,049,74
9,049,74 9,275.94
9,277.68 9,509,10
9,509,10 9,747.48
9,745,74 9,989.34
9,991,08 10,241.64

10,239,90 10,495,68
10,497,42 10,760.16
10,760,16 11,029,86
11,028,12 11,303,04
11,303,04 11,584,92
11,584,92 11,873.76
11,873,76 12,171,30



CITY OF MODESTO
SCHEDULE OF SALARY RANGES IN CITY SERVICE FOR FY 12/13

EFFECTIVE March 12, 2013

MANAGEMENT - POLICE - UNREPRESENTED

HOURLY A B C D
Range 1 2 3 4 5 6 7

1629 58.84 60.31 61.82 63.37 64.95 66.57 68.23
1630 60.32 61.83 63.38 64.96 66.58 68.24 69.95
1631 61.82 63.37 64.95 66.57 68.23 69.94 71.69

1632 63.37 64.95 66.57 68.23 69.94 71.69 73.48
1633 64.95 66.57 68.23 69.94 71.69 73.48 75.32
1634 66.58 68.24 69.95 71.70 73.49 75.33 77.21
1635 68.24 69.95 71.70 73.49 75.33 77.21 79.14
1636 69.95 71.70 73.49 75.33 77.21 79.14 81.12
1637 71.70 73.49 75.33 77.21 79.14 81.12 83.15
1638 73.49 75.33 77.21 79.14 81.12 83.15 85.23
1639 75.32 77.20 79.13 81.11 83.14 85.22 87.35
1640 77.21 79.14 81.12 83.15 85.23 87.36 89.54

BIWEEKLY A B C D
Range 1 2 3 4 5 6 7

1629 4,707.20 4,824.80 4,945.60 5,069.60 5,196.00 5,325.60 5,458.40
1630 4,825.60 4,946.40 5,070.40 5,196.80 5,326.40 5,459.20 5,596.00
1631 4,945.60 5,069.60 5,196.00 5,325.60 5,458.40 5,595.20 5,735.20
1632 5,069.60 5,196.00 5,325.60 5,458.40 5,595.20 5,735.20 5,878.40
1633 5,196.00 5,325.60 5,458.40 5,595.20 5,735.20 5,878.40 6,025.60
1634 5,326.40 5,459.20 5,596.00 5,736.00 5,879.20 6,026.40 6,176.80
1635 5,459.20 5,596.00 5,736.00 5,879.20 6,026.40 6,176.80 6,331.20
1636 5,596.00 5,736.00 5,879.20 6,026.40 6,176.80 6,331.20 6,489.60
1637 5,736.00 5,879.20 6,026.40 6,176.80 6,331.20 6,489.60 6,652.00
1638 5,879.20 6,026.40 6,176.80 6,331.20 6,489.60 6,652.00 6,818.40
1639 6,025.60 6,176.00 6,330.40 6,488.80 6,651.20 6,817.60 6,988.00
1640 6,176.80 6,331.20 6,489.60 6,652.00 6,818.40 6,988.80 7,163.20

MONTHLY A B C D
Range 1 2 3 4 5 6 7

1629 10,238.16 10,493.94 10,756.68 11,026.38 11,301.30 11,583.18 11,872.02
1630 10,495.68 10,758.42 11,028.12 11,303.04 11,584.92 11,873.76 12,171.30
1631 10,756.68 11,026.38 11,301.30 11,583.18 11,872.02 12,169.56 12,474.06
1632 11,026.38 11,301.30 11,583.18 11,872.02 12,169.56 12,474.06 12,785.52
1633 11,301.30 11,583.18 11,872.02 12,169.56 12,474.06 12,785.52 13,105.68
1634 11,584.92 11,873.76 12,171.30 12,475.80 12,787.26 13,107.42 13,434.54

1635 11,873.76 12,171.30 12,475.80 12,787.26 13,107.42 13,434.54 13,770.36
1636 12,171.30 12,475.80 12,787.26 13,107.42 13,434.54 13,770.36 14,114.88

1637 12,475.80 12,787.26 13,107.42 13,434.54 13,770.36 14,114.88 14,468.10

1638 12,787.26 13,107.42 13,434.54 13,770.36 14,114.88 14,468.10 14,830.02
1639 13,105.68 13,432.80 13,768.62 14,113.14 14,466.36 14,828.28 15,198.90
1640 13,434.54 13,770.36 14,114.88 14,468.10 14,830.02 15,200.64 15,579.96

EXHIBIT J

3.00%

E
8 9
69.94 71.69
71.70 73.49
73.48 75.32
75.32 77.20
77.20 79.13
79.14 81.12
81.12 83.15
83.15 85.23
85.23 87.36
87.36 89.54
89.53 91.77
91.78 94.07

E
8 9

5,595.20 5,735.20
5,736.00 5,879.20
5,878.40 6,025.60
6,025.60 6,176.00
6,176.00 6,330.40
6,331.20 6,489.60
6,489.60 6,652.00
6,652.00 6,818.40
6,818.40 6,988.80
6,988.80 7,163.20
7,162,40 7,341.60
7,342.40 7,525.60

E
8 9

12,169.56 12,474.06
12,475.80 12,787.26
12,785.52 13,105.68
13,105.68 13,432.80
13,432.80 13,768.62
13,770.36 14,114.88
14,114.88 14,468.10
14,468.10 14,830.02
14,830.02 15,200.64
15,200.64 15,579.96
15,578.22 15,967.98
15,969.72 16,368.18



MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-81

RESOLUTION AMENDING A LABOR POLICY FOR PAYING AND
REPORTING THE VALUE OF EMPLOYER PAID MEMBER
CONTRIBUTIONS TO THE CALIFORNIA PUBLIC EMPLOYEES'
RETIREMENT SYSTEM (CALPERS) ON BEHALF OF EMPLOYEES
REPRESENTED BY THE MODESTO POLICE MANAGEMENT ASSOCIATION
(MPMA)

WHEREAS, by Resolution No 2012-351 adopted by the Council, the City

adopted a labor policy providing for Public Employees' Retirement System (PERS)

employee contributions to be paid by the City on behalfof employees and for reporting

of employer-paid normal member contributions to PERS as compensation, and

WHEREAS, the governing body of the City of Modesto has the authority to

implement Government Code Section 20636(c)(4) pursuant to Section 20691, and

WHEREAS, the governing body ofthe City of Modesto has a written labor policy

or agreement which specifically provides for the normal member contributions to be paid

by the employer, and reported as additional compensation, and

WHEREAS, one of the steps in the procedures to implement Section 20691 is the

adoption by the governing body of the City of Modesto of a Resolution to commence

paying and reporting the value of said Employer Paid Member Contributions, and

WHEREAS, the governing body has the authority to amend all members in a

group or class of employment pursuant to Government Code Section 20691.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

as follows:

For Police Safety employees hired under Tier 1 Formula 3%@50, the City of

Modesto elects to pay two and one-half (2.5%) ofthe normal member contributions of
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nine percent (9%) as employer paid member contributions and report the same value to

CalPERS as compensation earnable as additional compensation.

For Police Safety employees hired under Tier 2 Formula 3%@55, the City of

Modesto elects to pay zero percent (0%) of the normal member contributions of nine

percent (9%). No payment shall be implemented pursuant to the provisions of Section

20636 (c)(4) of the California Government Code.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that this Resolution shall become effective on

February 26, 2013.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that effective February 26, 2013 Resolution No.

2012-351 is hereby repealed in its entirety.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 26th day ofFebruary, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Gunderson, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmernbers:

ABSENT: Councilrnembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

By:
~~~~~~~~~~~~------

ALCALA WOOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-82

RESOLUTION AMENDING A LABOR POLICY FOR PAYING AND
REPORTING THE VALUE OF EMPLOYER PAID MEMBER
CONTRIBUTIONS TO THE CALIFORNIA PUBLIC EMPLOYEES'
RETIREMENT SYSTEM (CALPERS) ON BEHALF OF UNREPRESENTED
MANAGEMENT POLICE SAFETY MEMBERS

WHEREAS, by Resolution No 2012-352 adopted by the Council, the City

adopted a labor policy providing for Public Employees' Retirement System (PERS)

employee contributions to be paid by the City on behalfof employees and for reporting

of employer-paid normal member contributions to PERS as compensation, and

WHEREAS, the governing body of the City of Modesto has the authority to

implement Government Code Section 20636(c)(4) pursuant to Section 20691, and

WHEREAS, the governing body ofthe City of Modesto has a written labor policy

or agreement which specifically provides for the normal member contributions to be paid

by the employer, and reported as additional compensation, and

WHEREAS, one of the steps in the procedures to implement Section 20691 is the

adoption by the governing body of the City of Modesto of a Resolution to commence

paying and reporting the value of said Employer Paid Member Contributions, and

WHEREAS, the governing body has the authority to amend all members in a

group or class ofemployment pursuant to Government Code Section 20691.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

as follows:

For Police Safety employees hired under Tier I Formula 3%@50, the City of

Modesto elects to pay two and one-halfpercent (2.5%) of the normal member
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contributions of nine percent (9%) as employer paid member contributions and report the

same value to CalPERS as compensation earnable as additional compensation.

For Police Safety employees hired under Tier 2 Formula 3%@55, the City of

Modesto elects to pay zero percent (0%) of the normal member contributions of nine

percent (9%). No payment shall be implemented pursuant to the provisions of Section

20636 (c)(4) of the California Government Code.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that this Resolution shall become effective on

February 26, 2013.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that effective February 26, 2013 Resolution No.

2012-352 is hereby repealed in its entirety.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 26th day of February, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Gunderson, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

By: ~~~~c---=~=--=c----­
ALCALA WOOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-83

RESOLUTION APPROVING TWENTY ONE (21) CAPITAL FACILITIES FEES
EXEMPTIONS FOR HABITAT FOR HUMANITY, STANISLAUS COUNTY
RIVER VISTA PROJECT (FORMERLY SPORTSMEN ESTATES) LOCATED
AT SIGNATURE COURT, SUNSET AVENUE AND ROSELAWN AVENUE.
CAPITAL FACILITIES FEES EXEMPTION MASTER AGREEMENT WITH
HABITAT FOR HUMANITY, STANISLAUS COUNTY TO BE APPROVED BY
THE CITY COUNCIL AT A LATER DATE

WHEREAS, on August 8, 2012, by Resolution No. 2012-311, the City Council

allocated $1 million in Neighborhood Stabilization Program 3 (NSP3) funds to Habitat

for Humanity, Stanislaus County for the development of a 2 I-unit single-family

affordable housing project at a site that was formerly known as the Sportsmen Estates

subdivision (now River Vista) located at Signature Court, Sunset Avenue, and Roselawn

Avenue, and

WHEREAS, to ensure long-term affordability for these housing units by reducing

the overall cost of development, staff recommended CFF deferrals and exemptions for

this project, and

WHEREAS, the CFF Exemption Master Agreement with Habitat for Humanity,

Stanislaus County will be approved by the City Council at a later date, and

WHEREAS, the City of Modesto is authorizing Habitat for Humanity, Stanislaus

County to be issued building permits for approved building plans with payment of all

required fees, except CFF, and

WHEREAS, a public notice was published in the Modesto Bee on February 11,

2013 to provide the public with an opportunity to comment on the proposed

deferral/exemption of CFF during the public hearing held by the City Council on
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February 26,2013, at 5:30 p.m., in the Tenth Street Place Chambers, located at 1010

Tenth Street,

WHEREAS, the Citizens' Housing and Community Development Committee

(CH&CDC) considered the proposed CFF deferral/exemption at its February 20, 2013

meeting, and reeommended Council approve, and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves twenty one (21) CFF exemptions for Habitat for Humanity,

Stanislaus County River Vista Project (formerly Sportsmen Estates) with the CFF

Exemption Master Agreement with Habitat for Humanity, Stanislaus County to be

approved by the City Council at a later date.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 26th day of February, 2013, by Councilmember Cogdill,

who moved its adoption, with motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Burnside,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

02l26/2013/PRN/JHannoniitem 18

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Mayor Marsh

None

Muratore
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-84

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING HABITAT FOR HUMANITY, STANISLAUS
COUNTY TO BE ISSUED BUILDING PERMITS FOR APPROVED BUILDING
PLANS WITH PAYMENT OF ALL REQUIRED FEES, EXCEPT CAPITAL
FACILITIES FEES

WHEREAS, on August 8, 2012, by Resolution No. 2012-311, the City Council

allocated $1 million in Neighborhood Stabilization Program 3 (NSP3) funds to Habitat

for Humanity, Stanislaus County for the development of a 21-unit single-family

affordable housing project at a site that was formerly known as the Sportsmen Estates

subdivision (now River Vista) loeated at Signature Court, Sunset Avenue, and Roselawn

Avenue, and

WHEREAS, the Citizens' Housing and Community Development Committee

(CH&CDC) considered the proposed issuance of building permits for approved building

plans with payment of all required fees, except Capital Facilities Fees, to Habitat for

Humanity, Stanislaus County at its February 20,2013 meeting, and recommended

Council approve, and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby authorizes Habitat for Humanity, Stanislaus County to be issued building

permits for approved building plans with payment of all required fees, except Capital

Facilities Fees.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City ofModesto held on the 26th day of February, 2013, by Councilmember Cogdill,

who moved its adoption, with motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Burnside,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

By:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Mayor Marsh

None

Muratore

ATTEST:~(~ffLl~flt () /f I Il'h. ILc-
sffr~

A WOOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-85

RESOLUTION DENYING THE APPEAL OF AL BREWER, HARRY SOLARIS,
JEAN, AND KATHY TO A BOARD OF ZONING ADJUSTMENT DECISION
APPROVING A CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT TO ALLOW 19-BED
RESIDENTIAL CARE FACILITY FOR WOMEN AT 831 MAZE BOULEVARD

WHEREAS, an application for a Conditional Use Permit for a 19-bed Residential

Care Facility for women located at 831 Maze Boulevard, was filed by Nirvana Drug and

Alcohol Treatment Institute on September 13,2012, and

WHEREAS, Sections 10-9.102 of the Municipal Code authorize the Board of

Zoning Adjustment to grant Conditional Use Permits, and

WHEREAS, a public hearing was held by the Board of Zoning Adjustment on

November 15, 2012, in Chambers, 1010 Tenth Street, Modesto, California, at which

hearing both evidence both oral and documentary was received and considered, and

WHEREAS, after hearing concerns from neighboring residents, the Board of

Zoning Adjustment voted to continue the public hearing to December 20, 2012, with

direction to Planning Division Staff to hold a neighborhood workshop in the intervening

period, and

WHEREAS, a neighborhood workshop was held on November 28, 2012, in

Chambers, 1010 Tenth Street, Modesto, California, at which workshop concerns were

raised regarding lack oflimitations on the operator of the facility, the types of clients

served by the facility, and the need for additional fencing for the project, and

WHEREAS, as a result of the concerns raised at the workshop, Planning staff

recommended additional conditions to address these concerns, and
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WHEREAS, the continued public hearing was held by the Board of Zoning

Adjustment on December 20, 2012, in Chambers, 1010 Tenth Street, Modesto,

California, at which hearing the Board of Zoning Adjustment, by Resolution Nos. 2012-

07 approved a conditional use permit to allow a 19-bed Residential Care Facility for

women located at 831 Maze Boulevard, and

WHEREAS, on January 3, 2013, Al Brewer, Harry Solaris, Jean, and Kathy filed

an appeal with the City Clerk of the City of Modesto to the decision of the Board of

Zoning Adjustment approving a conditional use permit to allow a 19-bed Residential

Care Facility for women located at 831 Maze Boulevard, and

WHEREAS, said appeal was set for a duly noticed public hearing before the City

Council to be held on February 26, 2013, in the Tenth Street Place Chambers, located at

1010 Tenth Street, Modesto, California, at which time said public hearing was held, and

evidence both oral and documentary was received and considered; and

WHEREAS, Council heard evidence from appellants establishing the proposed

Residential Care Facility could result in privacy concerns for the neighbors to the north of

the subject property; and

WHEREAS, based on the above, the Council determined that Condition of

Approval No.4 of Board of Adjustment Resolution No. 2012-07 should be amended to

require an eight-foot-tall fence along the north property line.

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it finds and determines as follows:

I. That denying the appeal of Al Brewer, Harry Solaris, Jean, and Kathy and
affirming the decision of the Board of Zoning Adjustment to grant a
conditional use permit is required for these reasons:
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a. The proposed conditional use permit is consistent with the
objectives and requirements of Title 10 (Zoning Regulations)
because the Code allows Residential Care Facilities upon securing
a conditional use permit approval from the Board. The purpose
and intent of the Low Density Residential (R-l) Zone includes
encouraging "a wide variety of residential product types and
densities that meet the diverse economic and social needs of all
residents".

b. The proposed conditional use and the conditions under which it
will operate is consistent with the General Plan because the
proposed 19-Bed Residential Care Facility is located in an area
designated R, Residential by the City of Modesto Urban Area
General Plan. As Residential Care Facilities are allowed in
residential areas with a Conditional Use Permit, the proposal is
therefore consistent with the General Plan.

c. The proposed conditional use will not be detrimental to the public
health, safety, or welfare or materially injurious to uses, properties
or improvements in the vicinity because this facility will be
required to meet all applicable Zoning, Building and Fire Code
Standards.

d. The proposed conditions of approval will ensure compatibility with
the surrounding uses because the property and existing dwelling
unit is of a sufficient size to accommodate the 19-bed Residential
Care Facility for women, without creating undue conflicts with
surrounding residences.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED by the City Council that it finds and determines,

based on substantial evidence and testimony in the administrative record, that the appeal

of the Al Brewer, Harry Solaris, Jean and Kathy to the decision of the Board of Zoning

Adjustment approving an application for a Conditional Use Permit and a variance to

allow a 19-bed Residential Care Facility for women located at 831 Maze Boulevard is

hereby denied for the reasons set forth above, and the decision of the Board of Zoning

Adjustment as set forth in its Resolution Nos. 2012-07 is hereby affirmed.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED by the City Council that Condition ofApproval

No.4 of Board ofAdjustment Resolution No. 2012-07 is hereby amended as follows:
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4. Prior to occupancy, the applicant shall install an eight-foot-tall wood fence
along the north property line and seven-foot-tall wood fence along rear
yard of the western property line and the entire eastern property line
(except the required front-yard setback area). The fence shall include
"Acoustifence" or equivalent sound mitigating treatment to the satisfaction
of the Director of Community and Economic Development.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 26th day of February, 2013, by Councilmember

Gunderson, who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by

Councilmember Muratore, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the

following vote:

AYES: Councihnembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

By:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Muratore,
Mayor Marsh

None

Lopez

ALCALA WOOD, City Attorney

2/26113/CEDDIDWagelltem 19 4 2013-85



MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-86

RESOLUTION APPROVING A SECOND AMENDMENT TO THE
DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING & URBAN DEVELOPMENT ANNUAL ACTION
PLAN FOR FISCAL YEAR 2012-13, AND AUTHORIZING THE CITY
MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO EXECUTE RELATED DOCUMENTS

WHEREAS, the City of Modesto receives Federal grants from the United States

Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD), and allocates those funds to

eligible activities, and

WHEREAS, on May 8, 2012, by Resolution No. 2012-170, the Modesto City

Council approved the Fiscal Year 2012-13 HUD Annual Action Plan (AAP), and

WHEREAS, any changes to the allocations adopted in the AAP are accomplished

through an AAP amendment, and

WHEREAS, this second amendment will amend the Fiscal Year 2012-13 HUD

AAP to include the allocation ofunspent entitlement from Projects 100315 and 100275,

and

WHEREAS, a notice has been duly given to the community of the proposed

amendment to the HUD AAP, which began January 15, 2013 and ended with a public

hearing held by the City Council on February 26,2013, at 5:30 p.m., in the Tenth Street

Place Chambers, located at 1010 Tenth Street, and

WHEREAS, the Citizens' Housing and Community Development Committee

(CH&CDC) considered the proposed amendment to the HUD AAP at its January 16,

2013, meeting, and recommended Council approve, and
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NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves a second amendment to the 2012-2013 Annual Action Plan and

the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby authorized to execute related documents.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 26th day of February, 2013, by Councilmember Cogdill,

who moved its adoption, with motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Burnside,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:
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Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-87

RESOLUTION AMENDING THE FY 2012-13 ANNUAL OPERATING AND
CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT BUDGETS TO REFLECT THE APPROVED
SECOND AMENDMENT TO THE ANNUAL ACTION PLAN FOR FISCAL
YEAR 2012-13 AND THE REALLOCATION OF UNSPENT FUNDS AS NOTED
IN EXHIBIT A; AND AUTHORIZING THE DIRECTOR OF FINANCE, OR HER
DESIGNEE, TO TAKE THE NECESSARY STEPS TO IMPLEMENT THE
PROVISIONS OF THIS RESOLUTION

WHEREAS, the City of Modesto receives Federal grants from the United States

Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD), and allocates those funds to

eligible activities, and

WHEREAS, on May 8, 2012, by Resolution No. 2012-170, the Modesto City

Council approved the Fiscal Year 2012-13 HUD Annual Action Plan (AAP), and

WHEREAS, any changes to the allocations adopted in the AAP are accomplished

through an AAP amendment, and

WHEREAS, this second amendment will amend the Fiscal Year 2012-13 HUD

AAP to include the allocation ofunspent entitlement from Projects 100315 and 100275,

and

WHEREAS, a notice has been duly given to the community of the proposed

amendment to the HUD AAP, which began January 15,2013 and ended with a public

hearing held by the City Council on February 26, 2013, at 5:30 p.m., in the Tenth Street

Place Chambers, located at 1010 Tenth Street, and

WHEREAS, the Citizens' Housing and Community Development Committee

(CH&CDC) considered the proposed amendment to the HUD AAP at its January 16,

2013, meeting, and recommended Council approve, and

02f26f2013/PRNIMOttenlItem 20 2013-87



NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council ofthe City of Modesto

that it hereby approves amending the FY 2012-13 Annual Operating and Capital

Improvement Budgets to reflect the approved the reallocation of unspent entitlement

funds as set forth in Exhibit "A", attached hereto and incorporated herein by reference,

and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Director of Finance, or her designee, is

hereby authorized to take the necessary steps to implement the provisions of this

resolution.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 26th day of February, 2013, by Councilmember Cogdill,

who moved its adoption, with motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Burnside,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES:

NOES:

ABSENT:

(SEAL)

Councilmembers:

Councilmembers:

Councilmembers:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

By:
~~~~~~~~~~~---­
SUSA ~ ~LCALA WOOD, City Attorney

02l2612013IPRNIMOttenlltem 20 2 2013·87



100275-Empire Street Improvement Project
Task Current Budget
Construction Admin 250,262
City Construct Force 94,000
Construction 807,104
Contingency - CIP 76,000
Eng/Design/Admin 175,132
Land Acquisition 31,710
Total $ 1,434,208

100315 Sr Center
Task Current Budget
Construction Admin 28,348
Construction 204,270
Contingency - CIP 28,860
EnglDesignlAdmin 68,522
Total $ 330,000

Project XXXXX 2013/2014 ADA Curb Ramp
Task Current Budget
Design $
Construction $
Contingency $
Construction Admin $
Total $

EXHIBIT A

Incl (Dec) Revised Amt
$ (194,114) $ 56,148
$ (94,000) $
$ (285,399) $ 521,705

3,750
125,016
48,773

755,392

$ (72,250) $
$ (50,116) $
$ 17,063 $
$ (678,816) $

Incl (Dec) Revised Amt
$ (28,348) $
$ (2,280) $ 201,990
$ (28,860) $
$ (25,775) $ 42,747
$ (85,263) $ 244,737

Incl (Dec) Revised Amt
$ 35,000 $ 35,000
$ 200,000 $ 200,000
$ 30,000 $ 30,000
$ 35,000 $ 35,000
$ 300,000 $ 300,000

1130-38300-01045 PreDesign - Muni Park ADA Project - Activity #01045
Task Current Budget Incl (Dec)
Total $ 35,000 $ (35,000)

Project #XXXXX Muni Park ADA Project - Activity #01045
Task Current Budget
Design
Construction
Contingency
Construction Admin
Total $

Incl (Dec)
$ 14,000
$ 322,000
$ 32,200
$ 6,800
$ 375,000

Revised Amt
$

Revised Amt
$ 14,000
$ 322,000
$ 32,200
$ 6,800
$ 375,000

1130-38300-XXXXX Public facility Improvements - to be completed by June 30, 2013
Task Current Budget Incl (Dec) Revised Amt
Professional Services $ 95,000 $ 95,000
Services City Forces $ 5,000 $ 5,000
Total $ $ 100,000 $ 100,000

$ 1,799,208 $ (24,079) $ 1,775,129



MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-88

RESOLUTION APPROVING THE FIRST AMENDMENT TO THE AGREEMENT
TO CONSTRUCT IMPROVEMENTS AND GRANT REVOCABLE LICENSE
BETWEEN SHELTER COVE COMMUNITY CHURCH AND THE CITY OF
MODESTO TO GRANT A TWO-YEAR TIME EXTENSION FOR THE
CONSTRUCTION OF IMPROVEMENTS TO PROVIDE ACCESS TO
CLARATINA AVENUE AND AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER, OR HIS
DESIGNEE, TO EXECUTE THE AMENDMENT

WHEREAS, Shelter Cove Community Church, located at 4242 Coffee Road,

received approval by the City Council on February 25, 2003, by Resolution No. 2003-

101,. for General Plan Amendment, Specific Plan Amendment and Annexation for the

development of a church, and

WHEREAS, annexation ofthe parcel was approved by Stanislaus Local Agency

Formation Commission on April 23, 2003, and

WHEREAS, Shelter Cove Community Church Final Development Plan was

approved on May 2, 2005, by the Planning Commission for a church, with offices and

Sunday-school classrooms, and

WHEREAS, Final Development Plan was approved with two driveways on

Coffee Road, and

WHEREAS, Shelter Cove Community Church, has requested access to Claratina

Avenue which is designated a Class B Expressway in the City's General Plan, and

WHEREAS, a Class B Expressway is a high volume roadway where access is

controlled and limited to ensure sufficient traffic flow and overall operational viability of

expressways in the community, and
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WHEREAS, the proposed access to Claratina Avenue does not meet the

requirements for expressway access to a private driveway as provided in the City's

Expressway Access Policy, and

WHEREAS, the City's General Plan typically allows one Collector Street

intersection on a Class B Expressway at y" to Yz mile intervals between two Arterial

Streets, and

WHEREAS, the location of a Collector Street along the north side of Claratina

Avenue between the Arterial Streets, Coffee Road and Oakdale Road, will be determined

through the preparation of a specific plan for the Hetch Hetchy Comprehensive Planning

District (CPD), and

WHEREAS, the Hetch Hetchy CPD does not have an approved specific plan to

determine the location of a Collector Street intersection with Claratina Avenue, and

WHEREAS, the proposed access on Claratina Avenue is identified as an interim

Collector Street located approximately y" mile from Coffee Road, and

WHEREAS, on April 27, 2010, the City Council adopted Resolution 2010-155

approving an Agreement to Construct Improvements and Grant Revocable License

between Shelter Cove Community Church and the City of Modesto to provide access to

Claratina Avenue, and

WHEREAS, Section 2. g. of the Agreement to Construct Improvements and Grant

Revocable License requires the construction of the improvements to be completed thirty

six (36) months from the Agreement approval date, and
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WHEREAS, in a letter dated January 4,2013, Shelter Cove Community Church

has requested a two-year time extension indicating the main reasons why the

improvements were not completed in the last three years are due to poor economic

conditions, insufficient capital funding for the project, and the need to obtain approval

from the neighbor to locate a small portion of the on-ramp on the neighbor's parcel to the

west, and

WHEREAS, this project is exempt for environmental review pursuant to Section

15061 (b) (3) because the proposed time extension does not have the potential of causing

a significant impact on the environment.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves the First Amendment to the Agreement to Construct

Improvements and Grant Revocable License between Shelter Cove Community Church

and the City of Modesto to grant a two-year time extension for the construction of the

improvements to provide access to Claratina Avenue. A copy ofthe First Amendment to

the Agreement to Construct Improvements and Grant Revocable License is on file in the

Office of the City Clerk.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or designee, is hereby

authorized to execute the First Amendment to the Agreement.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 5th day of March, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Geer, was

upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

By:
SUS
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Burnside, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez, Muratore,
Mayor Marsh

None

Cogdill

4 2013-88



MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-89

A RESOLUTION APPROVING AN AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE CITY OF
MODESTO AND OFFICER FRANK INACIO FOR THE PURCHASE OF
RETIRED CITY OF MODESTO POLICE CANINE, FRITZ; AND
AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO EXECUTE
THE AGREEMENT

WHEREAS, the Police Chieffor the City of Modesto, from time to time,

officially retires police canines from departmental service, and

WHEREAS, City of Modesto police canine handler, Officer Inacio, wishes to

purchase and assume possession of his assigned canine, Fritz, upon the dog's official

retirement, and

WHEREAS, it is necessary to adopt a resolution authorizing the purchase of a

City of Modesto police canine by its assigned handler,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves the agreement between the City of Modesto and Officer Inacio for

the purchase of retired police canine, Fritz.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute the Agreement.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 5th day of March, 2013, by Councilmember Gunderson,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Lopez,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

Burrlside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

ABSENT: Councilmembers: None

ATTEST:~~..e /
T H IE LOPEZ, City 0

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

By:
SUS
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-90

A RESOLUTION APPROVING AN AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE CITY OF
MODESTO AND OFFICER DWIGHT MILLER FOR THE PURCHASE OF
RETIRED CITY OF MODESTO POLICE CANINE, BASS; AND AUTHORIZING
THE CITY MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO EXECUTE THE AGREEMENT

WHEREAS, the Police Chieffor the City of Modesto, from time to time,

officially retires police canines from departmental service, and

WHEREAS, City of Modesto police canine handler, Officer Miller, wishes to

purchase and assume possession ofhis assigned canine, Bass, upon the dog's official

retirement, and

WHEREAS, it is necessary to adopt a resolution authorizing the purchase of a

City of Modesto police canine by its assigned handler,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves the agreement between the City of Modesto and Officer Miller for

the purchase of retired police canine, Bass.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute the Agreement.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City ofModesto held on the 5th day of March, 2013, by Councilmember Gunderson,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Lopez,

was upon roll can carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

By:
SUSAN
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Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-91

A RESOLUTION APPROVING AN AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE CITY OF
MODESTO AND OFFICER BRADLEY PETERSON FOR THE PURCHASE OF
RETIRED CITY OF MODESTO POLICE CANINE, PONO; AND
AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO EXECUTE
THE AGREEMENT

WHEREAS, the Police Chief for the City of Modesto, from time to time,

officially retires police canines from departmental service, and

WHEREAS, City of Modesto former police canine handler, Officer Peterson,

wishes to purchase and assume possession of his assigned canine, Pono, upon the dog's

official retirement, and

WHEREAS, it is necessary to adopt a resolution authorizing the purchase of a

City of Modesto police canine by its assigned handler,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves the agreement between the City of Modesto and Officer Peterson

for the purchase ofretired police canine, Pono.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute the Agreement.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 5th day of March, 2013, by Councilmember Gunderson,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Lopez,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

By:
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Burnside, Cogdill, Gecr, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

ATTEST:s~
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-92

RESOLUTION APPROVING AN AGREEMENT WITH THE STATE WATER
RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD TO RECEIVE GRANT FUNDS AND TO
EXECUTE ALL GRANT-RELATED DOCUMENTS, FOR THE MODESTO
AREA 2 STORMWATER TO SANITARY SEWER CROSS CONNECTION
REMOVAL PROJECT - PHASE I GARRISON PARK

WHEREAS, the City of Modesto desires to construct the Modesto Area 2

Stonnwater to Sanitary Sewer Cross Connection Removal Project - Phase I Garrison

Park to address wastewater system capacity deficiencies due to direct connections of

storm drain runoff to the sanitary sewer system, and

WHEREAS, final design ofPha~e I is now complete and construction is expected

to start in summer 2013, and

WHEREAS, in anticipation of this, City staff applied for the Proposition 84 Storm

Water Grant Program (SWGP) to help fund construction, and

WHEREAS, in December 2012, the City was given notification ofthe project

being selected for SWGP Implementation funding in the amount of$3 million with a

required $158,000 match, and

WHEREAS, a grant agreement with the State Water Resources Control Board

must be executed in order to receive the funding,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City ofModesto

that it hereby authorizes the City Manager, or his designee, to enter into an agreement

with the State Water Resources Control Board to receive grant funds and to execute all

grant-related documents, for the Modesto Area 2 Stonnwater to Sanitary Sewer Cross

Connection Removal Project - Phase I Garrison Park.
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BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute all documents.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 5th day of March, 2013, by Councilmember Burnside,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Muratore, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

By: =~~:jIJ:;~~=-:=---:--_
ECALA WOOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-93

RESOLUTION I) ACCEPTING THE TRANSFER OF WASTEWATER
CAPACITY FROM MODESTO TALLOW COMPANY TO THE CITY OF
MODESTO IN THE AMOUNT OF 6.71 MILLION GALLONS OF FLOW, 277,172
POUNDS OF BIOLOGICAL OXYGEN DEMAND (BOD), AND 90,081 POUNDS
OF TOTAL SUSPENDED SOLIDS (TSS), VALUED AT $999,999 IN LIEU OF A
MONETARY PAYMENT AND II) ACCEPTING THE TRANSFER OF
WASTEWATER CAPACITY OWNERSHIP AT TWO TIMES THE AMOUNT
DUE IN EXCHANGE FOR A FIVE YEAR USAGE TERM

WHEREAS, on January 27, 2009, Council, by Ordinance No. 3503-C.S.,

approved the creation of a City Wastewater Treatment Capacity Banking and Transfer

Program (Program) for the purpose of creating incentives for economic development, and

WHEREAS, this Ordinance added Article 9, titled "Wastewater Permitted

Capacity Banking and Transfer" to Chapter 6 ofTitle 5 of the Modesto Municipal Code,

and

WHEREAS, Modesto Tallow Company has agreed to transfer ownership of

wastewater capacity to the City of Modesto to satisfy its obligation ofpayment of 80% of

user fees from its existing allocated capacity, and

WHEREAS, the transferred capacity, consisting of flow, BOD and TSS, will be

placed in the Program for use according to the provision of the Capacity Banking

Ordinance, and

WHEREAS, Modesto Tallow Company will be retaining its remaining annual

capacity of55,590,000 gallons of flow, 2,297,800 pounds of BOD, and 747,000 pounds

of TSS, which is subject to the use provisions outlined in Section 5-6.906(h) of the

Municipal Code, and
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WHEREAS, the Capacity Banking and Transfer ordinance 5-6.906(h) specifies a

period of non-use ofthree consecutive years, after which the City may appropriate

without payment any unused capacity, and

WHEREAS, Modesto Tallow Company has agreed to transfer ownership of

wastewater capacity with a value of two times the obligation of payment, and has

requested a five-year usage term, and

WHEREAS, this transaction will be the second transfer of capacity accepted by

the City of Modesto in lieu of sewer use fees,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves i) the transfer of wastewater capacity from Modesto Tallow

company to the City of Modesto in the amount of6.71 million gallons of flow, 277,172

pounds of biological oxygen demand (bod), and 90,081 pounds of total suspended solids

(tss), valued at $999,999 in lieu of a monetary payment and ii) the transfer of wastewater

capacity ownership at two times the amount due in exchange for a five year usage term.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 5th day of March, 2013, by Councilmember Cogdill, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Burnside,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

ATTEST: ~f}j)J)~TEPNIELOPEZ, citYClT
(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

By: -===-c-~~rn~~-::::---:---
SUS ALCALA WOOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-94

RESOLUTION APPROVING SUBMITTAL OF A GRANT APPLICATION FOR
THE MCHENRY AVENUE CORRIDOR STUDY, TO THE CALIFORNIA
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION, IN THE AMOUNT OF $300;000, AND
AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO EXECUTE
ALL NECESSARY GRANT DOCUMENTS

WHEREAS, on December 7,2010, the City Council, by Resolution No. 2010-

495, accepted the U.S. HUD-EPA-DOT Smart Valley Places grant, which provides

funding for amendments to the Urban Area General Plan land nse and circulation

elements, and

WHEREAS, additional grant funding is needed in order to prepare planning

documents, such as corridor studies, to implement the amended General Plan, and

WHEREAS, the California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) has the

authority to award grants of fmancial assistance for transportation planning projects, and

WHEREAS, grants for Caltrans local assistance funds would impose certain

obligations on the City of Modesto, such as invoicing, quarterly reporting, timely

completion, and a local match often percent (10%) of the grant award, and

WHEREAS, a public meeting was held on March 12, 2013, at 5:30 p.m., in the

Tenth Street Place Chambers located, at 1010 Tenth Street, Modesto, California, at which

submittal of the grant applications was considered by the Council of the City of Modesto,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves submittal of an application on behalfof the City of Modesto to

Caltrans for Community-Based Transportation Planning Grant funds for the McHemy

Avenue corridor study in the amount of$300,000.
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BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute and file the quarterly reports and other documents Caltrans requires

for awarding a local assistance grant.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute all necessary grant documents with Caltrans on behalf of the City

of Modesto.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 12th day of March, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Burnside,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:
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Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-95

RESOLUTION APPROVING THE EMPLOYMENT DEVELOPMENT
DEPARTMENT (EDD) APPLICATION FOR ELECTIVE COVERAGE OF
DISABILITY INSURANCE FOR EMPLOYEES REPRESENTED BY MODESTO
CONFIDENTIAL AND MANAGEMENT ASSOCIATION (MCMA); AND
AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER, OR DESIGNEE, TO TAKE THE
NECESSARY ADMINISTRATIVE ACTION TO IMPLEMENT THE
AGREEMENT

WHEREAS, the current Memorandwn of Understanding (MOU) between the

City of Modesto (CITY) and the Modesto Confidential and Management Association

(MCMA) was adopted on July 10,2012, and

WHEREAS, MCMA MOU includes language to initiate participation in the State

Disability Insurance (SDI) program for employees in the unit, and

WHEREAS, employers may elect coverage throngh the Disability Insurance

Branch of the California Employment Development Department (EDD) by way of the

application for elective coverage ofdisability insnrance, and

WHEREAS, the CITY agreed to the coordination of these benefits so long as

there is no additional financial or administrative cost to the CITY, and

WHEREAS, the Council considered this matter at its meeting of March 12,2013,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that the Council hereby approves the Employment Development Department (EDD)

application for elective coverage ofdisability insurance for employees represented by the

Modesto Confidential and Management Association (MCMA).

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to take the necessary administrative action to implement the agreement.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 12th day of March, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Burnside,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:
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Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-96

A RESOLUTION APPROVING CHANGES TO VARIOUS
AND FEES FOR SPECIFIC ACTIVITIES AND
CITY-COUNTY AIRPORT, AND RESCINDING
2009-434

d O ILj-\'1
WHEREAS, the Modesto City-County Airport (Airport) is an enterprise fund and

is expected to be self-supporting. The Airport has historically adjusted Rates and Fees

effective July 1st by the annual Consumer Price Index. The Airport has not passed on a

Rates and Fee increase during Fiscal Years 2009, 2010, and 2011 in response to the

recessionary fiscal environment, and

WHEREAS, adjusting Airport Rates and Fees will increase revenue that will

allow the airport to recover growing operational expenses incurred by the airport budget,

and

WHEREAS, during the past three years the CPI of the Western United States has

increased 43%, and

WHEREAS, the Airport Advisory Committee at its January 17,2013 meeting,

recommended this 43% increase and various fees be forwarded onto City Council for its

consideration, and

WHEREAS, a duly noticed public hearing was held by the Council on March 12,

2013 at 5:30 p.m. in the Tenth Street Place Chambers located at 1010 Tenth Street,

Modesto, California, at which all interested persons were given the opportunity to be

heard relative to the proposed changes to various rates and fees for specific activities and

services at the Modesto City-County Airport,
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NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves changes to various Airport Rates and Fees for specific activities

and services at the Modesto City-County Airport as noted in Attachment A.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that this resolution shall go into effect and be in

full force and operation on April I, 2013.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that Resolution No. 2009-434 is hereby

rescinded.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 12th day of March, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Geer, was

upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmember:

NOES: Councilmember:

ABSENT: Councilmember:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

By:
~~~~~~~~~~--~--------

SUSAN 'ALCALA WOOD, City Attorney
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Proposed Fee Increase

Activities & Services Current Rate Proposed Rate

landing Fees
IAircraft Landing Fee 1$0.88 per 1000 Ibs 1$0.92 per 1000 Ibs

*Tie-Downs
Single Engine, Tail-in Tie-Down $39.00 monthly

Single Engine Taxi-in Tie-Down $63.00 monthly

Twin Engine, Taxi-in Tie-Down $0.05 s.f/month

Transient Single Engine Tie-Down $7.20 per day

Transient Twin Engine Tie-Down $9.25 per day

Transient Heavy A/C Tie-Down $13.50 per day

Jets Tie-Down $13.50 per day

Offices
IOffice Space 1$0.86 s.f./month

Keys
IAdditional or Replacement Keys 1$5.00

Hangar Units
A-Row Units 2-11 $129.00

A-Row Large End Units 1 & 12 $149.00

B-Row Units 2-9 $155.00

B-Row Large End Units 1 & 10 $192.00

C-Row Units 2, 3, 4, & 7 $163.00

C-Row Units 5 & 6 (Electric) $193.00

C-Row Large End Units 1 & 8 $198.00

D-Row Units 2-9 $147.00

D-Row Unit 6 (Electric) $176.00

D-Row Large End Units 1 & 10 $205.00

E-Row Units 1, 3, 4, 5, 6,7, 8, & 10 $214.00

E-Row Large End Units 2 & 9 $250.00

F-Row Units 1, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, & 10 $214.00

F-Row Large End Units 2 & 9 $250.00

G-Row Units 1-10 $214.00

G-Row Storage Unit $45.00

H-Row Units 1-10 $214.00

H-Row Storage Units (East & West) $45.00

I-Row Units 1-8 $418.00

J-Row Units 1-10 $214.00

K-Row Units 1-11 $241.00

L-Row Units 1-10 $245.00

L-Row Storage $45.00
*Tle-Oown Fees: TaXI-in Tie-Down -Permanent, helicopter/light single and mUlti-engine (under 12,500 Ibs)

Taxi-In Tie-Down - Permanent, helicopter/light single and multi-engine (over 12,500 lbs)

Taxi-in Tie-Down - Transient, helicopter/twin-engine aircraft (under 12,500 Ibs)

Taxi-in Tie-Down - Transient, helicopter/twin-engine aircraft (over 12,500 !bs)

$41.00 monthly

$66.00 monthly

$0.05212 s.f/month

$7.50 per day

$9.65 per day

$14.08 per day

$14.08 per day

1$0.90 s.f./month

1$50.00

$135.00

$155.00

$162.00

$200.00

$170.00

$201.00

$207.00

$153.00

$184.00

$214.00

$223.00

$261.00

$223.00

$261.00

$223.00

$47.00

$223.00

$47.00

$436.00

$223.00

$251.00

$256.00

$47.00
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-97

RESOLUTION APPROVING CAPITAL FACILITIES FEE (CFF) EXEMPTION
BETWEEN THE CITY OF MODESTO AND SATELLITE AFFORDABLE
HOUSING ASSOCIATES FOR THE TOWER PARK SENIOR HOUSING
DEVELOPMENT AT 17TH AND G STREETS IN MODESTO, AND
AUTHORIZING STAFF TO FINALIZE THE PROVISIONS TO THE CAPITAL
FACILITIES EXEMPTION AGREEMENT

WHEREAS, on June 27, 2006, by Resolution No. 7-2006, the Redevelopment

Agency (RDA) approved the purchase of 17th & G Streets property, also known as

"Tower Park", and

WHEREAS, the RDA Housing Set-Aside Fund now the City of Modesto as the

Housing Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City of Modesto owns

"Tower Park" and has maintained the parcel as a park with the intent to build an

affordable senior housing project on site, and

WHEREAS, on February 8, 2013, Satellite Affordable Housing Associates,

(Applicant) submitted a Capital Facilities Fees Exemption Application for Tower Park

Senior Housing Development (Project). The Project located at 17th and G Streets

Modesto will provide one-bedroom apartments ofrestricted affordable housing to seniors

55 years and over, plus one-two-bedroom manager's unit, and

WHEREAS, apartments will be affordable to households earning between 30%

and 60% of the area median income, and

WHEREAS, Staff recommended the City Council approve a CFF exemption

between the City of Modesto and Satellite Affordable Housing Associates for 50-unit

affordable rental senior housing project located at 17th and G Streets in Modesto and
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WHEREAS, the agreement will come back to Council at a later date for approval,

and

WHERAS, a notice was duly given to the cormnunity to enable the public to have

the opportunity to cormnent on the proposed CFF exemption request, and

WHEREAS, this cormnent period ended with a hearing held by the City Council

on March 5, 2013, at 5:30 p.m., in the Tenth Street Place Chambers, located at 1010

Tenth Street, and

WHEREAS, the Citizens' Housing and Community Development Cormnittee

(CH&CDC) considered the proposed CFF exemption at its February 20, 2013, meeting,

and recormnended Council approve CFF exemptions and also recommended Council

review CFF Policy and Procedures.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves the CFF exemption between the City of Modesto and Satellite

Affordable Housing Associates for a 50-unit affordable rental senior housing project

located at 17th and G Streets in Modesto and authorizing staff to finalize the provisions

to the Capital Facilities Exemption Agreement.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 12'h day of March, 2013, by Councilmember BUTI1side,

who moved its adoption, with motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Lopez,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

031l2/2013/PRN/CAvereillItem 8

Bumside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Mayor Marsh

None

Muratore
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-98

RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF MODESTO REQUESTING FROM THE
STANISLAUS COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS TO CONSOLIDATE THE
CITY OF MODESTO GENERAL MUNICIPAL ELECTION TO BE HELD ON
NOVEMBER 5, 2013, REQUESTING THE SERVICES OF THE REGISTRAR OF
VOTERS, ELECTIONS DIVISION OF THE COUNTY OF STANISLAUS TO
CONDUCT THE ELECTION ON BEHALF OF THE CITY OF MODESTO AND
THE MODESTO CITY SCHOOLS BOARD

WHEREAS, the City of Modesto will hold an election on November 5,2013 for

the purpose of electing three (3) Councilmembers (District 2, 4 and 5), and four (4)

Modesto City Schools Board members (four year terms) and one (1) Modesto City

Schools Board Member (two year term); and

WHEREAS, the City of Modesto respectively requests that the Stanislaus County

Registrar of Voters, Elections Division, furnish all other services, facilities, supplies,

equipment, etc. necessary for the election; and

WHEREAS, the City of Modesto City Clerk's Office will be responsible for

issuing/collecting election information, publishing the Notice of Election and the

Nominees for Public Office; and

WHEREAS, the City of Modesto will reimburse the County of Stanislaus for all

actual costs for services performed to conduct the municipal election on behalf of the

City.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby formally requests from the Board of Supervisors of Stanislaus County,

California, to consolidate the City ofModesto's Municipal Election with the County's

General Election to be held on November 5, 2013, requesting the services of the Registrar
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of Voters, Elections Division of the County of Stanislaus to conduct the election on

behalf of the City of Modesto.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting ofthe Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 26th day of March, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Muratore,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

By: ~
SUS~A WOOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-99

RESOLUTION APPROVING (1) QUITCLAIM DEED CONVEYING EXCESS
LAND TO JOHN ROBERT CHRlSTIANSEN; RAY WADE CHRlSTIANSEN,
TRUSTEE OF THE RAY W. CHRlSTIANSEN TRUST ESTABLISHED UNDER
THE CHRlSTIANSEN 2007 REVOCABLE TRUST UlIID JUNE 5, 2007; DAVID
T. BRADFORD, TRUSTEE OF THE DAVID T. BRADFORD EXEMPT TRUST
AS SET FORTH IN THE MARlON T. BRADFORD SURVIVOR'S TRUST UlIID
JANUARY 2,1990; JOHN S. BRADFORD, TRUSTEE OF THE JOHN S.
BRADFORD IRREVOCABLE TRUST AS SET FORTH IN THE C & M
BRADFORD IRREVOCABLE TRUST UlIID MARCH 20, 1998; JOHN S.
BRADFORD, TRUSTEE OF THE JOHN S. BRADFORD EXEMPT TRUST AS
SET FORTH IN MARlON T. BRADFORD SURVIVOR'S TRUST UlIID
JANUARY 2, 1990; AND (2) ASSIGNMENT AND ASSUMPTION OF SIGN
LOCATION LEASE TO JOHN ROBERT CHRISTIANSEN; RAY WADE
CHRlSTIANSEN, TRUSTEE OF THE RAY W. CHRISTIANSEN TRUST AS
ESTABLISHED UNDER THE CHRlSTIANSEN 2007 REVOCABLE TRUST
UlIID JUNE 5, 2007; DAVID T. BRADFORD, TRUSTEE OF THE DAVID T.
BRADFORD EXEMPT TRUST AS SET FORTH IN THE MARION T.
BRADFORD SURVIVOR'S TRUST UlIID JANUARY 2, 1990; JOHN S.
BRADFORD, TRUSTEE OF THE JOHN S. BRADFORD IRREVOCABLE
TRUST AS SET FORTH IN THE C & M BRADFORD IRREVOCABLE TRUST
UlIID MARCH 20, 1998; AND JOHN S. BRADFORD, TRUSTEE OF THE JOHN
S. BRADFORD EXEMPT TRUST AS SET FORTH IN THE MARlON T.
BRADFORD SURVIVOR'S TRUST UlIID JANUARY 2, 1990; AND
AUTHORlZING CITY MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO EXECUTE THE
DOCUMENTS

WHEREAS, in July, 2000, the City of Modesto (CITY) purchased a parcel of

land located at Beech and Franklin Streets in the City ofModesto from Ray Wade

Christiansen, John Robert Christiansen and Bradford Family Trust

(ChristiansenlBradford) consisting of approximately 24,490 square feet for the

construction ofthe Kansas Needham Overcrossing, and

WHEREAS, following completion of the overcrossing approximately 6,445

square feet of the land was no longer needed for the project and was considered excess

land, and
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WHEREAS, the purchase/sale agreement executed in July, 2000 contained a

clause obligating CITY to sell back the excess land to Christiansen/Bradford. The resale

was conditioned on the abandonment of a public alley adjacent to the excess land. CITY

agreed to commence abandonment proceedings within six months of the date of the July

2000 purchase/sale agreement, and

WHEREAS, the alley was abandoned in 2008, and

WHEREAS, in 2007 CITY negotiated a twenty-year lease with CBS Outdoor

wherein CBS was permitted to erect and operate a two-faced outdoor display on the

excess land. Over the term of the sign lease, CITY was to receive $312,000 in lease

revenue, and

WHEREAS, in 2009, ChristiansenlBradford demanded that CITY comply with

the resale clause of the original purchase/sale agreement. Attempts to resolve the dispute

were unsuccessful and in 2010 Christiansen/Bradford commenced a civil action against

CITY to compel CITY to resell the excess land and to recover monetary damages, and

WHEREAS, CITY and ChristiansenlBradford have reached a negotiated

settlement to terminate the litigation, and

WHEREAS, in order to implement the settlement, it is necessary to (1) transfer

title of the excess land and (2) assign the sign lease to ChristiansenlBradford,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves (1) Quitclaim Deed conveying excess land to John Robert

Christiansen; Ray Wade Christiansen, Trustee of the Ray W. Christiansen Trust

established under the Christiansen 2007 Revocable Trust U/l/D June 5, 2007; David T.

Bradford, Trustee of the David T. Bradford Exempt Trust as set forth in the Marion T.
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Bradford Survivor's Trust U/VD January 2,1990; John S. Bradford, Trustee of the John

S. Bradford Irrevocable Trust as set forth in the C & M Bradford Irrevocable Trust UlI/D

March 20, 1998; John S. Bradford, Trustee of the John S. Bradford Exempt Trust as set

forth in Marion 1. Bradford Survivor's Trust UlI/D January 2,1990; and (2) Assignment

and Assumption of Sign Location Lease to John Robert Christiansen; Ray Wade

Christiansen, Trustee of the Ray W. Christiansen Trust as established under the

Christiansen 2007 Revocable Trust UliiD June 5, 2007; David T. Bradford, Trustee of the

David T. Bradford Exempt Trust as set forth in the Marion 1. Bradford Survivor's Trust

U/VD January 2,1990; John S. Bradford, Trustee of the John S. Bradford Irrevocable

Trust as set forth in the C & M Bradford Irrevocable Trust UliiD March 20, 1998; and

John S. Bradford, Trustee of the John S. Bradford Exempt Trust as set forth in the Marion

T. Bradford Survivor's Trust UlIID January 2, 1990.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute the documents.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 26th day of March, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Gunderson,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers: Geer, Gunderson, Lopez, Mayor Marsh

NOES: Councilmembers: None

ABSENT: Councilmembers: Burnside, Cogdill, Muratore

'~.ATTEST: -l~~~~~~~~~
STEPH NIE LOPEZ, CIty 1

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

By ~SUSA ALCALA WOOD, CIty Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-100

RESOLUTION APPROVING A WILL SERVE LETTER FOR THE PROPERTY
LOCATED AT 500 SOUTH SANTA ROSA AVENUE, APN: 035-054-004, TO
CONNECT TO THE CITY OF MODESTO'S EXISTING WATER SYSTEM, AND
AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER TO SIGN THE WILL SERVE LETTER

WHEREAS, on May 22,2012, the City Council approved a resolution number

2012-203, and

WHEREAS, it amended city ofModesto Municipal Code section 11-1.05 and

Council Policy 5.001 relating to water connection charges and

WHEREAS, it required that the City Manager upon the recommendation of the

Director responsible for utility system planning to request City Council approval for all

extensions ofwater and sewer services into unincorporated areas.

WHEREAS, the property located at 500 South Santa Rosa Avenue in Modesto is

not connected to City's water system and

WHEREAS, this property is located outside Modesto City limits and

WHEREAS, City staff has completed an analysis and determined that it is

reasonable for the City of Modesto to extend water service to this property and

WHEREAS, it has been determined that a sufficient quantity ofpotable water is

available for normal usage by the proposed development and

WHEREAS, the water connection fees are paid and associated permits be

obtained prior to connecting to the City water system.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves the Will Serve letter for a property located at 500 South Santa

Rosa Avenue (APN 035-054-004) in Modesto.

03i26i2013iCEDIBSandhulltem 7 2013·100



BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to approve the Will Serve letter.

The foregoing documents were introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 26th day of March, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Muratore,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES:

NOES:

ABSENT:

(SEAL)

Councilmembers:

Councilmembers:

Councilmembers:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

APPROVED AS TO FOr:
By: ______~~~~--~~~----_

LCALA WOOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-101

RESOLUTION APPROVING AN OUTSIDE SERVICE AGREEMENT
BETWEEN THE CITY OF MODESTO AND G3 ENTERPRISES, INC., A
DELAWARE CORPORATION FOR WATER SERVICE FOR THE PROPERTY
LOCATED AT 500 SOUTH SANTA ROSA AVENUE IN MODESTO, APN: (035-
054-004) AND AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO
EXCUTE THE AGREEMENT

WHEREAS, the property located at 500 South Sauta Rosa Avenue is not

connected to City's water system, aud

WHEREAS, this property is located outside Modesto City limits, and

WHEREAS, if it is determined that it is reasonable for the City to extend water

service to this property, aud

WHEREAS, it has been determined that a sufficient quautity ofpotable water is

available for normal usage by the proposed development, aud

WHEREAS, the water connection fees will be paid aud associated permits be

obtained prior to beginning auy on site construction, aud

WHEREAS, that the property owner enters into au outside service agreement for

water with the City, as required for water service outside of City limits.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves the outside service agreement for the property located at 500

South Santa Rosa Avenue in Modesto APN (035-054-004)

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Mauager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute the agreement.
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The foregoing documents were introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 26th day of March, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Muratore,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES:

NOES:

ABSENT:

(SEAL)

By:

Councilmembers:

Councilmembers:

Councilmembers:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

LCALA WOOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-102

RESOLUTION APPROVING A WILL SERVE LETTER FOR THE PROPERTY
LOCATED AT 4567 FINNEY ROAD, APN: 135-06-043 TO CONNECT TO THE
CITY OF MODESTO'S EXISTING WATER SYSTEM, AND AUTHORIZING
THE CITY MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE TO SIGN THE WILL SERVE
LETTER

WHEREAS, on May 22,2012, the City Council approved a resolution number

2012-203, and

WHEREAS, it amended city of Modesto Municipal Code section 11-1.05 and

Council Policy 5.001 relating to water connection charges and

WHEREAS, it required that the City Manager upon the reconnnendation of the

Director responsible for utility system planning to request City Council approval for all

extensions of water and sewer services into unincorporated areas.

WHEREAS, the property located at 4567 Finney Road in Salida, is not connected

to City's water system and

WHEREAS, this property is located outside Modesto City limits and

WHEREAS, City staffhas completed an analysis and determined that it is

reasonable for the City of Modesto to extend water service to this property and

WHEREAS, it has been determined that a sufficient quantity ofpotable water is

available for normal usage by the proposed development and

WHEREAS, the water connection fees are paid and associated permits be

obtained prior to connecting to the City water system.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves the Will Serve letter for a property located at 4567 Finney Road

(APN 135-006-043) in Salida.
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BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to approve the Will Serve letter.

The foregoing documents were introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 26th day of March, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Muratore,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES:

NOES:

ABSENT:

(SEAL)

Councilmembers:

Councilmembers:

Councilmembers:

RM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

By: ______~~~--------~~--__---­
SUS
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-103

RESOLUTION APPROVING AN OUTSIDE SERVICE AGREEMENT
BETWEEN THE CITY OF MODESTO AND THE FIRST BAPTIST CHURCH
OF SALIDA, A CORPORATION, FOR WATER SERVICE FOR THE
PROPERTY LOCATED AT 4567 FINNEY ROAD IN SALIDA, APN: (135-006-
043) AND AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO
EXECUTE THE AGREEMENT

WHEREAS, the property located at 4567 Finney Road is not connected to City's

water system, and

WHEREAS, this property is located outside Modesto City limits, and

WHEREAS, if it is determined that it is reasonable for the City to extend water

service to this property, and

WHEREAS, it has been determined that a sufficient quantity ofpotable water is

available for normal usage by the proposed development, and

WHEREAS, the water connection fees will be paid and associated permits be

obtained prior to beginning any on site construction, and

WHEREAS, that the property owner enters into an outside service agreement for

water with the City, as required for water service outside ofCity limits.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves the outside service agreement for the property located at 4567

Finney Road in Salida APN (135-006-043)

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute the agreement.
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The foregoing documents were introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 26th day of March, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Muratore,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

By: ------~~~4-----~~-----­
LCALA WOOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-104

A RESOLUTION APPROVING THE 2ND EXTENSION OF THE
PREQUALIFIED CONSULTANT LIST FOR RIGHT OF WAY ACQUISITION
SERVICES FOR VARIOUS CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
PROJECTS FOR A PERIOD OF ONE (1) YEAR

WHEREAS, the City of Modesto has one Property Agent position allocation in

the Utility Planning and Projects Department, and

WHEREAS, there are currently a large number of Capital Improvement Projects

(CW) requiring right-of-way acquisition, and

WHEREAS, having a list of pre-qualified consultants for right-of-way acquisition

will save time and expense on each project, and

WHEREAS, on December 22,2009, the Community and Economic Development

Department solicited Request for Qualifications for the delivery of Right-of-Way

Acquisition services for the City of Modesto to five (5) prospective qualifiers and posted

the request on the City's web site, and

WHEREAS, eleven (11) Statements ofQualifications were received on or before

the deadline of January 22, 2010, and

WHEREAS, an evaluation committee composed of staff from Community &

Economic Development Department, Parks, Recreation and Neighborhood Department,

and Utility Planning and Projects Department evaluated the Statements of Qualifications,

and
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WHEREAS, the following four (4) companies were selected by the evaluation

committee to be on the City's eligibility list:

and

Associated Right of Way Services

Overland, Pacific & Cutler

Universal Field Services, Inc.

Bender Rosenthal,

WHEREAS, On March 23, 2010, the City Council, by Resolution No.

2010-095, approved a pre-qualified consultant list for ROW acquisition. The

prequalified consultant list was approved for two (2) years, with three (3) one (1)

year extensions, and

WHEREAS, On March 27,2012, the City Council, by Resolution No.

2012-18, approved the extension of the pre-qualified consultant list for ROW

acquisition for one (l) year,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves the 2nd extension of the prequalified consultant list for Right-of­

Way acquisition services for various Capital Improvement Program projects for a period

of one (1) year.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 26th day of March, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Muratore,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

By:
SUS
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Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

ATTEST:
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-105

RESOLUTION APPROVING THE PLANS AND SPECIFICATIONS FOR THE
STREET IMPROVEMENTS EAST OF EL VISTA ELEMENTARY SCHOOL
PROJECT, ACCEPTING THE BID, AND APPROVING A CONSTRUCTION
CONTRACT WITH ROLFE CONSTRUCTION IN THE AMOUNT OF
$281,043.15; AND AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE,
TO EXECUTE THE CONTRACT

WHEREAS, on June 28, 2011, City Council accepted the Safe Routs to School

Grant of $362,530 for the Street Improvements East of El Vista Elementary School, and

WHEREAS, City of Modesto Gas Tax has been programed to fund 10 % ofthe

project costs, and

WHEREAS, plans and specifications have been prepared for the Street

Improvements East ofEl Vista Elementary School project, and City staff recommends

approval by the City Council, and

WHEREAS, the bids received for the Street Improvements East ofEl Vista

Elementary School project were opened at 11 a.m. on February 26, 2013, and later

tabulated by the Director of Community & Economic Development for the consideration

of the Council, and

WHEREAS, the Director of Community & Economic Development Department

has recommended that the bid of$281,043.15 received from Rolfe Construction of

Atwater, CA be accepted as the lowest responsible bid and the contract be awarded to

Rolfe Construction, and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves the plans and specifications for the Street Improvements East of

El Vista Elementary School, accepts the bid from Rolfe Construction ofAtwater, CA in
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the amount of$281,043.l5, and awards Rolfe Construction the contract for Street

Improvements East ofEI Vista Elementary School project,

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute the contract.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 26th day of March, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by CounciImember Muratore,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

03126i2013/C&EDICCovololItem 10

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-106

RESOLUTION APPROVING THE PLANS AND SPECIFICATIONS FOR THE
EAST SIDE OF SUTTER AVENUE SOUTH OF MARSHALL STREET
IMPROVEMENTS PROJECT, ACCEPTING THE BID, AND APPROVING A
CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT WITH DSS COMPANY DBA KNIFE RIVER
CONSTRUCTION, IN THE AMOUNT OF $347,578.50; AND AUTHORIZING
THE CITY MANAGER, OR IDS DESIGNEE, TO EXECUTE THE CONTRACT

WHEREAS, on June 28,2011, City Council accepted the Safe Routs to School

Grant of$423,376 for the Sutter Avenue Improvements around James Marshall

Elementary School, and

WHEREAS, City of Modesto Gas Tax has been programed to fund 5% ofthe

project costs, and

WHEREAS, Stanislaus County Local Transportation Fund has been programed to

fund 5% of the project costs, and

WHEREAS, on December 11,2012, Stanislaus County Board of Supervisors

approved the Contribution Agreement between the County of Stanislaus and the City of

Modesto for the construction phase of the Safe Route to School (SR2S) - Sutter Avenue

improvements around James Marshall Elementary School project, and

WHEREAS, plans and specifications have been prepared for the East Side of

Sutter Avenue South of Marshall Street hnprovements project and City staff recommends

approval by the City Council, and

WHEREAS, the bids received for the East Side of Sutter Avenue South of

Marshall Street hnprovements project were opened at 11 a.m. on February 19,2013, and

later tabulated by the Director ofCommunity & Economic Development for the

consideration of the Council, and
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WHEREAS, the Director of Community & Economic Development Department

has recommended that the bid of$347,578.50 received from DSS Company dba Knife

River Construction be accepted as the lowest responsible bid and the contract be awarded

to DSS Company dba Knife River Construction, and

WHEREAS, on February 26, 2013, Modesto City Council approved the

Contribution Agreement between the County of Stanislaus and the City of Modesto for

the construction phase of the Safe Route to School (SR2S) - Sutter Avenue

improvements around James Marshall Elementary School project, and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves the plans and specifications for the East Side of Sutter Avenue

South ofMarshall Street Improvements, accepts the bid from DSS Company dba Knife

River Construction in the amount of$347,578.50, and awards DSS Company dba Knife

River Construction of Stockton, Ca the contract for East Side of Sutter Avenue South of

Marshall Street Improvements project,

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute the contract.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 26th day of March, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Muratore,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

By:
SUSAN

0312612013/C&ED/CCovololItem 11

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-107

RESOLUTION FINDING THAT THE FOLLOWING PROJECT IS WITHIN THE
SCOPE OF THE PROJECT COVERED BY THE MODESTO URBAN AREA
GENERAL PLAN MASTER ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT (MASTER
EIR) (SCH#20070n023, EA/C&ED 2011-39) PROPOSED TWO (2) SAFE ROUTES
TO SCHOOL PROJECTS: SR2SL 5059 (181) & SR2SL 5059 (182)

WHEREAS, on October, 14,2008, the City Council, by Resolution No. 2008-582

certified the Modesto Urban Area General Plan Master Environmental Impact Report

(Master EIR) (SCH No. 2007072023), and

WHEREAS, the SR2SL 5059 (181) Street Improvements East of EI Vista

Elementary School project will construct pedestrian enhancements along Trask Lane.,

Viola St., Roble Ave., and Bellamy St., to facilitate safer conditions for students of both

EI Vista Elementary and La Lorna Junior High Schools, and

WHEREAS, the SR2SL 5059 (182) East Side of Sutter Avenue South of

Marshall Street Improvements project will also construct pedestrian enhancements along

Sutter Ave., Elsie St., and Rouse Ave., to facilitate safer conditions for students of James

Marshall Elementary and Modesto High Schools, and

WHEREAS, associated site work will include construction of, new curb, gutter,

and sidewalk, and crosswalk enhancements, and

WHEREAS, the Community & Economic Development Department has prepared

an Initial Study, Environmental Checklist ENC&ED No. 2011-39 for proposed Two (2)

Safe Routes to School Projects, and

WHEREAS, pursuant to Section 15162 (a) and 15177 ofthe CEQA Guidelines,

the City of Modesto finds that no new effects could occur or no new mitigation measures

would be required, therefore the activity is within the scope of the project covered by the
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Master EIR and no new environmental document or Public Resources Code Section

21081 findings are required, and

WHEREAS, in accordance with CEQA guidelines, on January 3, 2012, the City

caused to be published a 30-day notice of the City's intent to make a finding that the

proposed project conforms with the Master EIR, and

WHEREAS, said matter was considered by the City Council at a regular meeting

on March 26,2013, at 5:30 p.m., in the Tenth Street Place Chambers, 1010 Tenth Street,

Modesto, California.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it has reviewed and considered the Initial Study prepared for the proposed Project, a

copy of which is attached hereto as Exhibit"A" and incorporated herein by reference,

and based on the substantial evidence included in said Initial Study makes the following

findings:

A. The subsequent project will have no additional significant effect on the
environment, as defined in subdivision (d) of Section 21158 of the Public
Resources Code, that was not identified in the Master EIR.

B. No new or additional mitigation measures or alternatives are required.

C. The subsequent project is within the scope of the project covered by the
MasterEIR.

D. All applicable policies, regulations, and mitigation measures identified in the
Master EIR have been applied to the subsequent project or otherwise made
conditions of approval of the subsequent project.

E. The Initial Study, Envirorunental Assessment No. EAJC&ED No. 2011-39
provides the substantial evidence to support findings A through D, above.
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BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto that the

Director of Community & Economic Development Department is hereby authorized and

directed to file a notice of determination within five (5) business days with the Stanislaus

County Clerk, pursuant to Section 21152 of the Public Resources Code.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 26th day of March, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Muratore,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

03/26113!CED/CCovolo/ltem 12

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None
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City of Modesto

Finding of Conformance to
General Plan Master fIR:

Initial Study Environmental Checklist
EA/C8tED No. 2011-39

for Proposed Two (2) Safe Routes to School Projects:
1. SR2SL 5059(181) - Pedestrian Enhancements along Trask In., Viola

St., Roble Ave., and Bellamy St., to facilitate safer conditions for
students of both EI Vista Elementary and La loma Junior High Schools;

and,
2. SR2Sl 5059(182) - Pedestrian enhancements along Sutter Ave.,

Elsie St., and Rouse Ave., to facilitate safer conditions for students of
James Marshall Elementary and Modesto High Schools

Prepared by:
City of Modesto

Community &. Economic Development Department
Planning Division

December 13, 20U

Updated: April 2011
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City of Modesto
Master EIR Initial Study Environmental Checklist

I. PURPOSE

CEQA allows for the limited environmental review of subsequent projects under the City's Master
Environmental Impact Report ("Master ErR" or "MErR"). This Initial Study Environmental Checklist
("Initial Study") is used in determining whether the proposed project (construction of four right turn
lanes) is "within the scope" of the project analyzed in the Modesto Urban Area General Plan Master
ErR (SCH# 2007072023) (Public Resources Code section 21157.1). When the Initial Study supports
this condusion, the City will issue a finding of conformance.

A subsequent project is "within the scope" of the Master EIR when:

1. it will have no additional significant effects on the environment that were not addressed as
Significant effects in the Master ErR; and

2. no new or additional mitigation measures or alternatives are required.

"Additional significant effects" means a project-specific effect that was not addressed as a significant
effect in the Master ErR. [Public Resources Code Section 21158(d)]

The determination must be based on substantial evidence in the record. "Substantial evidence"
means facts, reasonable assumptions predicated upon facts, or expert opinion based on facts. It
does not indude speculation or unsubstantiated opinion. (CEQA Guidelines Section 15384)

II. PROJECT DESCRIPTION

A. litle: Proposed Two (2) Safe Routes to School Project (SR2Sl 5059/18l - Pedestrian
Enhancements induding curb, gutter & sidewalks along Trask In., Viola St., Roble Ave., and
Bellamy St., to facilitate safer conditions for students of both EI Vista Bementary and La loma
Junior High Schools; and, SR2Sl5059/182 - Pedestrian enhancements including curb, gutter
& sidewalks and crosswalk enhancements along Sutter Ave., Elsie St., and/or Rouse Ave., to
facilitate safer conditions for students of James Marshall Elementary and Modesto High
Schools)

B. Address or location: (Described under "litle," above.)

C. Applicant: Oty of Modesto

D. City Contact: Brad Wall, AICP
Department: Community and Economic Development
Phone Number: 209.577.5273
E-mail address:bwall@modestooov.com

E. Current General Plan Designation(s): N/A

F. Current Zoning Classification(s): N/A

City of Modesto
General Plan Master EIR 1
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G. Surrounding land Uses: N/A

H. Project Description, including the project type listed in Section H.C (Anticipated Future
Projects) of the Master EIR (Attach additional maps/support materials as needed for complete
record):

The proposed project consists of street improvements to add curb, gutter & Sidewalks, and
other safety improvements such as crosswalk enhancements, at the project locations. This
project is included in Section II.C. #g - Capital Improvement Projects. The attached aerial
photographs are overlaid with the proposed street improvements.

I. Other Public Agencies Whose Approval is Required: None

HI. FINDINGS/DETERMINATION (SELECT ONE ON THE BASIS OF THE ANALYSIS
IN SECTION IV)

1• ..lL Within the Scope - The project is within the scope of the Master EIR and no new
environmental document or Public Resources Code Section 21081 findings are required. All of
the following statements are found to be true:

A. The subsequent project will have no additional significant effect on the environment,
as defined in subdivision (d) of Section 21158 of the Public Resources Code, that was
not identified in the Master ErR.

B. No new or additional mitigation measures or alternatives are required.

C. The subsequent project is within the scope of the project covered by the Master ErR.

D. All applicable policies, regulations, and mitigation measures identified in the Master ErR
have been applied to the subsequent project or otherwise made conditions of approval
of the subsequent project.

2. __ Mitigated Negative Declaration Required - On the basis of the above determinations,
the project is not within the scope of the Master ErR. A mitigated negative declaration will be
prepared for the project. The following statements are all found to be true:

A. The subsequent project is within the scope of the project covered by the Master EIR.

B. All applicable policies, regulations, and mitigation measures identified in the Master EIR
have been applied to the subsequent project or otherwise made conditions of approval
of the subsequent project.

C. The project will have one or more potential new significant effects on the environment
that were not addressed as significant effects in the Master ErR. New or additional
mitigation measures are being required of the project that will reduce the effects to a
less-than-significant level.

3.__ Focused EIR Required- On the basis of the above determinations, the project is not within
the scope of the Master ErR. A Focused ErR will be prepared for the project. All of the
following statements are found to be true:

City of Modesto
General Plan Master EIR 2
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A. The subsequent project Is within the scope of the project covered by the Master EIR.

B. All applicable policies, regulations, and mitigation measures Identified in the Master EIR
have been applied to the subsequent project or otherwise made conditions of approval
of the subsequent project.

C. The project will have one or more new significant effects on the environment that were
not addressed as significant effects In the Master EIR. New or additional mitigation
measunes or alternatives are required as a result.

Prindoal Planner
;Project Manager TJtle

December 13. 2011
Date

4. Within the Scope Analysis of this Document:

The Master EIR allows projects to be found within the scope of the MEIR if certain aiteria are met. If
the fol/owing statements are found to be true for all 21 impact categories induded in this Initial
Study, then the proposed project is addressed by the MEIR analysis and is within the scope of the
MEIR. Any~Non nesponse must be discussed.

YES NO

(1) The lead agency for subsequent projects shall be the City of Modesto or a responsfble IZl 0agency Identified in the Master SR.

(2) CIty policies which reduce, avoid, or mitigate environmental effeds will continue to be In
effect and, therefore, would be applied to subsequent projects where appropriate. The
policies are described In the list of polides in place and mitigation measures attached to IZl 0
the Initial study template. Project Impacts would be mitigated to a !ess-than-signlflCilnt
level using MEIR mitigations only.

(3) Federal, State, regional, and StanIslaus County regulations do not change In a manner
that Is less restrictive on development than ament law (I.e., would not offer the same IZl 0
level of protection assumed under the Master aR).

(4) No specific information concerning the known or potential presence of significant
resources Is Identified In future reports, or through formal or Informal input received from IZl 0
responsfble or trustee agendes or other qualified sources.

(5) The development wiD occur within the boundaries of the City's planning area as
IZl 0established In this Urban Area General Plan.

(6) Development within the project will comply with all appropriate mitigation measures
1ZI 0contained and enumerated in the General Plan Master EIR.

City of Modesto
General Plan Master EIR

Initial Study EA No. 2011-39
December 13, 2011



5. Currency of the Master EIR Document

The MEIR should be reviewed on a regular basis to determine its currency, and whether additional
analYSis/mitigation should be incorporated into the MEIR via a Supplemental or Subsequent EIR
(CEQA Section 21157.6). Staff has reviewed Sections 1 through 21 of this document in light of the
criteria listed below to determine whether the MEIR is current. The analysis contained within the
Master EIR is current as long as the following circumstances have not changed. Any "no" response
must be explained.

YES NO

(1) Certification of the General Plan Master EIR occurred less than five years prior to the L8l 0filing of the application for this subsequent project.

(2) This project is described in the Master EIR and its approval will not affect the adequacy
of the Master ErR for any subsequent project because the City can make the following L8l 0
findings:

(a) No substantial changes have occurred with respect to the circumstances under which L8l 0the Master EIR was certified.

(b) No new information, which was not known and could not have been known at the time L8l 0the Master EIR was certified as complete, has become available.

(c) Policies remain in effect which require site-specific mitigation, and avoidance or other L8l 0mitigation of impacts as a prerequisite to future development.

N. ENVIRONMENTAl.. ANAl..YSIS

This Initial Study, in accordance with Section 21157.1(b) of the Public Resources Code, discloses
whether the proposed project may cause any project-specific significant effect on the environment
that was not examined in the Final Master EIR (MEIR) for the General Plan and whether new or
additional mitigation measures or alternatives may be required as a result. The Initial Study thereby
documents whether or not the project is "within the scope" of the Master EIR.

Pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21157.1, no new environmental document or findings are
necessary for projects that are determined to be within the scope of the MEIR. Adoption of the
findings specified in Section III.1, above after completion of the Initial Study fulfills the City's
obligation in that situation.

Al! environmental effects cited reflect 2025 conditions resulting from the Urban Area General Plan, as
identified in the Master EIR.

The environmental impact analysis in the Master EIR for the Urban Area General Plan is organized in
twenty-one subject areas. The following analysis is based on the impact analyses contained in
Chapter V of the Master EIR. For ease of reference, the sections are numbered in the same order as
the analyses in Chapter V.

City of Modesto
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1. TRAfFIC AND CIRCULATION

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Master EIR discloses the following residual significant and unavoidable traffic and circulation
impacts expected after application of mitigations/policies:

Direct Impacts

Effect: Increased automobile traffic will result in roadway segments (see MEIR on Table 1-7, pages
V-1-32 to V-1-34) operating at LOS D, Modesto's Significance threshold for automobile traffic, or
lower (LOS E or F).

Effect: The substantial increase in traffic relative to the existing load and capacity of the street
system will cause, either individually or cumulatively, the violation of automobile service standards
established by StanCOG's Congestion Management Plan for designated roads and highways.

Effect: A substantial increase in automobile vehicle miles traveled and automobile vehicle hours of
travel and a decrease in average automobile vehicle speed (see MEIR Table 1-6, page V-1-31).

Cumulative Impacts

Effect: Potential for growth inducement or acceleration of development resulting from highway and
local road projects.

Effect: Substantial increase in traffic in relation to the existing traffic load and capacity of the street
system, including a Violation, either individually or cumulatively, of an automobile LOS standard
established by the Congestion Management Plan for designated roads and highways.

Effect: Increased demand for capacity-enhancing alterations to existing roads or automobile traffic
reduction.

other impact categories affected by Traffic and Circulation are addressed throughout this Initial Study
(see also Section 2, Degradation of Air Quality; Section 3, Generation of Noise; Section 7 loss of
Sensitive WIldlife and Plant Habitat; Section B, Disturbance of Archaeological/Historic Sites; Section 14
Increased Demand for Fire Services; Section IB, Energy; Section 19, Visual Resources; Section 20,
Land Use and Planning, and Section 21, Climate Change).

b. Master EIR. and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

Traffic and Circulation mitigation measures pertinent to this project are found on MEIR pages V-1-9
through V-l-2B. All mitigation measures appropriate to the project, including any new measures, will
be incorporated into or made conditions of approval of this project and are listed in Section V,
Mitigation Measures Applied to Project.

Discussion:

The appropriate mitigation to be applied to this project includes those shown in Section V, below (see
page 35) from the MEIR. No new or additional mitigation measures or alternatives are required to
reduce project impacts to a less-than-significant level.

City of Modesto
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c. Project-Specific Effects

Section V-l.B of the Master EIR provides analysis of Traffic and Circulation impacts of development of
the General Plan, the following is an analysis of whether the proposed project would result in a new,
significant, project-specific effect not disclosed in the Master EIR.

Significance Criteria: A subsequent development project will have a new Significant effect on the
environment if it would exceed the following criteria:

1. TRAFFIC AIIID CIRCULATION

1) The proposed project exceeds traffic generation
assumptions in the Master EIR for the site by 100
trips or more and City Engineering and
Transportation staff has determined that the project
would have additional potentially significant project-
specific effects that are not avoided or reduoed by
the Master EIR mitigation measures.

2) Exceed, either individually or cumulatively, a
level of service standard established by the county
congestion management agency for designated
roads or highways?

3) The proposed project would cause additional
roadway segments in the General Plan area to
exceed LOS D and/or cause additional violations of
standards in the Congestion Management Pian,
and/or cause an increase in automobile vehicle
miles or vehicle hours of travel or a decrease in
automobile travel speed, as compared to the
impacts disclosed in the Master EIR.

4) The proposed project would cause emergency
response times to exceed acceptable standards
established by the Fire Department, as compared to
impacts disdosed in the Master ErR (see Section 14,
Increased Demand for Fire Services).

5) The proposed project would result in less parking
than required by the Municipal Code or as
determined by staff.

6) The proposed project would conflict witih adopted
polities, plans, or programs that support alternative
transportation, induding, but not limited to the
Regional Transportation Plan, the Sustainable
Communities Strategy, and the Bicyde Action Pian.

7) The proposed project would result in an increase
in automobile vehicle miles traveled on a per capita
basis in excess of that considered in the Master EIR.

City of Modesto
General Plan Master EIR
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Discussion:

(1-4) The proposed project improvements are consistent with the roadway designations anticipated
in the MIER as well as adopted transportation plans. The project would result in improved
pedestrian safety, and reduced potential conflicts between automobiles and pedestrians.

(5) Construction of the proposed street improvements would not result in the need for additional
parking per the Oty of Modesto Parking regulations.

(6) The proposed project has been reviewed by Planning and Engineering staff and would not
conflict with any adopted plans for alternative transportation.

(7) The proposed project would not result in an increase in energy consumption in excess of what
was considered in the General Plan.

2. DEGRADATION Of AIR QUAUTY

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master Elit

The Master ErR discloses the following residual Significant and unavoidable air quality impacts
expected after application of mitigations/policies:

Direct Impacts

Effect: Expected automobile traffic will result in increased operational emissions of reactive organic
gases (ROG) and oxides of nitrogen (NOx) (see MEIR Table 2-8, page V-2-27).

Effect: Expected automobile traffic will result in increased emissions of particulate matter 10 microns
or less (PM10) and 2.5 microns or less in diameter (PM2.s) (see MEIR Table 2-8, page V-2-27).

Effect: Expected automobile traffic will result in increased carbon monoxide (CO) levels in the project
area (see MEIR Table 2-7, page V-2-26, and Table 2-8, page V-2-27).

Cumulatiye Impacts

The Master EIR indicates the same impacts identified as direct impacts above will contribute to
regional impacts on air quality for the criteria pollutants ROG, NOx, PMlO, and PM2.s.

b. Master EXR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

Air quality mitigation measure(s) pertinent to the proposed project are found on pages V-2-13
through V-2-24 of the Master EIR. All mitigation measures appropriate to the project will be
incorporated into or made conditions of approval of this project and are listed in Section V, Mitigation
Measures Applied to Project.

Discussion:

The appropriate mitigation to be applied to this project includes those shown in Section V, below (see
page 35) from the MEIR. No new or additional mitigation measures or alternatives are required to
reduce project impacts to a less-than-significant level.

City of Modesto
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c. Project-Specific Effects

Section V-2.B of the Master EIR is the analysis of air quality impacts resulting from development of
the Urban Area General Plan. The following is an analysis of whether the proposed project would
result in a new, significant, project -specific effect not analyzed in the Master EIR.

Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds. The
project-specific effects will be less than significant unless:

less Than
Significant

Potentially with I..essThan
Significant: Mitigation Significant 1110

Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

2. DEGRADATION OF AIR QUALITY

1) The proposed project exceeds the project-level
emissions thresholds established for CO, RaG, No.,
PMlQ, and PM,.5 by the San Joaquin Valley Air

0 0 0 0Pollution Control District (SJVUAPCD) and is not
consistent with the development assumptions for
the project site, as established in the Urban Area
General Plan and Master EIR.

2) The proposed project does not incorporate the
0 0 0 0best management practices established by the

SJVAPCD for CO, RaG, NO", PM lO, and PM2-5'

3) The proposed project does not comply with the
0 0 0 0air quality policies in the Modesto Urban Area

General Plan.

4) The proposed project would expose sensitive
receptors to pollutant concentrations in excess of 0 0 0 0those expected to occur as a result of
implementation of the Urban Area General Plan.

S) The proposed project would create objectionable 0 0 0 0odors affecting a substantial number of people.

Discussion:

(1, 4) The proposed street improvements are not in themselves significant contributors to air
pollution levels. Since the traffic impacts are within the scope of the MEIR, so are the traffic­
related air quality impacts. The PM10 emissions created through construction activities will be
mitigated as called for by the MEIR with the mitigation measures shown in Section V., below.

(2) This project incorporates the best management practices for PMlO reduction established by
the SJVUAPD (see mitigation measures in Section V).

(3) Applicable General Plan policies would be applied to the project. Therefore, project-specific
effects would be less than significant for this impact (see mitigation measures in Section V).

(5) The proposed project would not produce objectionable odors.
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3. GENERATION OF NOISE

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Master EIR discloses the following residual significant and unavoidable noise impacts expected
after application of mitigations/policies:

Direct Impacts

Effect: Future automobile traffic noise levels and roadway construction and maintenance activities
resulting from development of the Urban Area General Plan will exceed the City's noise thresholds at
various locations, but particularly in areas adjacent to heavily traveled roadways (see MEIR Table 3-3,
page V-3-10, and Figure VII-2 and Table 3-6, pages V-3-18 and V-3-19).

Effect: Expected noise from airport operations and airport construction projects may expose up to
468 dwellings and three churches to noise levels of 65 dB CNEL and up to eight dwellings to noise
levels of 70 dB CNEL

Effect: Expose noise-sensitive land uses to noise from the construction of bicycle and transit projects.

Effect: Expose noise-sensitive land uses to noise from freight and passenger rail operations.

Cumulative Impacts

Effect: Traffic from development in the City of Modesto would, when combined with traffic from new
development in the County and other cities, contribute to a cumulative increase in roadside noise
levels on major roads and highways throughout Stanislaus County.

b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

Noise policies and mitigation measures pertinent to the project being analyzed in this Initial Study are
found on pages V-3-11 through V-3-1S of the Master EIR. All mitigation measures appropriate to the
project will be incorporated into or made conditions of approval of this project and any new measures
are listed in Section V, Mitigation Applied to Project.

Discussion:

The appropriate mitigation to be applied to this project includes (none) from the Master EIR. No new
or additional mitigation measures or alternatives are required to reduce project impacts to a less­
than-Significant level.

c. Project-Specific Effects

Section V-3.B of the MEIR discloses noise impacts resulting from development of the Urban Area
General Plan. The following is an analysis of whether the proposed project would result in a new,
Significant, project -specific effect not analyzed in the Master EIR.

Significance Criteria: Detenmination of the proposed project's effects is based on the follOwing
thresholds. Project-specific effects will be less than Significant unless:

City of Modesto
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less Than
Significant

Potentially with less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No

Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

3. GENERATION OF NOISE

1) The proposed project will exceed the standards
0 0 0 [;gJfor noise level and hours of operation established by

the Modesto noise ordinance.

2) The proposed project will not comply with the
0 0 0 [;gJnoise policies of, or otherwise be inconsistent with,

the Modesto Urban Area General Plan.

3) The proposed project will result in an increase in
0 0 0 [;gJambient noise levels in the project vicinity above

those disclosed in the Master EIR.

4) The proposed project will result in a substantial
temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise

0 0 0 [;gJlevels in the project vicinity above levels disclosed in
the Master EIR implementation of the Urban Area
General Plan.

Discussion:

(1-4) The proposed project is consistent with the General Plan and MEIR Transportation and
Orculation-related programs, plans, and policies. The noise analyses are based on future buildout of
the Oty, including the street improvements.

4. EffECTS ON AGRICULTURAL LANDS

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIIt

The Master EIR discloses the following residual significant and unavoidable impacts on agricultural
lands expected after application of mitigations/policies:

Direct Impacts

Effect: Between 1995 and 2025, development of the Urban Area General Plan may convert up to
approximately 26,000 acres of farmland in various categories in the Planned Urbanizing Area to urban
uses.

~: Approximately 1,200 acres of urban development along a 28.5-mile boundary 350 feet wide
between urban and agricultural uses could be affected by continued agricultural operations, including
noise, dust, and chemical overspray or drift.
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Cumulative Impacts

Effect: Growth within Modesto's planning area would contribute considerably to the loss of
agricultural land within Stanislaus County, accounting for the conversion of as much as approximately
26,000 acres of farmland in various categories in the Planned Urbanizing Area from 1995 to 2025.

b. Master fIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Pertinent to the Project

Agricultural land mitigation measures pertinent to the proposed project are found on pages V-4-6 to
and V-4-8 of the Master EIR. All mitigation measures appropriate to the project and any new
mitigation to be incorporated into or made conditions of approval of this project are listed in Section
V, Mitigation Applied to Project.

Discussion:

The appropriate mitigation to be applied to this project indudes (none) from the Master EIR. No new
or additional mitigation measures or alternatives are required to reduce project impacts to a less­
than-significant level.

c. Project-Specific Effects

Section V-4.B of the Master EIR disdoses the impacts resulting from the implementation of the Urban
Area General Plan on agricultural lands. The following is an analysis of whether the proposed project
would result in a new, Significant, project -specific effect not previously analyzed in the Master EIR.

Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds. The
project-specific effects will be less than significant unless:

Potentially
Significant

Impact

4. EFFECTS 0111 AGIUCUlTURAlLANDS

1) The proposed project is inconsistent with the
DUrban Area General Plan's policies relating to

agricultural land•

2) The proposed project will either directly or
Dindirectly result in the development of land outside

the Urban Area General Plan boundary.

3) The proposed project will conflict with existing
Dzoning for agricultural use, or there is an existing

Williamson Act contract on the project site.

4) The proposed project will involve other changes
in the existing environment not anticipated in the

DMaster EIR which, due to their location or nature,
could result in conversion of farmland to non-
agricultural use.
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Discussion:

(1-4) The proposed street improvements would occur in urbanized locations, and would not have any
impacts to agricultural lands.

5. INCREASED DEMAND FOR LONG-TERM WATER SUPPUES

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Master ErR discloses the following residual significant and unavoidable impacts on long-term
water supplies expected after application of mitigations/policies:

Direct Impacts

Effect: No residual significant direct impacts have been disclosed in the Master EIR.

Cumulative Impacts

Effect: Operational yields of the Modesto and Turlock subbasins, both of which underlie the Oty of
Modesto, are unknown, although the Oty is participating in a study with the United States Geological
SUNey in onder to quantify the operational yields of both subbasins. Groundwater withdrawals from
both basins by the Oty, when combined with other users' withdrawals, may result in overdrafting
both subbasins.

Effect: Despite available options, during drought years, significant water shortages are forecast for
the San Joaquin River basin, which includes both the Modesto and Turlock subbasins, by 2020.
Modesto would make a cumulatively considerable contribution to the cumulative impact on water
supply under drought conditions.

b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

Water supply mitigation measures pertinent to the proposed project are found on pages V-S-6
through V-S-12 of the Master ErR. All mitigation measures appropriate to the project to be
incorporated into or made conditions of approval of this project are listed in Section V, Mitigation
Measures Applied to Project.

Discussion:

The appropriate mitigation to be applied to this project includes (none) from the Master EIR. No new
or additional mitigation measures or alternatives are required to reduce project impacts to a less­
than-significant level.

c. Project-Specific Effects

Section V-S.B of the Master EIR discloses impacts on long-term water supplies resulting from
implementation of the Urban Area General Plan. The following is an analysis of whether the proposed
project would result in a new, Significant, project-speCific effect not disclosed in the Master EIR.

Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds. The
project-specific effects will be less than Significant unless:
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less Than
Significant

Potentially with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No

Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

5. INCREASED DEMAND FOR LONG-TERM
WATER SUPPUES

1) The proposed project is inronsistent with water 0 0 0 C2Jsupply policies in the Urban Area General Plan.

2) Water demand for the proposed project will
exceed estimates for similar projects or for
development on the project site anticipated in the 0 0 0 C2JUrban Area General Plan or sufficient water supplies
are not otherwise available to serve the project
from existing entitlements and resources.

3) The proposed project would deplete groundwater
supplies to a greater degree than antiCipated in the 0 0 0 C2JUrban Area General Plan or would interfere with
groundwater recharge.

Discussion:

The proposed street improvements would have no effect related to water supply.

6. INCREASED DEMAND FOR SANITARY SEWER SERVICES

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Master ErR discloses the following residual significant and unavoidable impacts on sanitary sewer
services after application of mitigations/policies:

Direct Impacts

Effect: Development resulting from implementation of the Urban Area General Plan will require
substantial new sewage treatment and disposal capacity, treatment plant improvements, sewer mains
and collection lines, and pump stations. The Wastewater Master Plan anticipates the need for these
facilities and its EIR evaluates the impact of developing those facilities. Potential impacts include
degradation of water quality through erosion and chemical releases; localized flooding; construction
noise; exposure of construction workers and the public to hazardous materials; and on the habitat of
the elderberry longhorn beetle, burrowing owl, and Swainson's hawk, as well as certain other
regulated habitats. All of these impacts are mitigated to a less-than-significant level.

Additional impacts that are not mitigated to a less-than-significant level include loss of farmland cause
by construction of the Phase IA tertiary treatment facility at the Jennings Road Secondary Treatment
Facility, an increase in pollutant loads from increased wastewater flows to the San Joaquin River, and
an increase in noise and criteria air pollutants due to construction activities, including traffic.
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Cumulative Impacts

~: No additional cumulative impacts were identified in the Master EIR.

b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

Sewer service mitigation measures pertinent to the proposed project are found on pages V-6-3
through V-6-8 of the Master EIR. All mitigation measures appropriate to the project to be
incorporated into or made conditions of approval of this project are listed in Section V, Mitigation
Measures Applied to Project.

Discussion:

The appropriate mitigation to be applied to this project includes (none) from the Master EIR. No new
or additional mitigation measures or alternatives are required to reduce project impacts to a less­
than-significant level.

c. Project-Specific Effects

Section V-6.B of the Master EIR discloses impacts on the Increased Demand for Sanitary Sewer
Service resulting from implementation of the Urban Area General Plan. The following is an analysis of
whether the proposed project would result in a new, Significant, project-specific effect not disclosed in
the Master EIR.

Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds. The
project-specific effects will be less than Significant unless:

lessTilan
Significant

Potentially with I.essTilan
Significant Mitigation Significant No

Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

6. INCREASED DEMAND FOR SANITARY
SEWER SERVICES

1) The proposed project is inconsistent with water 0 0 0 lZl
supply polides in the Urban Area General Plan.

2) The proposed project will generate sewage flows
0 0 0 lZlgreater than those anticipated in the Urban Area

General Plan for the project site.

3) The proposed project will result in a
determination by the wastewater treatment
provider which serves or may serve the project that 0 0 0 lZl
it has inadequate capacity to serve the project's
projected demand in addition to the provider's
existing commitments.

Discussion:

The proposed street improvements would have no effect related to wastewater systems.
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7. lOSS Of SENSITIVE WILDLIfE AND PLANT HABITAT

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Master EIR discloses the following residual significant and unavoidable impacts on sensitive
wildlife and plant habitat expected after application of mitigations/policies:

Direct Impacts

Effect: No residual significant impacts on sensitive wildlife and plan habitat are expected to occur
with the application of the policies contained in the Urban Area General Plan.

Cumulative Impacts

Effect: Implementation of the Urban Area General Plan will contribute to the cumulative impact of
habitat loss in the san Joaquin Valley. Requiring density development than has occurred in the past
or that is expected in the future would minimize the City's contribution to the cumulative loss of
habitat. Nonetheless, this is a significant and unavoidable impact.

b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

Wildlife and plant habitat mitigation measures pertinent to the proposed project are found on pages
V-7-17 through V-7-24 of the Master EIR. All mitigation measures appropriate to the project to be
incorporated into or made conditions of approval of this project are listed in Section V, Mitigation
Measures Applied to Project.

Discussion:

The appropriate mitigation to be applied to this project includes (none) from the Master EIR. No new
or additional mitigation measures or alternatives are required to reduce project impacts to a less­
than-significant level.

c. Project-Specific Effects

Section V-7.B of the Master EIR discloses impacts on the loss of Sensitive Wildlife and Plant Habitat
resulting from implementation of the Urban Area General Plan. The following is an analysis of
whether the proposed project would result in a new, Significant, project-specific effect not disclosed in
the Master EIR.

Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds. The
project-specific effects will be less than significant unless:

Potentially
Significant

Impact

7. LOSS OF SENSrmtE WIWUFE AND PlANT
HABITAT

1) The project is inconsistent with the policies
0pertaining to the loss of sensitive wildlife and plant

habitat contained in the Urban Area General Plan.
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less Than
Potentially Significant less Than
Significant with Significant No

Impact Mitigation Impact Impact

2) Consultation with the california Department of
Rsh and Game or the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
detennines that the project would have a significant 0 0 0 ~
effect on a candidate, sensitive, or special status
species in excess of the impact disclosed in the
Master EIR.

3) The proposed project would have a substantial
adverse effect on federally protected wetlands as
defined by Section 404 of the Clean Water Act 0 0 0 ~
through direct removal, filling, hydrological
interruption, or other means, in excess of the
impact disclosed in the Master EIR.

4) The proposed project would substantially
interfere with the movement of any native resident
or migratory fish or wildlife species or with 0 0 0 C8J
established native resident or migratory Wildlife
corridors, or impede the use of native wildlife
nursery sites.

5) Conflict with local polities or ordinances
0 0 0 C8Jprotecting biological resources, such as a tree

preservation policy or ordinance.

6) The proposed project would conflict with
provisions of an adopted habitat conservation plan,

0 0 0 ~natural community conservation plan, or other
approved local, regional, or state habitat
conservation plan.

Discussion:

The proposed street improvements, which would occur at existing urbanized locations, would have no
impact to biological resources.

8. DISTURBANCE OF ARCHAEOlOGICAlIHISTORICAl SITES

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Master EIR discloses the following residual significant and unavoidable impacts on
archaeological/historical sites expected after application of mitigations/policies:

Direct Impacts

~: Modification resulting in a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historic resource
or the demolition of a listed or eligible histOric resource.

Effect: The modification or demolition of a structure more than 50 years in age may be Significant.
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~: Discovery of archaeological resources in areas outside of the riparian corridors, as a result of
construction activities.

Effect: Construction in an area of high archaeological sensitivity.

Cumulative Impacts

~: No additional cumulative impacts were disclosed in the Master SR.

b. Master EXR and/or !\lew Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

Archaeological or historic mitigation measures pertinent to the project being analyzed in this Initial
Study are found on page V-8-16 through V-8-20 of the Master SR. All mitigation measures
appropriate to the project to be incorporated into or made conditions of approval of this project are
listed in Section V, Mitigation Applied to Project:

Discussion:

The appropriate mitigation to be applied to this project includes (none) from the Master EIR. No new
or additional mitigation measures or alternatives are required to reduce project impacts to a less­
than-Significant level.

c. Project-Specific Effects

Section V-8.B of the MSR discloses impacts on archaeological/historical resources resulting from
implementation of the Urban Area General Plan. The following is an analysis of whether the proposed
project would result in a new, Significant, project -specific effect not disclosed in the Master SR.

Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds. The
project-specific effects will be less than Significant unless:

Potentially
Significant

Impact

8. DISTURBANCE OF ARCHAEOLOGICALI
HISTORICAL SITES

1) The proposed project is inconsistent with the
0archaeological/historical resource polities in the

Urban Area General Plan.

2) The proposed project would demolish a building
0eligible for listing as a historic resource or remove a

landmark from the Modesto inventory.

3) The proposed project would modify or demolish 0
a structure more than 50 years in age.

4) The project would adversely affect a cultural
0resource that is either listed or eligible for listing in

the California Register of Historical Resources.
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Less Than
Potentially Significant Less Than
Significant with Significant No

Impact Mitigation Impact Impact

5) Conflict with local policies or ordinances
0 0 0 ~protecting biological resources, such as a tree

preservation policy or ordinance.

Discussion:

The proposed street improvements, which would occur at existing urbanized locations, would have no
impact to archaeological or historic resources.

9. INCREASED DEMAND fOR STORM DRAINAGE

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Master EIR discloses the following residual significant and unavoidable impacts on storm drainage
expected after application of mitigations/policies:

Direct Impacts

Effect: No residual significant direct impacts were disclosed in the Master EIR.

Cumulative Impacts

Effect: The population of Stanislaus County is projected to increase in a fashion similar to that of
Modesto, resulting in additional urban development and associated increases in impervious surface
area and associated increases in storm water runoff. Cumulative hydrologic impacts of storm water
flows from Modesto urban areas and other areas of the County could occur due to the fixed capacity
of MID and TID irrigation canals to convey drainage west to the San Joaquin River. If drainage
channels in some areas prove insufficient to handle the increased drainage discharges, existing storm
water runoff from urban and agricultural areas during large storm events would have to be
interrupted until water levels receded to a point allowing the resumption of discharges to the channel.
Ceasing discharges to drainage channels could cause inundation in and around the drainage
conveyance pipeline systems, surface drainage channels, detention basins, and other urban areas.
This cumulative impact is considered significant and unavoidable.

b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

Storm Drainage mitigation measures pertinent to the project being analyzed in this Initial Study are
found on pages V-9-4 through V-9-9. All mitigation measures appropriate to the project to be
incorporated into or made conditions of approval of this project are listed in Section V, Mitigation
Measures Applied to Project:

Discussion:

The appropriate mitigation to be applied to this project indudes (none) from the Master EIR. No new
or additional mitigation measures or alternatives are reqUired to reduce project impacts to a less­
than-significant level.
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c. Project-Specific Effects

Section V-9.B of the MEIR discloses impacts on the demand for storin drainage resulting from
development of the Urban Area General Plan. The following is an analysis of whether the proposed
project would result in a new, Significant, project-specific effect not disclosed in the Master EIR.

Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds. The
project-specific effects will be less than Significant unless:

less Than
Significant

Potentially with less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant 1110

Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

9. INCREASED DEMAND fOR STORM
DRAIIIIAGE

1) The proposed project is inconsistent with the
0 0 0 lSJstorm drainage policies in the Urban Area General

Plan.

2) The proposed project would substantially
increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a
manner that would result in flooding on- or offsite, 0 0 0 lSJ
as compared to impacts anticipated to result from
the Urban Area General Plan or create substantial
unanticipated sources of polluted runoff.

3) The proposed project does not utilize low Impact
Development strategies to reduce runoff from the 0 0 0 lSJ
site and increase infiltration, resulting in no net
increase in runoff before and after development.

Discussion:

The proposed project is consistent with the General Plan and MEIR, and any runoff resulting from
increased impervious surface coverage would be inSignificant. In fact, a primary outcome of
installation of curb, gutter & sidewalks at the project locations is to help collect stormwater improve
circulation in the area.

10. FLOODING AND WATER QUALITY

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EXR

The Master EIR discloses the following residual significant and unavoidable Impacts on flooding and
water quality expected after application of mitigations/policies:

Direct Impacts

~: No residual significant direct impacts were disclosed in the Master EIR.
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Cumulative Impacts

Effect: No residual significant cumulative impacts were disclosed in the Master EIR.

b. Master EIR andI or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

Rooding and Water Quality mitigation measures pertinent to the project being analyzed in this Initial
Study are found on pages V-10-6 through V-1O-9 of the Master EIR. All mitigation measures
appropriate to the project will be incorporated into or made conditions of approval of this project are
listed in Section V, Mitigation Applied to Project:

Discussion:

The appropriate mitigation to be applied to this project includes (none) from the Master EIR. No new
or additional mitigation measures or alternatives are required to reduce project impacts to a less­
than-significant level.

c. Project-Specific Effects

Section V-lO.B of the Master EIR provides analysis of Flooding and Water Quality impacts of
development of the General Plan, the following is an analysis of whether the proposed project would
result in a new, significant, project-specific effect not previously analyzed in the Master EIR.

Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds. The
project-specific effects will be less than significant unless:

Potentially
Significant

Impact

10. FLooDIIIIG AND WATER QUALITY

1) Tile proposed project is ina>nsistent with the
0flooding and water quality polices in the Urban

Area General Plan.

2) The proposed project does not a>mply with the
0regulatory requirements of the federal Oean Water

Act or the State Porter-<:Ologne Act.

3) The proposed project would place more hOUSing
0within a 100-year flood hazard zone than assumed

in the Urban Area General Plan.

4) The proposed project would place structure
within a loo-year flood hazard area so that they
would impede or redirect floodwater or would 0
substantially aiter the existing on-site drainage
pattern or a watercourse, in such a way as to cause
flooding on- Of offsite.

5) The proposed project does not a>mply with
0Modesto's Guidance Manual for New Development

Storm Water Quality Control Measures.
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Less Than
Potentially Significant Less Than
Significant with Significant No

Impact Mitigation Impact Impact

6) The proposed project would violate water quafity 0 0
.

0 ~
standards or waste discharge requirements.

7) The proposed project would substantially alter
the existing drainage pattern of the site or area or a
watercourse in a manner that would result in 0 0 0 ~
substantial erosion or siltation on- or offsite in
excess of the assumptions of the Urban Area
General Plan.

8) The proposed project would create or contribute
runoff, which would exceed the capacity of existing

0 0 0 ~or planned storm water drainage systems or provide
substantial additional sources of polluted runoff, not
expected as part of General Plan implementation.

Discussion:

The proposed street improvements would have no effect related to flooding or water quality.

11. INCREASED DEMAND FOR PARKS AND OPEN SPACE

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Master EIR discloses the following residual significant and unavoidable impacts on parks and
open space expected after application of mitigations/policies:

Direct Impacts

Effect No residual significant direct impacts were disclosed in the Master EIR.

Cumulative Impacts

Effect: No residual significant cumulative impacts were disclosed in the Master EIR.

b. Master HR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

Parks and open space mitigation measures pertinent to the proposed project are found on pages V-
11-3 through V-11-9 of the Master EIR. All mitigation measures appropriate to the project to be
incorporated into or made conditions of approval of this project are listed in Section V, Mitigation
Applied to Project.

Discussion:

The appropriate mitigation to be applied to this project includes (none) from the Master EIR. No new
or additional mitigation measures or alternatives are required to reduce project impacts to a less­
than-significant level.
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c. Project-Specific Effects

Section V-H.B of the MEIR discloses impacts of the Urban Area General Plan on parks and open
space. The following is an analysis of whether the proposed project would result in a new,
significant, project-specific effect not disclosed in the Master EIR.

Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds.
Project-specific effects will be less than significant unless:

Less Than
Significant

Potentially with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No

Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

11. INCREASED DEMAND fOR PARKS AND
OPEl\! SPACE

1) The proposed project is inconsistent with the
0 0 0 ~parks and open space policies in the Urban Area

General Plan.

2) The proposed project would eliminate parks or 0 0 0 ~
open space.

3) The proposed project would cause an increase in
the use of existing neighborhood and regional parks
or other recreational facilities such that substantial
physical deterioration of the facility in question

0 0 0 ~would occur or be accelerated or the proposed
project would include recreational facilities or
require the construction or expansion of
recreational facilities which might have an adverse
physical effect on the environment.

Discussion:

The proposed street improvements would not affect demand for parks and/or open space.

12. INCREASED DEMAND FOR SCHOOLS

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Master EIR discloses the following residual Significant and unavoidable impacts on school facilities
expected after application of mitigations/policies:

Direct Impacts

Effect: No residual significant direct impacts were disclosed in the Master HR. By statute, the impact
of new students is considered to be mitigated below a level of significance by payment of school
impact fees and the exercise of any or all of the financing options set out in Government Code
Section 65997.
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Cumulative Impacts

Effect: Similar to direct impacts of implementation of the Urban Area General Plan, no residual
significant direct impacts were disclosed in the Master EIR.

b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

Mitigation relies upon the implementation of the policies in place under the Modesto Urban Area
General Plan. As long these policies are applied to all subsequent projects, no new mitigation is
necessary. Further, payment of school impact fees and compliance with SB 50 is statutorily deemed
to be full mitigation of school impacts (Government Code Section 65995).

The following schools mitigation measures on pages V-12-5 through V-12-7 of the Master EIR are
pertinent to the proposed project. All mitigation measures appropriate to the project will be
incorporated into or made conditions of approval of this project. Those measures are listed in Section
V, Mitigation Applied to Project.

Discussion:

The appropriate mitigation to be applied to this project indudes (none) from the Master EIR. No new
or additional mitigation measures or alternatives are required to reduce project impacts to a less­
than-significant level.

c. Project-Specific Effects

Section V-12.B of the Master EIR discloses impacts resulting from implementation of the Urban Area
General Plan associated with increased demand for schools. The following is an analysis of whether
the proposed project would result in a new, significant, project-specific effect not disclosed in the
Master EIR.

Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds. The
project-specific effects will be less than significant unless:

Less Than
Potentially Significant Less Than
Significant with Significant No

Impact Mitigation Impact Impact

12. INCREASED DEMAND FOR SCHOOLS

1) The proposed project is inconsistent with the
0 0 0 ~policies relating to schools in the Urban Area

General Plan.

2) The proposed project does not comply with SB
SO/Proposition lA funding provisions, or succeeding 0 0 0 ~
measures which state that compliance results in
less-than-significant impacts on schools.

Discussion:

The proposed street improvements would have no effect related to demand for schools.
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13. INCREASED DEMAND fOR PDLICE SERVICES

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Master EIR discloses the following residual significant and unavoidable impacts on police services
expected after application of mitigations/policies:

Direct Impacts

Effect: No residual significant direct impacts were disclosed in the Master EIR.

Cumulative Impacts

Effect; No residual significant cumulative impacts were disclosed in the Master SR.

b. Master fIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

Police services mitigation measures pertinent to the proposed project are found on pages V-13-2
through V-13-5 of the Master EIR. All mitigation measures appropriate to the project to be
incorporated into or made conditions of approval of this project are listed in Section V, Mitigation
Measures Applied to Project.

Discussion:

The appropriate mitigation to be applied to this project includes (none) from the Master EIR. No new
or additional mitigation measures or alternatives are required to reduce project impacts to a less­
than-significant level.

c. Project-Specific Effects

Section V-13.B of the Master EIR discloses impacts on police services resulting from implementation
of the Urban Area General Plan. The following is an analysis of whether the proposed project would
result in a new, Significant, project-specific effect not disclosed in the Master EIR.

Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds. The
project-specific effects will be less than significant unless:

Potentially
Significant

Impact

13. INCREASED DEMAND FOR POLICE
SERVICES

1) The proposed project is inconsistent with polides 0
relating to police services in the General Plan.

2) The proposed project would result in the need
for new or significantly altered facilities not
considered as part of the General Plan or Master

0EIR which could cause new significant
environmental impacts in order to maintain
acceptable service ratios, response times, or other
performance objectives.
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Discussion:

The proposed street improvements would have no effect related to demand for police services.

14. INCREASED DEMAND FOR FIRE SERVICES

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Master ErR discloses the following residual significant and unavoidable impacts on fire services
expected after application of mitigations/policies:

Direct Impacts

.Effgg;: No residual significant direct impacts were disclosed in the Master EIR.

Cumulative Impacts

Effect: No residual significant cumulative impacts were disclosed in the Master ErR.

b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

Fire Services mitigation measure(s) pertinent to the project being analyzed in this Initial Study are
found on pages V-14-4 through V-14-7 of the Master ErR. All mitigation measures appropriate to the
project to be incorporated into or made conditions of approval of this project are listed in Section V,
Mitigation Measures Applied to Project.

Discussion:

The appropriate mitigation to be applied to this project includes (none) from the Master EIR. No new
or additional mitigation measures or alternatives are required to reduce project impacts to a less­
than-significant level.

c. Project-Specific Effects

Section V-H.B of the Master EIR discloses impacts on fire services resulting from implementation of
the Urban Area General Plan. The following is an analysis of whether the proposed project would
result in a new, Significant, project-specific effect not disclosed in the Master EIR.

Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds. The
project-specific effects will be less than Significant unless:

Potentially
Significant

Impact

14. INCREASED DEMAND FOR FIRE
SERVICES

1) The proposed project is inconsistent with the fire 0
service poliCes in the Urban Area General Plan.
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Less Than
Potentially Significant Less Than
Significant with Significant 1110

Impact Mitigation Impact Impact

2) The proposed project would result in the need
for new or significantly altered facilities not
considered as part of the Urban Area General Plan

0 0 0 I2S'Jor Master EIR which could cause new significant
environmental impacts in order to maintain
acceptable service ratios, response times, or other
performance objectives.

3) The proposed project, based upon substantial
evidence, would cause the erosion or elimination of 0 0 0 I2S'J
fire protection services in adjoining fire protection
districts.

Discussion:

The proposed street improvements would have no effect related to demand for fire services.

15. GENERATION Of SOUD WASTE

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Master EIR discloses the following residual significant and unavoidable impacts on solid waste
expected after application of mitigations/policies:

Direct Impacts

~: No residual Significant direct impacts were disclosed in the Master EIR.

Cumulative Impacts

Effect: No residual significant cumulative impacts were disclosed in the Master EIR.

b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures A.pplied to the Project

Solid waste mitigation measures pertinent to the proposed project are found on pages V-1S-4 through
V-1S-7 of the Master EIR. All mitigation measures appropriate to the project to be incorporated into
or made conditions of approval of this project are listed in Section V, Mitigation Applied to Project.

Discussion:

The appropriate mitigation to be applied to this project includes (none) from the Master ErR. No new
or additional mitigation measures or alternatives are required to reduce project impacts to a less­
than-Significant level.
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c. Project-Specific Effects

Section V-1S.B of the Master EIR discloses solid waste impacts resulting from implementation of the
Urban Area General Plan. The following is an analysis of whether the proposed project would result
in a new, significant, project-specific effect not disclosed in the Master EIR.

Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds.
Project-specific effects will be less than significant unless:

Less Than
Significant

Potentially with I..essThan
Significant Mitigation Significant No

Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

15. GENERATION OF SOLID WASTE

1) The project is inconsistent with the solid waste 0 0 0 lZJ
policies in the Urban Area General Plan.

2) The County is unable to expand its solid waste
disposal capacity, as expected, causing all new 0 0 0 lZJ
development to result in cumulative impacts on the
County's disposal capacity.

Discussion:

The proposed street improvements would have no effect related to generation of solid waste.

16. GENERATION OF HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Master EIR discloses the following residual Significant and unavoidable impacts regarding
hazardous materials expected after application of mitigations/policies:

Direct Impacts

Effect: No residual significant direct impacts were disciosed in the Master EIR.
Cumulative Impacts

Effect: No residual significant cumulative impacts were disdosed in the Master EIR.

b. Master EIR and!or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

Hazardous materials mitigation measures pertinent to the proposed project are found on pages V-16-
8 through V-16-13 of the Master EIR. All mitigation measures appropriate to the project to be
incorporated into or made conditions of approval of this project are listed in Section V, Mitigation
Measures Applied to Project.
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Discussion:

The appropriate mitigation to be applied to this project includes (none) from the Master EIR. No new
or additional mitigation measures or alternatives are required to reduce project impacts to a less­
than-significant level.

c. Project-Specific Effects

Section V-16.B of the Master EIR discloses impacts on hazardous materials resulting from
implementation of the Urban Area General Plan. The following is an analysis of whether the proposed
project would result in a new, significant, project-specific effect not disclosed in the Master HR.

Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds. The
project-specific effects will be less than significant unless:

less Than
Significant

Potentially with less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No

Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

16. GENERATION OF HAZARDOUS
MATERIALS

1) The project is inconsistent with the hazardous 0 0 0 [2g
materials policies in the Urban Area General Plan.

2.) The proposed project would emit hazardous
emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous 0 0 0 [2g
materials, substances, or waste within one-quarter
mile of an existing or proposed school.

3) The proposed project would be located on a site
which is included on a fist of hazardous materials

0 0 0 [2gsites compiled pursuant to Government Code
Section 65962..5 and as a result, would create a
significant hazard to the public or the environment.

4) The proposed project would be constructed on a
0 0 0 [2gcontaminated site not known to the State of

Califomia as of Man::h 2.008.

Discussion:

The proposed street improvements would have no effect related to generation of hazardous
materials.

11. GEOLOGY, SOILS, AIliD MIIliERAl RESOURCES

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Master EIR discloses the following residual significant and unavoidable impacts related to
geology, soils, and mineral resources expected after application of mitigations/policies:

City of Modesto
General Plan Master EIR 28

Initial Study EA No. 2011-39
December 13, 2011



Direct Impacts

Effect: No residual Significant direct impacts were disclosed in the Master EIR.

Cumulative Impacts

Effect: No residual significant direct impacts were disclosed in the Master SR.

b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

Geology, soils, and mineral resource mitigation measures pertinent to the proposed project are found
on pages V-17-9 and V-17-10 of the Master SR. All mitigation measures appropriate to the project
to be incorporated into or made conditions of approval of the proposed project are listed in Section V,
Mitigation Measures Applied to Project.

Discussion: The appropriate mitigation to be applied to this project includes (none) from the
Master EIR. No new or additional mitigation measures or alternatives are required to reduce project
impacts to a less-than-significant level.

c. Project-Specific Effects

Section V-17.B of the Master EIR discloses geology, soils, and mineral resource impacts resulting from
implementation of the Urban Area General Plan. The following is an analysis of whether the proposed
project would result in a new, Significant, project-specific effect not disdosed in the Master SR.

Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds.
Project-speCific effects will be less than Significant unless:

17. GEOLOGY, SOILS, MIIIIERAL RESOURCES

1) The project is inconsistent with poliCies relating
to geology, soils, and mineral resources contained
in the Urban Area General Plan.

2) The proposed project would expose people or
structures to potential substantial adverse effects
including the risk off loss, injury, or death involving
fault rupture, strong seismic activity; location on an
expansive soil; result in the loss of topsoil; location
on soils incapable of adequately supporting the use
of septic tanks or alternative wastewater disposal
systems in areas where sewers are not available for
the disposal of wastewater; result in the loss of
known mineral resources that would be of value to
the region and the state; or result in the loss of
availability of a locally important mineral resource
recovery site delineated on a local general plan,
specific plan, or other land use plan.
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Discussion:

The proposed street improvements would have no effect related to geology, soils or mineral
resources.

18. ENERGY

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Master ErR discloses the following residual significant and unavoidable impacts pertaining to
energy expected after application of mitigations/policies:

Direct Impacts

Effect: Continued development in the Planned Urbanizing Area would have an impact on available
energy supplies. Energy consumption likely would increase substantially by 2025 as a result of
implementation of the Urban Area General Plan.

Cumulative Impacts

Effect: Implementation of the Urban Area General Plan will have a cumulatively considerable impact
on energy consumption.

b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

The following energy mitigation measures pertinent to the proposed project are found on pages V-18-
2 through V-18-8 in the Master EIR. All mitigation measures appropriate to the project will be
incorporated into or made conditions of approval of this project. Those measures will be listed in
Section V, Mitigation Applied to Project.

Discussion:

The appropriate mitigation to be applied to this project includes (none) from the Master ErR. No new
or additional mitigation measures or alternatives are required to reduce project impacts to a less­
than-significant level.

c. Project-Specific Effects

Section V-l8.B of the Master EIR discloses impacts of implementing the Urban Area General Plan on
energy resources. The following is an analysis of whether the proposed project would result in a
new, Significant, project-specific effect not disclosed in the Master ErR.

Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds. The
project-specific effects will be less than significant unless:
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less Than
Significant

Potentially with less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No

Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

18. ENERGY

1) The proposed project is inconsistent with poliCies 0 0 0 k8J
relating to energy in the Urban Area General Plan.

2) The proposed project would result in energy
consumption during construction, operation,

0 0 0 k8Jmaintenance, or removal that is more wasteful,
inefficient, and unnecessary than assumed in the
Urban Area General Plan.

Discussion:

The proposed street improvements would have no effect related to energy consumption.

19. EffECTS ON VISUAL RESOURCES

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Master EIR discloses the following residual Significant and unavoidable impacts on visual
resources expected after application of mitigations/policies:

Direct Impacts

Effect: New development in the Planned Urbanizing Area will occur in areas that are in agricultural
production or are otherwise lightly developed, which could lead to the introduction of light and glare
in areas that have little nighttime illumination.

Cumulative Impacts

Effect: No additional cumulative impacts were disclosed in the Master EIR.

b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project:

The following visual resources mitigation measures pertinent to the proposed project are found on
pages V-19-3 and V-19-4 in the Master EIR. All mitigation measures appropriate to the proposed
project will be incorporated into or made conditions of approval of this project. Those measures will
be listed in Section V, Mitigation Applied to Project.

Discussion:

The appropriate mitigation to be applied to this project includes (none) from the Master EIR. No new
or additional mitigation measures or alternatives are required to reduce project impacts to a less­
than-significant level.
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c. Project-Specific Effects

Section V-1S.B of the Master EIR disdoses impacts of implementing the Urban Area General Plan on
energy resources. The following is an analysis of whether the proposed project would result in a
new, significant, project-specific effect not disclosed in the Master EIR.

Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds. The
project-specific effects will be less than significant unless:

Less Than
Significant

Potentially with less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No

Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

19. EffECTS 0111 VISIJAL RESOIJRCES

1) The proposed project is inconsistent with policies
0 0 0 IZlrelating to visual resources in the Urban Area

General Plan.

2) The proposed project would degrade views from
0 0 0 IZlriverside areas and parks to a greater degree than

assumed in the Urban Area General Plan.

3) The proposed project would degrade views of
riverside areas from public roadways and nearby 0 0 0 IZl
properties to a greater degree than assumed in the
Urban Area General Plan.

Discussion:

The proposed street improvements would have no effect related to visual resources.

20. LAND USE AND PLANNING

Ii. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Master EIR discloses the following residual significant and unavoidable impacts pertaining to land
use and planning expected after application of mitigations/policies:

Direct Impacts

Effect: No residual Significant direct impacts were disclosed in the Master EIR.

Cumulative Impacts

.Ef'f.e!!: No residual Significant cumulative impacts were disclosed in the Master EIR.
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b. Master fIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

The following land use and planning mitigation measures pertinent to the proposed project are found
on pages V-20-6 through V-20-17 in the Master EIR. All mitigation measures appropriate to the
project will be incorporated into or made conditions of approval of this project. Those measures will
be listed in Section V, Mitigation Applied to Project.

Discussion:

The appropriate mitigation to be applied to this project includes (none) from the Master EIR. No new
or additional mitigation measures or alternatives are required to reduce project impacts to a less­
than-significant level.

c. Project-Specific Effects

Section V-20.B of the Master EIR discloses impacts of implementing the Urban Area General Plan on
land use and planning. The following is an analysis of whether the proposed project would result in a
new, Significant, project-specific effect not disclosed in the Master EIR.

Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds. The
project-specific effects will be less than significant unless:

I..essThan
Significant

Potentially with I..essThan
Significant Mitigation Significant No

Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

20. LAND IJSE AND PLANNING

1) The proposed project is inconsistent with land
0 0 0 [gluse and planning policies in the Urban Area General

Plan.

2) The proposed project contains elements that
0 0 0 [glwould physically divide an established community in

a way not assumed in the Urban Area General Plan.

3) The proposed project conflicts with a land use
plan, policy or regulation established for the

0 0 0 [glpurpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental
impact by an agency that has jurisdiction over the
proposed project.

4) The proposed project conflicts with an applicable
0 D 0 [glhabitat conservation plan or natural community

conservation plan.

Discussion:

The proposed street improvements would have no effect related to land use and planning.
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21. CLIMATE CHANGE

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Master EIR discloses the following residual significant and unavoidable impacts pertaining to
climate change expected after application of mitigations/policies:

Direct Impacts

Effect: Impacts resulting from implementation of the Urban Area General Plan are not substantial
enough to result in a significant direct impact on climate change, as disclosed in the Master EIR.

Cumulative Impacts

~: Implementation of the Urban Area General Plan will have a cumulatively considerable impact
on climate change.

b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

The following climate change mitigation measures pertinent to the proposed project are found on
pages V-21-7 through V-21-1O in the Master EIR. All mitigation measures appropriate to the project
will be incorporated into or made conditions of approval of this project. Those measures will be listed
in Section V, Mitigation Applied to Project.

Discussion:

The appropriate mitigation to be applied to this project includes (none) from the Master EIR. No new
or additional mitigation measures or alternatives are required to reduce project impacts to a less­
than-significant level.

c. Project-Specific Effects

Section V-l8.B of the Master EIR discloses impacts of implementing the Urban Area General Plan on
climate change. The following is an analysis of whether the proposed project would result in a new,
Significant, project-specific effect not disclosed in the Master EIR.

Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds. The
project-specific effects will be less than significant unless:

potentially
Significant

Impact

21. CUMATE CHANGE

1) The proposed project is inconsistent with poliCies
0relating to dimate change in the Urban Area

General Plan.
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less Than
Significant

Potentially with less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No

Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

2) The proposed project would result in average
0 0 0 r8Jautomobile trip lengths or CO;, emissions higher

than those assumed in the Master SR.

3) The proposed project would conflict with the
Sustainable Communities Strategy or Alternative 0 0 0 r8JPlanning Strategy that the Air Resources Board has
agreed will achieve the goals of AB 32.

Discussion:

(1) The MEIR addressed potential climate change impacts due to development and other activities
associated with the General Plan. The MSR determined that buildout of the General Plan
would make a cumulatively considerable contribution to global climate change. The General
Plan nonetheless authorizes development that will contribute to global climate change by
virtue of the production of greenhouse gases. The MEIR states the projected rate of growth
of vehicle miles traveled (VMl) will increase the City's contribution to global climate change as
the City develops. Development under the General Plan is expected to generate
approximately 1,096,226.4 metric tons per year above 2005 emissions. The City Council
adopted a Statement of Overriding Considerations in 2008, finding that the benefits of General
Plan buildout outweighed the City's increased contribution to global climate change.

The proposed roadway improvements are consistent with the roadway improvements
antiCipated in the MEIR and are therefore consistent with climate change policies included in
the General Plan and MEIR.

(2) Climate change is an inherently cumulative impact because no single project can produce
enough greenhouse gases to substantially alter the global climate. No thresholds have been
set for individual or cumulative greenhouse gases. Nonetheless, the proposed project would
result in greenhouse gas emissions due primarily to construction activities. The CO2 emissions
generated from the project would also be in substantial conformance with that which was
assumed under the General Plan MEIR analysis.

(3) A Sustainable Communities Strategy has not yet been implemented by the ARB. Future
development will be required to comply with the provisions of the Sustainable Communities
Strategy once it is estabhshed.

v. MITIGATION MEASURES APPLIED TO THE PROPOSED PROJECT

Pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 211S7.1(c), in order for a Finding of Conformance to be
made, all appropriate mitigation measures !Tom the Master EIR shall be incorporated into the
proposed project. Urban Area General Plan Policies/Master EIR mitigation measures shall be made
part of the proposed project prior to approval by means of conditions of project approval or
incorporation into the appropriate document or plan. All applicable and appropriate mitigation
measures have been applied to the project, and they are listed below:
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Degradation of Air Quality:

AQ-42: All disturbed areas, including storage piles, which are not being actively utilized for
construction purposes, shall be effectively stabilized of dust emissions using water, chemical stabilizer
I suppressant, covered with a tarp or other suitable cover or vegetative ground cover.

AQ-43: All on-site unpaved roads and off-site unpaved access roads shall be effectively stabilized of
dust emissions using water or chemical stabilizer I suppressant.

AQ-44: All land dearing, grubbing, scraping, excavation, land leveling, grading, cut & fill, and
demolition activities shall be effectively controlled of fugitive dust emissions utilizing application of
water or by presoaking.

AQ-46: When materials are transported off-site, all material shall be covered, or effectively wetted to
limit visible dust emissions, and at least six inches of freeboard space from the top of the container
shall be maintained.

AQ-47: All operations shall limit or expeditiously remove the accumulation of mud or dirt from
adjacent public streets at the end of each workday. (The use of dry rotary brushes is expressly
prohibited except where preceded or accompanied by sufficient wetting to limit the visible dust
emiSSions.) (Use of blower devices is expressly forbidden.)

AQ-48: Following the addition of materials to, or the removal of materials from, the surface of
outdoor storage piles, said piles shall be effectively stabilized of fugitive dust emissions utilizing
suffiCient water or chemical stabilizer / suppressant.

AQ-49: Within urban areas, track out shall be immediately removed when it extends 50 or more feet
from the site and at the end of each workday.

AQ-50: Any site with 150 or more vehicle trips per day shall prevent carryout and track out.

The following measures should be implemented at construction sites when required to mitigate
significant PMlO impacts (note, these measures are to be implemented in addition to Regulation VIII
requirements):

AQ-51: Umit traffic speeds on unpaved roads to 15 mph; and

AQ-52: Install sandbags or other erosion control measures to prevent silt runoff to public roadways
from sites with a slope greater than one percent (1%).

AQ-53: Install wheel washers for all exiting trucks, or wash off all trucks and equipment leaving the
site.

AQ-54: Install wind breaks at windward side(s) of construction areas.

AQ-55: Suspend excavation and grading activity when winds exceed 20 mph. Regardless of wind
speed, an owner I operator must comply with the Regulation VIII 20 percent (20%) opacity
limitation.

AQ-56: Umit the area subject to excavation, grading and other construction activity at anyone time.
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-108

RESOLUTION ACCEPTING STAFF CORRESPONDENCE TO SENATOR TOM
BERRYHILL, SENATOR ANTHONY CANNELLA, SENATOR CATHLEEN
GALGIAN!, ASS.EMBLY MEMBER KRISTIN OLSEN, AND ASSEMBLY
MEMBER ADAM GRAY SUPPORTING THE POSITIVE BENEFITS OF THE
ENTERPRISE ZONE PROGRAM IN LOCAL COMMUNITIES ON A
STATEWIDE ECONOMIC LEVEL, COMMUNICATING SUPPORT FOR
ENTERPRISE ZONES AND OPPOSING ANY PROPOSAL THAT WOULD
THREATEN THEIR EXISTENCE

WHEREAS, the City of Modesto's Enterprise Zone was established in 2005, and

its latest expansion was Authorized by the Modesto City Council under Resolution No.

2013-04 in January 2013; and

WHEREAS, California's Enterprise Zone program was established in 1984 by the

Legislature to stimulate business investment in depressed areas of the state and create job

opportunities for Californians; and

WHEREAS, according to the findings and declarations of the Enterprise Zone

Act, it is in the economic interest of the state to have one strong, combined, and business-

friendly incentive program to help attract business and industry to the state, to help retain

and expand existing state business and industry, and to create increased job opportunities

for all Californians; and

WHEREAS, Enterprise Zones create and retain jobs. According to the California

Association of Enterprise Zones, in 2010, more than 118,000 jobs were created while

California experienced unprecedented unemployment; and

WHEREAS, Enterprise Zones attract businesses to California and retain them.

Once a zone is approved, businesses construct facilities, purchase equipment, hire

workers and make other investments; and
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WHEREAS, Enterprise Zones provide a geographically targeted economic development

tool designed to improve poor and blighted communities; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council ofthe City of Modesto

that it hereby supports the positive benefits of the Enterprise Zone program in local

communities and on a statewide economic leveL

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Council of the City of Modesto

authorizes its Council and City Staff to further communicate its support for Enterprise

Zones and opposition to any proposal that would threaten their existence.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 26th day of March, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Muratore,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

By: -==::-c-::-::~~~~=--=::--,..----­
ALA WOOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-109

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE AWARD OF BID FOR THE PURCHASE
OF TWO (2) THREE-QUARTER TON TRUCKS WITH UTILITY BODIES FOR
THE PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT, WATER AND WASTEWATER
DIVISIONS, THROUGH THE FLEET SERVICES DIVISION, TO SAN
LEANDRO FORD, SAN LEANDRO, CA, FOR AN ESTIMATED TOTAL COST
OF $65,982

WHEREAS, the City Manager authorized the Purchasing Manager to issue formal

Request for Bids (RFB) for new vehicles and heavy equipment, through various

competitive processes, with the Purchasing Division coming back to Council for award

authorization. The three-quarter ton trucks with utility bodies are included in the new

vehicles and heavy equipment list authorized by the City Manager, and

WHEREAS, the two (2) three-quarter ton trucks with utility bodies will be used

by the Public Works Department, Water and Wastewater Divisions. These two trucks will

replace two existing units. The two (2) three-quarter ton trucks with utility bodies that are

being replaced have been subjected to a thorough evaluation and have met or exceeded

the replacement criteria before being placed on the replacement list, and

WHEREAS, the Purchasing Division issued RFB No. 1213-16 for the purchase of

two (2) three-quarter ton trucks with utility bodies to eighteen (18) prospective bidders

and posted the RFB on the City's website. Two (2) of the bidders are located within

Stanislaus County, one ofwhich is a local vendor, and

WHEREAS, bids were formally opened in the City Clerk's office. Of the eighteen

(18) prospective bidders, six (6) companies chose to respond. The local vendor did not

submit a bid. All six (6) companies provided responsive and responsible bids, and
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WHEREAS, based on providing the lowest responsive and responsible bid, City

staff recommends the award of bid for the purchase of two (2) three-quarter trucks with

utility bodies to San Leandro, Ford, San Leandro, CA, for a total estimated cost of

$65,982, and

WHEREAS, sufficient funds are budgeted in Fiscal Year 2012-13, in account #

5409-53246-57003, and

WHEREAS, Modesto Municipal Code Section 8-3.203 generally requires all

purchases, wbich meet or exceed $50,000 for material, equipment or contractual services

to be formally bid. The award of bid for the purchase of two (2) three-quarter ton trucks

with utility bodies to San Leandro Ford, San Leandro, CA, conforms to the Modesto

Municipal Code.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby authorizes the award of bid for the purchase of two (2) three-quarter ton

trucks with utility bodies for the Public Works Department, Water and Wastewater

Divisions, through the Fleet Services Division, to San Leandro Ford, San Leandro, CA.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Purchasing Manager or his designee to

issue a purchase order for a total estimated cost of 65,982.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 26th day of March, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Muratore,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

03/26/2013IFinanceJPW/MTorresiitem 14

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

ATTEST:
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-nO

RESOLUTION APPROVING THE SALE OF REAL PROPERTY LOCATED AT
802 KERR AVENUE FROM THE CITY OF MODESTO'S NEIGHBORHOOD
STABILIZATION PROGRAM 1 (NSP!) TO STANISLAUS COUNTY
AFFORDABLE HOUSING CORPORATION (STANCO) TO BE
ADMINISTERED AS A RENTAL PROPERTY FOR NSP ELIGIBLE TENANTS
IN THE FORM OF A LOAN AGREEMENT FOR AN AMOUNT EQUAL TO
THE APPRAISED VALUE OF THE PROPERTY AND AUTHORIZING THE
CITY MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO EXECUTE ALL RELATED
DOCUMENTS REQUIRED TO COMPLETE THE TRANSACTION

WHEREAS, on December 11,2012 City Council voted to take ownership of

remaining unsold single-family properties from NSPI active developers through a mutual

release in exchange for payment ofdeveloper fee, and

WHEREAS, the NSPI property located at 802 Kerr Avenue was transferred to the

City of Modesto since a qualified buyer was not secured prior to the NSPI expenditure

deadline, and

WHEREAS, staff recommends that this property be sold to STANCO to be

administered as a rental for persons at or below 80% of the Area Median Income (AMI),

and

WHEREAS, this sale will consist of a loan agreement in the amount equal to the

appraised value of the property (to be determined), and

WHEREAS, this sale ensures the long term affordability of the unit and that the

property meets one of the required NSP national objectives in a timely manner, and

WHEREAS, the loan will be deferred for the life of the affordability period of 15

years, provided STANCO meets and maintains all the requirements and regulations of the

NSP affordability covenant that has been recorded against the property, and

WHEREAS, the loan may be forgiven at the end of the term at City's discretion.
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NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves the sale of real property located at 802 Kerr Avenue from the City

of Modesto's Neighborhood Stabilization Program I (NSPl) to Stanislaus County

Affordable Housing Corporation (STANCO) to be administered as a rental property for

NSP eligible tenants through a Loan Agreement for an amount equal to the appraised

value of the property and authorizing the City Manager, or his designee, to execute all

related documents required to complete the transaction.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 26th day of March, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, with motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Gunderson,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

03J26/2013/PRNIMSepulvedalltem 16

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Mayor Marsh

None

Muratore

2 2013-110



MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-111

RESOLUTION APPROVING A PASSENGER CONDUCT POLICY FOR THE
MODESTO AREA EXPRESS (MAX) TRANSIT SYSTEM

WHEREAS, the City of Modesto operates a fixed route transit service known as

Modesto Area Express (MAX), and

WHEREAS, a passenger conduct policy is recommended by the Federal Transit

Administration (FTA) to ensure consistent application ofpassenger disciplinary actions

and to provide disciplined passengers with a specific process by which they can appeal

said actions, and

WHEREAS, a passenger conduct policy will provide City transit staff and the

contracted MAX service provider with a tool to address inappropriate passenger behavior

on the bus, and,

WHEREAS, the conduct policy requires City Council approval to become fully

effective.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves the Passenger Conduct Policy attached hereto as Exhibit A.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 26th day of March, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Muratore,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

03/2612013IPWIFCavanahlltem 17

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None
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Passenger Conduct Policy

City of Modesto Transit Office
1010 10th St, Suite 4500 Modesto, CA 95353

PO Box 642, Modesto CA 95353
209-577-5295

EXHIBIT A

The City of Modesto operates a fixed route bus service under the name of Modesto Area Express
(MAX). The safety and security of all MAX passengers and MAX operators is of the utmost
importance to the City of Modesto. Every member of the riding public has an obligation to
contribute to the safety of others riding the bus by refraining from inappropriate and seriously
disruptive behavior.

Any person who exhibits inappropriate or seriously disruptive behavior while boarding a bus,
disembarking from a bus, or riding on a MAX bus may lose the privilege of using MAX.

Inappropriate Behavior

Inappropriate behavior is defined as conduct that does not demonstrate respect for the rights and
dignity of others, interferes with the orderly operation of transit services, damages public
property, is disruptive, or violates the rules of riding the bus.

A passenger engaging in inappropriate behavior not warranting immediate ejection from the bus
will receive a verbal warning. The warning will state the reason his or her behavior is
inappropriate and the steps the passenger must take to correct the behavior. The MAX driver or
other agent will document this verbal warning, indicating the date and time the warning was
given.

A MAX operator or supervisor may inform the passenger that his or her inappropriate behavior
may jeopardize the passenger's ability to use MAX. A MAX supervisor, or operator with
supervisor approval, may require the immediate removal of the passenger from the bus for
continued inappropriate behavior.

Any time a passenger is denied service or is removed from the bus, the passenger may be
prohibited from riding for the remainder of that day.

Seriously Disruptive Behavior

Seriously disruptive behavior is defined as conduct that is violent, illegal, or endangers the health
or safety ofothers. Such behavior includes, but is not limited to:

• threats,
• physical or verbal abuse;
• unlawful harassment including unwelcome verbal, nonverbal or physical behavior having

sexual or racial connotations;
• public intoxication;
• voluntarily and repeatedly engaging in inappropriate behavior;
• bringing hazardous materials on the vehicle;
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EXHIBIT A

• bodily fluids or feces released from the passenger, clothing, or mobility device;
• extreme poor personal hygiene;
• passengers with a known airborne communicable disease such as tuberculosis; and
• a service animal not under the control of its handler.

A passenger who engages in seriously disruptive behavior may have service denied without prior
warning or be removed from the bus immediately.

Suspension

Repetitive inappropriate behavior or any seriously disruptive behavior may result in formal
suspension ofthe passenger from MAX. The length of the suspension will be determined by the
severity of the immediate incident, the documented history of previous incidents, and any
previous suspensions. Additional occurrences of inappropriate or seriously disruptive behavior
after a suspension may result in further suspension from MAX until such time as the passenger
can demonstrate he or she will comply with MAX policies and rules.

MAX reserves the right to initiate a suspension without prior warning should it be necessary for
the health and safety of the operator andlor passengers.

Notice of Suspension

Written notice of suspension will be served to the suspended passenger. Service may be
accomplished by in-person delivery, delivery by any form of mail providing for delivery
confirmation to at least one known address including, but not limited to, the address set fortb in
any citation or in court records, or any alternate method approved in writing by MAX and the
passenger being served.

Service of the suspension notice shall be deemed complete on the following date, as applicable:
on the date of delivery if delivered in person; on the date of confirmed delivery for any delivery
by mail; or as provided in writing for any alternate method of service.

If the individual has no known mailing address or refused to provide a mailing address, all
notices, letters, and appeal decisions will be made available for pickup during regular business
hours at the City of Modesto Department of Public Works counter located on the fourth floor of
1010 10th St, Modesto, CA.

The suspension notice will specify the reason for the suspension, the duration of the suspension,
and the process for appealing the suspension. The notice will also provide the opportunity to
respond in person, by telephone, or in writing.

Appealing a Suspension

Initial Appeal
A suspended passenger who wishes to appeal his or her suspension must contact the City of
Modesto Transit office within 5 business days of notification of the suspension. Contact may be
by phone, in writing, or in person. The passenger may choose to present information supporting
his or her position in writing or have an informal hearing. Appeals will be evaluated by the City
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of Modesto Director of Public Works or designee. The suspended passenger has the
responsibility to establish why the suspension should be revoked.

Suspensions for seriously disruptive behavior remain in effect during appeal.

EXHIBIT A

In considering the appeal, the health and safety of others will be the highest priority. The
determination of whether an individual poses a direct threat to the health and safety of others will
be made on an individualized assessment, based on reasonable judgment that relies on current
medical knowledge or on the best available objective evidence to ascertain the nature, duration,
and severity of the risk; the probability that potential injury will actually occur; and whether
reasonable modifications of policies, practices, or procedures will mitigate the risk. If the
investigation reveals that the passenger's disruptive behavior is caused by a disability and
beyond the passenger's control, the Director of Public Works or designee will evaluate whether
accommodations can be made to allow the passenger continued access to MAX services. Access
to MAX may be conditionally reestablished if an attendant accompanies the passenger to help
control his or her behavior. If the required attendant is unable to prevent further instances of
seriously disruptive behavior, the passenger may be suspended from MAX indefinitely.

The Director of Public Works or designee will provide the passenger with notification of the
appeal decision within 10 business days of receipt of appeal. Notification will be made according
to the procedures set forth under "Notice of Suspension."

Final Appeal
If the suspended passenger is dissatisfied with the results of the appeal decision, the passenger
may request an administrative hearing of the suspension by contacting the City of Modesto
Transit office no later than 10 business days after service of the appeal result was deemed
complete as described in "Notice of Suspension." The request may be made by telephone, in
writing, or in person.

The passenger will have the choice of a hearing by mail or in person.

Once the hearing request has been received, a Hearing Panel will convene. The Panel will consist
of at least three representatives selected from local law enforcement, local social service
agencies, and/or local advocacy groups. Convened panels must have a majority ofmembers not
employed by the City of Modesto.

A passenger who has requested a hearing by mail shall submit written information supporting his
or her position within 10 business days ofrequesting the hearing. The 10 business day limit
begins on the date the passenger telephoned the Transit office, visited the Public Works counter,
or mailed the letter requesting the hearing (as evidenced by the postmark date). Failure to submit
written information within the required time period will result in forfeiture of the passenger's
right to appeal. The Panel decision will be based on information submitted by the passenger and
by MAX. The passenger will be notified by mail of the final disposition of the appeal within 20
business days ofreceipt of written information from the suspended passenger. Notification will
be made according to the procedures set forth under "Notice of Suspension."

An in-person hearing will be conducted at 1010 10th St. Modesto, CA during normal business
hours within 15 business days of the hearing request. City of Modesto Transit staffwill notify
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EXHIBIT A

the suspended passenger in writing of the date, time, and location at least 5 business days before
the hearing. Notification will be made according to the procedures set forth under "Notice of
Suspension." If the passenger requesting the hearing cannot attend, he or she may have another
person represent them at the hearing. If the individual or a designated representative is not
present at the hearing, the Panel will base its decision on the documentation available at the time.
The suspended passenger will be notified in writing of the panel decision within 5 business days
of the hearing. Notification will be made according to the procedures set forth under "Notice of
Suspension."

The Panel may choose to rescind, uphold, or modify the suspension of service. The Panel's
decision is final.

Resuming MAX Service

When the suspension period is completed, City of Modesto Transit staff will notify the passenger
that he or shc is eligible for bus service. Notification will be made according to the procedures
set forth under "Notice of Suspension."

If there is another documented incident of inappropriate or seriously disruptive behavior, the
passenger may be suspended for a longer time period or indefinitely.

###
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-112

RESOLUTION ACCEPTING THE WORK BY DSS COMPANY dba KNIFE
RIVER CONSTRUCTION FOR THE "SYLVAN AVENUE RECONSTRUCTION
PROJECT" AS COMPLETE, AUTHORIZING THE CITY CLERK TO FILE A
NOTICE OF COMPLETION WITH THE STANISLAUS COUNTY RECORDER
UPON RECEIPT OF APPROVED WARRANTY BOND, AND AUTHORIZING
PAYMENT OF AMOUNTS TOTALING $1,443,639

WHEREAS, a report has been filed by the Direetor of Utility Planning and Projects

that the Sylvan Avenue Reconstruction Project has been completed by Knife River

Construction, in accordance with the contract agreement dated May 8, 2012,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that Sylvan Avenue Reconstruction Project is hereby accepted as complete from said

contractor, Knife River Construction, that the City Clerk is authorized to file a Notice of

Completion with the Stanislaus County Recorder upon receipt of approved Warranty

Bond, and that payment of amounts totaling $1,443,639 is authorized as provided in the

contract.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 26th day of March, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Muratore,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

03/2612013/UP&PIKOhlsonfItem 18

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-113

RESOLUTION ACCEPTING THE WORK BY NETBUILDS FOR THE "WATER
QUALITY CONTROL FACILITY OFFICE REMODEL PROJECT" AS
COMPLETE, AUTHORIZING THE CITY CLERK TO FILE A NOTICE OF
COMPLETION WITH THE STANISLAUS COUNTY RECORDER UPON
RECEIPT OF APPROVED WARRANTY BOND, AND AUTHORIZING
PAYMENT OF AMOUNTS TOTALING $100,274

WHEREAS, a report has been filed by the Director of Utility Planning and Projects

that the Water Quality Control Facility Office Remodel Project has been completed by

Netbuilds, in accordance with the contract agreement dated May 1,2012,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that Water Quality Control Facility Office Remodel Project is hereby accepted as

complete from said contractor, Netbuilds, that the City Clerk is authorized to file a Notice

of Completion with the Stanislaus County Recorder upon receipt of approved Warranty

Bond, and that payment of amounts totaling $100,274 is authorized as provided in the

contract.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 26th day of March, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Muratore,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

03/2612013IUP&PIKOhlsoo/ltem 19

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

ATTEST:
IE LOPEZ, City Cl/?S
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-114

RESOLUTION APPROVING THE PLANS AND SPECIFICATIONS FOR THE
CUSTOMER SERVICES COUNTER IMPROVEMENTS PROJECT,
ACCEPTING THE BID, AND APPROVING A CONTRACT WITH NETBUILDS
OF MARYSVILLE, CALIFORNIA IN THE AMOUNT OF $156,544, AND
AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO EXECUTE
THE CONTRACT

WHEREAS, plans and specifications have been prepared for the Customer

Services Counter Improvements project, and City staff recommends approval by the City

Council, and

WHEREAS, the bids received for the Customer Services Counter Improvements

project were opened at 11 :00 a.m. on February 26, 2013, and later tabulated by the

Director of Utility Planning and Projects for the consideration of the Council, and

WHEREAS, the Director of Utility Planning and Projects has recommended that

the bid of $156,544, received from Netbuilds of Marysville, CA, be accepted as the

lowest responsible bid and the contract be awarded to Netbuilds,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves the plans and specifications for the Customer Services Counter

Improvements project, accepts the bid, and approves a contract with Netbuilds of

Marysville, CA in the amount of$156,544.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute the contract.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 26th day of March, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Muratore,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

3/26l13IUP&PlWWongl!tem 20

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-115

RESOLUTION AMENDING THE FISCAL YEAR 2012-2013 CAPITAL
IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM BUDGET IN THE AMOUNT OF $50,670 TO BE
TRANSFERRED INTO THE PROJECT ($25,335 FROM WATER FUND
RESERVES AND $25,335 FROM WASTEWATER FUND RESERVES) IN
ORDER TO FULLY FUND CONSTRUCTION, CONTINGENCY, AND
CONSTRUCTION ADMINISTRATION FOR THE CUSTOMER SERVICES
COUNTER IMPROVEMENTS PROJECT

WHEREAS, certain budgetary transactions are necessary in the amount of

$50,670, in order to fund construction, contingency, and construction administration for

the Customer Services Counter Improvements project, and

WHEREAS, the Fiscal Year 2012-2013 Capital Improvement Program Budget

must be amended as shown in Exhibit A, which is incorporated by reference herein,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves the amendment of the Fiscal Year 2012-2013 Capital

Improvement Program Budget as shown in Exhibit A.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Director of Finance, or her designee, is

hereby authorized to implement the provisions ofthis resolution.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting ofthe Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 26th day of March, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Muratore,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

31261l31UP&P/WWongl!tem 20

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None
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Exhibit A

Due to the increase of estimated construction, contingency, and construction
administration costs for CIP Account #100135 "Counter Reconstruction", the total
project costs need to be increased by $50,670. This would be done by adjusting
Construction by $34,720, Contingency by $3,000, Construction Administration by
$16,950, and EngineeringlDesigniAdministration by <$4,000>.

To fund the above account, $25,335 will be transferred from Water Fund Reserves and
$25,335 from Wastewater Fund Reserves into CIP Project 100135 for the Customer
Services Counter Improvements project.
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-116

RESOLUTION APPROVING THE CITY OF MODESTO'S MEMBERSHIP, AS A
MEMBER AGENCY IN THE NORTH VALLEY REGIONAL RECYCLED
WATER PROJECT COLLABORATIVE PARTNERSHIP, IN THE WESTERN
RECYCLED WATER COALITION FOR THE PURPOSE OF OBTAINING
FEDERAL AND STATE FINANCING ASSISTANCE FOR THE
CONSTRUCTION OF THE NORTH VALLEY REGIONAL RECYCLED
WATER PROGRAM IN AN AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED $20,000 ANNUALLY
FOR MEMBERSHIP DUES, AND AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER, OR
HIS DESIGNEE, TO SIGN THE SECOND AMENDED AND RESTATED
MEMORANDUM OF AGREEMENT

WHEREAS, the North Valley Regional Recycled Water Program (NVRRWP) is

designed as a regional solution to address California's water crisis by making tertiary-

treated recycled water available to the drought-impacted west side of several California

counties (Stanislaus, San Joaquin, and Merced Counties) for farmland irrigation, and

WHEREAS, the NVRRWP is a partnership formed in April 2010, by Resolution

2010-153, with the Cities of Modesto, Turlock, and Ceres, Stanislaus County, and Del

Puerto Water District (DPWD). The City ofCeres and Stanislaus County participate as

stakeholders but do not participate in the Cost-sharing Agreement, and

WHEREAS, upon completion the NVRRWP is estimated to generate $67.5

million in total economic output for the region, and restore 572 jobs, and

WHEREAS, also in 20 I0, the City Council, by Resolution 20 I0-016, approved

moving forward with a Regional Recycled Water Delivery System Feasibility Study

(Phase I Study), and

WHEREAS, the Phase I Study has been completed and a Phase 2 Study was

scoped to further analyze the most feasible alternatives, and
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WHEREAS, on May 22, 2012, the City Council, by Resolution No. 2012-180,

approved a Cost-sharing Agreement between the DPWD, and the Cities of Modesto and

Turlock for development of the Phase 2 Study, which is expected to be completed this

summer, and

WHEREAS, in order to receive federal funding for the proposed NVRRWP, it is

necessary for the project to receive federal authorization, and

WHEREAS, staffhas submitted the project for federal authorization twice and it

has not received authorization, and

WHEREAS, in order to increase the chances for funding the project, the member

agencies support the NVRRWP's membership in the WRWC (formerly the Bay Area

Recycled Water Coalition), which has secured $38 million in Federal Title XVI (Water

Reclamation and Reuse) funding for water reuse projects since 2009, and

WHEREAS, this has resulted in the successful development ofover 30,000 acre­

feet per year (AFY) of recycled water, with another 30,000 AFY available when new

projects are constructed, and

WHEREAS, currently the WRWC is working with representatives on a new

House Bill for the 113th Congress that would amend the Reclamation Wastewater and

Groundwater Study and Facilities Act, and

WHEREAS, it is critical that the proposed NVRRWP is listed as a project in this

House Bill to enhance its eligibility for federal funding, and

WHEREAS, staff recommends approval of the NVRRWP's membership, which

provides the City of Modesto and its partoers with the best opportunity to obtain federal

funding for the proposed NVRRWP, and
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WHEREAS, construction of the NVRRWP also provides a market for our

recycled water from the tertiary treatment facilities, and would eliminate discharge to the

San Joaquin River, which is subject to increasingly stringent federal and state standards,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves the City of Modesto' s membership, as a member agency in the

North Valley Regional Recycled Water Project Collaborative Partnership, in the Western

Recycled Water Coalition for the purpose ofobtaining federal and state financial

assistance for the construction of the North Valley Regional Recycled Water Program in

an amount not to exceed $20,000 annually for the City'S share of membership dues.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute the Agreement.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 26th day of March, 2013, by Councilmember Burnside,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Gunderson, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES:

NOES:

ABSENT:

(SEAL)

By:
SUS

Councilmembers:

Councilmembers:

Councilmembers:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

ALCALA WOOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-117

RESOLUTION APPROVING THE PLANS AND SPECIFICATIONS FOR THE
JENNINGS WASTEWATER TREATMENT PLANT IMPROVEMENTS
PROJECT, ACCEPTING THE BID, AND APPROVING A CONTRACT WITH
KOCH & KOCH, INC. OF PENN VALLEY, CALIFORNIA IN THE AMOUNT
OF $889,500, AND AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE,
TO EXECUTE THE CONTRACT

WHEREAS, plans and specifications have been prepared for the Jennings

Wastewater Treatment Plant Improvements project, and City staff recommends approval

by the City Council, and

WHEREAS, the bids received for the Jennings Wastewater Treatment Plant

Improvements project were opened at 11:00 a.m. on March 5, 2013, and later tabulated

by the Director of Utility Planning and Projects for the consideration of the Council, and

WHEREAS, the Director ofUrility Planning and Projects has recommended that

the bid of$889,500, received from Koch & Koch, Inc., of Penn Valley, CA, be accepted

as the lowest responsible bid and the contract be awarded to Koch & Koch, Inc.,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves the plans and specifications for the Jennings Wastewater

Treatment Plant Improvements project, accepts the bid, and approves a contract with

Koch & Koch, Inc. of Penn Valley, CA in the amount of $889,500.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute the contract.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City ofModesto held on the 26th day of March, 2013, by Councilmember Gunderson,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Geer,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

ATTEST:

By: -=-::=-:-::--:A~fI!!J-=::-==--=-:---­
SDSAl'lff'>IALCALA WOOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-118

RESOLUTION AMENDING THE FISCAL YEAR 2012-2013 CAPITAL
IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM BUDGET IN THE AMOUNT OF $75,590 TO BE
TRANSFERRED INTO THE PROJECTS FROM WASTEWATER FUND
RESERVES IN ORDER TO FULLY FUND CONSTRUCTION, CONTINGENCY,
AND CONSTRUCTION ADMINISTRATION FOR THE JENNINGS ROAD
WASTEWATER TREATMENT PLANT IMPROVEMENTS PROJECT

WHEREAS, certain budgetary transactions are necessary in the amount of

$75,590, in order to fund construction, contingency, and construction administration,

including design support during construction for the Jennings Road Wastewater

Treatment Plant Improvements project, and

WHEREAS, the Fiscal Year 2012-2013 Capital Improvement Program Budget

must be amended as shown in Exhibit A, which is incorporated by reference herein,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves the amendment of the Fiscal Year 2012-2013 Capital

Improvement Program Budget as shown in Exhibit A.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Director of Finance, or her designee, is

hereby authorized to implement the provisions of this resolution.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 26th day ofMarch, 2013, by Councilmember Gunderson,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilrnember Geer,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:
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Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None
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Exhibit A

Due to the increase of estimated construction, contingency, and construction
administration, including design support during construction costs for CIP Accounts
100660 "Shotcreete Oxidation Ditch", 100661 "Irrigation Flow Meter", and 100662
"Sunshade Structures", the total project costs need to be increased by $75,590. This
would be done by adjusting the accounts as follows:

100660 - PW "Shotcrete Oxidation Ditch":
Construction by <$327>, Contingency by <$25,530>, Construction Administration by
$236 and EngineeringlDesign/Administration by <$8,894>.

100661 - PW "Irrigation Flow Meter":
Construction by $73,465, Contingency by $6,795, Construction Administration by $8,795
and Engineering/Design!Administration by <$14,124>.

100662 - PW "Sunshade Structures":
Construction by $51,416, Contingency by <$14,549>, Construction Administration by
$11,192 and Engineering/Design/Administration by <$12,885>.

To fimd the above accounts, $75,590 will be transferred from Wastewater Fund Reserves
into CIP Projects 100660 "Shotcreete Oxidation Ditch", 100661 "Irrigation Flow Meter",
and 100662 "Sunshade Structures" for the Jennings Road Wastewater Treatment Plant
Improvements project as indicated above.
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-119

A RESOLUTION AWARDING A CONTRACT TO GILLIG LLC FOR THE
PURCHASE OF EIGHT (8) LOW FLOOR TRANSIT BUSES FOR A TOTAL
PRICE UF $3,501,334, NOT INCLUDING SALES TAX, AND AUTHORIZING
THE CITY MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO EXECUTE A PURCHASE
AGREEMENT IN THAT AMOUNT

WHEREAS, the City desires to purchase eight (8) transit buses to replace 1990

model buses, and

WHEREAS, the City participated in a consortium of transit agencies led by the

San Mateo County Transit District (SamTrans) for the purchase of buses, and

WHEREAS, SamTrans entered into an agreement with Gillig LLC for the

purchase of buses, and

WHEREAS, the pricing included in the agreement between Gillig LLC and

SamTrans is applicable to the other members of the purchase consortium, and

WHEREAS, Gillig LLC has provided the City of Modesto with pricing for eight

(8) new buses based on the agreement between SamTrans and Gillig LLC, and

WHEREAS, a final price will be determined after pre-production meetings and

other discussions between City staff and Gillig LLC, and

WHEREAS Gillig LLC will furnish the eight (8) buses for at a price, F.O.B.

Modesto, not including state and local sales taxes, of approximately: Three Million, Five

Hundred One Thousand, Three Hundred Thirty-four and No One-Hundredths Dollars

($3,501,334.00), and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby awards a contract to Gillig LLC for the purchase of eight (8) low floor
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transit buses for a total price of$3,501,334.00, not including sales tax, and authorizes the

City Manager to eXecute a purchase agreement in that amount.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 26th day of March, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Geer,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)
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Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

ATTEST:
,CD

NIE LOPEZ, City~
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-120

A RESOLUTION AMENDING THE FISCAL YEAR 2012-2013 OPERATING
BUDGET IN THE AMOUNT OF $3,914,402 TO FUND THE PURCHASE OF
EIGHT (8) LOW FLOOR TRANSIT BUSES

WHEREAS, certain budgetary transactions are necessary in the amount of

$3,914,402, in order to fund the purchase ofeight (8) low floor transit buses, and

WHEREAS, the Fiscal Year 2012-2013 Operating Budget must be amended as

shown in Exhibit A, which is incorporated by reference herein,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves the amendment of the Fiscal Year 20l2-20l3 Operating Budget as

shown in Exhibit A.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLED that the Director of Finance, or her designee, is

hereby authorized to implement the provisions of this resolution.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting ofthe Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 26th day ofMarch, 20l3, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Geer, was

upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)
APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

By: -------+~hH~~-------------
SUSAN
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Exhibit A

Amend the FY 12/13 Operating Budget to fund the purchase of eight (8) transit buses as

follows:

1. Increase appropriations in fund 4560 (Bus Purchases) in the amount of $3,914,402.

2. To fund this purchase recognize revenue in the amounts of:

.. $3,172,570 - Federal Transit Administration

• $ 741,832 - Prop IS Transit Funds



MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-121

RESOLUTION REQUESTING THE STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL
BOARD RECONSIDER ITS DRAFT SUBSTITUTE ENVIRONMENTAL
DOCUMENT, AND CONSIDER PURSUING A COMPREHENSIVE SOLUTION
THAT IS CONSISTENT WITH THE TIMING OF THE OVERALL
COMPREHENSIVE DELTA PLANNING PROCESS WHICH TAKES INTO
ACCOUNT THE POTENTIAL IMPACT ON HYDROELECTRIC ENERGY
GENERATION

WHEREAS, the State Water Resources Control Board's Draft Substitute

Environmental Document (SED) proposes to require the Stanislaus, Tuolumne, and

Merced Rivers release 35 percent of unimpaired flow from February to June each year,

and

WHEREAS, the proposed requirement will create "significant and unavoidable"

impacts to the economy, agriculture, and groundwater basins in Stanislaus, San Joaquin,

and Merced Counties, and

WHEREAS, those impacts include approximately $69 million in economic

impacts in an economically distressed region of our state, including $23.5 million to

Merced Irrigation District, $30 million to Turlock Irrigation District, and $15.5 million

Modesto Irrigation District each year, and

WHEREAS, the impacts result in a loss of $4.5 million in energy revenue every

year including $1.5 million to each of the Merced, Turlock, and Modesto Irrigation

Districts, and

WHEREAS, the proposed requirement would fallow approximately 128,295 acres

ofprime farm land and result in the loss ofover 800 family farms in the region, and

WHEREAS, the proposed requirement will result in over-drafted groundwater

basins, and
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WHEREAS, approximately 460 jobs will be permanently lost including 160 in

Merced Irrigation District, 200 in Turlock Irrigation District, and 100 in Modesto

Irrigation District, and

WHEREAS, the proposed requirement ignores non-flow alternatives that are less

costly and more effective, and

WHEREAS, the proposed requirement compromises attaining the dual goals of

ecosystem restoration and water supply reliability under SB7x-7, and

WHEREAS, staff recommended the Council request the SWRCB reconsider its

Draft Substitute Environmental Document, and consider pursuing a comprehensive

solution that is consistent with the timing of the overall comprehensive Delta planning

process, which takes into account the potential impact on hydroelectric energy

generation.

WHEREAS, this solution must prioritize non-flow measures to protect native fish

species, such as predation reduction programs, before demanding flow increases that

would threaten the economic vitality of these California counties, cities, and small family

farms,

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

Modesto hereby requests the State Water Resources Control Board reconsider its Draft

Substitute Environmental Document and its negative impact on the economy, agriculture,

and groundwater basins in Stanislaus, San Joaquin, and Merced Counties, and consider

pursuing a comprehensive solution that is consistent with the timing of the overall

comprehensive Delta planning process, which takes into account the potential impact on

hydroelectric energy generation.
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BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Council of the City of Modesto

authorizes the Director of Utility Planning and Projects to send a letter consistent with the

wishes of the Council as expressed above.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 26th day of March, 2013, by Councilmember Burnside,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Lopez,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES:

NOES:

ABSENT:

(SEAL)

Councilmembers:

Councilmembers:

Councilmembers:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

By: -~(:ffi~~~---::-c---­
ALA WOOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-122

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE AWARD OF BID FOR THE PURCHASE
OF SIXTEEN (16) HALF-TON PICK-UP TRUCKS FOR VARIOUS CITY
DIVISIONS THROUGH THE PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT, FLEET
SERVICES DIVISION, TO ALBANY FORD, ALBANY, CA, FOR AN
ESTIMATED TOTAL COST OF $380,756

WHEREAS, the City Manager authorized the Purchasing Manager to issue formal

Request for Bids (RFB) for new vehicles and heavy equipment, through various

competitive processes, with the Purchasing Division coming back to Council for award

authorization. The sixteen (16) half-ton pick-up trucks are included in the new vehicles

and heavy equipment list authorized by the City Manager, and

WHEREAS, all sixteen (16) half-ton pick-up trucks are replacements and have

been subjected to a thorough evaluation and have met or exceeded the replacement

criteria before being placed on the replacement list, and

WHEREAS, the Purchasing Division issued RFB No. 1213-18 for the purchase of

sixteen (16) half-ton pick-up trucks to seventeen (17) prospective bidders and posted the

RFB on the City's website. One ofthe bidders is located within Stanislaus County, none

were local vendors, and

WHEREAS, bids were formally opened in the City Clerk's office. Of the

seventeen (17) prospective bidders, five (5) companies chose to respond. The vendor in

Stanislaus County did not submit a bid. All five (5) companies provided responsive and

responsible bids, and

WHEREAS, based on providing the lowest responsive and responsible bid, City

staff recommends the award ofbid for the purchase of sixteen (16) half-ton pick-up

trucks to Albany Ford, Albany, CA, for a total estimated cost of$380,756, and

04/0912013/FinanceIPWlMTorreslItem g 2013·122



WHEREAS, sufficient funds are budgeted in Fiscal Year 2012-13, in account #

5409-53246-57003, and

WHEREAS, Modesto Municipal Code Section 8-3.203 generally requires all

purchases, which meet or exceed $50,000 for material, equipment or contractual services

to be formally bid. The award of bid for the purchase of sixteen (16) half-ton pick-up

trucks to Albany Ford, Albany, CA, conforms to the Modesto Municipal Code.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby authorizes the award of bid for the purchase of sixteen (16) half-ton pick-up

trucks for the Public Works Department, Water and Wastewater Divisions, through the

Fleet Services Division, to Albany Ford, Albany, CA.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Purchasing Manager or his designee to

issue a purchase order for a total estimated cost of 380,756.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 9th day ofApril, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Gunderson,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)
APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

By:~~~~~~~~~~~_____
SUSANf'VI'VL''-' OOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-123

A RESOLUTION APPROVING A MEMORANDUM OF AGREEMENT
BETWEEN THE COUNTY OF STANISLAUS AND THE CITY OF MODESTO
FOR PARTICIPATION IN AN ELECTRONIC TRAFFIC CITATION
PROGRAM IN THE AMOUNT OF $361,800 FROM THE STATE OF
CALIFORNIA OF~'ICE OF TRAFFIC SAFETY (OTS) TO AUTOMATE
CITATION PROCESSING, AND AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER, OR
HIS DESIGNEE, TO EXECUTE THE MEMORANDUM OF AGREEMENT AND
ANY NECESSARY PROGRAM DOCUMENTS

WHEREAS, the County and Modesto, Riverbank, Patterson, Newman, Ceres,

Waterford and Hughson believe it to be in their best interest to electronically interface the

citations written into the Stanislaus Court and the Stanislaus County District Attorney's

Office records management system electronically from device docking stations located at

each law enforcement agency, and

WHEREAS, the parties have applied for and been awarded a grant in the amount

of$361,800 to purchase hardware and software to implement an electronic traffic citation

program, and

WHEREAS, the equipment and software will be purchased by County as the

administrator of the grant and awarded to each of the parties as allotted by the attached

Memorandum of Agreement, and

WHEREAS, the parties agree the overall grant administrator will be the Records

Manager for the Stanislaus County Sheriffs Department, and

WHEREAS, the Modesto Police Department will be awarded ten (10) electronic

citation handheld devices with two (2) six position docking stations and reimbursement

of the actual cost of the third party interface to the Modesto Police records management

system in an amount not to exceed $30,000 and
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WHEREAS, the Memorandum of Agreement states that the City agrees to

provide the County a quarterly financial and programmatic report not later than fifteen

(15) calendar days after the end of the quarter, and

WHEREAS, grant requires a signed Memorandum of Agreement for the

application,

WHEREAS, each agency will become the sole property of the agency awarded

the devices and any repairs, shipment and services of the devices during and after the

initial warranty period shall become the responsibility of each agency; and

WHEREAS, the City of Modesto must provide the County with a quarterly

financial and progranunatic report no later than fifteen (15) calendar days after the end of

the quarter following the official grant award date; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE Council of the City of

Modesto that it hereby approves the Memorandum ofAgreement between the County of

Stanislaus and the City of Modesto for participation in an Electronic Traffic Citation

Program in the amount of$361,800 from the State of Califomia Office of Traffic Safety

(OTS) to automate citation processing.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute the Memorandum of Agreement and any necessary program

documents.

0410912013iMPDISBlomlltem 9 2 2013·123



The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 9th day of April, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Gunderson,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

ATffiSTIJ~
, STEA.NIELOPEZ, City CI r

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

By:
ALCALA WOOD, City Attorney
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MEMORANDUM OF AGREEMENT
BETWEEN THE COUNTY OF STANISLAUS AND

CITY OF MODESTO AND
CITY OF RIVERBANK AND

CITY OF PATTERSON AND
CITY OF NEWMAN AND

CITY OF CERES AND
CITY OF WATERFORD AND

CITY OF HUGHSON
FOR THE CALIFORNIA OFFICE OF TRAFFIC SAFETY

GENERAL TRAFFIC RECORDS GRANT PROGRAM

This Agreement is made and entered into this _ day of___"2013, by and between

The County of Stanislaus, hereinafter referred to as COUNTY, and the City of Modesto,

hereinafter referred to as MODESTO, and the City of Riverbank, hereinafter referred to

as RIVERBANK, and the City of Patterson, hereinafter referred to as PATTERSON,

and the City ofNewrnan, hereinafter referred to as NEWMAN, City of Ceres,

hereinafter referred to as CERES, City of Waterford, hereinafter referred at as

WATERFORD, and the City of Hughson, hereinafter referred to as HUGHSON,

collectively referred to as the "Parties". to distribute the General Traffic Grant funds:

WHEREAS, the PARTIES in performing governmental functions or in paying for the

performance ofgovernmental functions hereunder, shall make that performance or those

payments or equipment purchased from current revenues legally available to that party,

and

WHEREAS, the PARTIES find that the performance of this Agreement is in the best

interests of all parties, that the undertaking will benefit the public, and that the division of

equipment and costs fairly compensates the performing party for the services or functions

under this Agreement, and

WHEREAS, the PARTIES share of the California Office ofTraffic Safety grant award

to purchase hand held citation writers, docking stations, and related software for use by

each of the participating agencies, and
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WHEREAS, the COUNTY and MODESTO, RIVERBANK, PATTERSON, NEWMAN,

CERES, WATERFORD and HUGHSON believe it to be in their best interest to

electronically interface the citations written into the Stanislaus Court and the Stanislaus

County District Attorney's Office records management system electronically from device

docking stations located at each law enforcement agency. The data from each citation

will be provided to the Court and District Attorney's Office by the vendor and interfaced

to the records management systems by LT. staff for both agencies.

WHEREAS, the PARTIES have applied for and been awarded a grant in the amount of

$361,800. to purchase hardware and software to implement an electronic traffic citation

program. The equipment and software will be purchased by COUNTY as the

administrator of the grant and awarded to each of the PARTIES by the following

agreement.

WHEREAS, THE parties agree to reimburse COUNTY for their share of the vendor's

Autocite processing software stored and maintained by the vendor on the vendor's serves

and accessible remotely to each participating party.

WHEREAS, the PARTIES agree the overall grant administrator will be the Records

Manager for the Stanislaus County Sheriffs Department.

Section 1.

PARTIES agree MODESTO be awarded ten (10) electronic citation handheld devices

with one (1) six position docking station and reimbursement of the actual cost of the third

party interface to the MODESTO Police records management system in an amount not to

exceed $30,000.

PARTIES agree RIVERBANK be awarded six (6) electronic citation handheld devices

with one (1) six position docking station.

PARTIES agree PATTERSON be awarded four (4) electronic citation handheld devices

with one (1) six position docking station.
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PARTIES agree NEWMAN be awarded FOUR (4) electronic citation handheld devices

with one (I) six position docking station and will be reimbursement of the actual cost of

the third party interface to the NEWMAN Police records management system "not to

exceed" $20,000.

PARTIES agree CERES be awarded twelve (12) electronic citation handheld devices

with one (1) six position docking station.

PARTIES agree WATERFORD to be awarded one (I) electronic citation handheld

device with one (1) six position docking station.

PARTIES agree HUGHSON be awarded one (1) electronic citation handheld device with

one (l) six position docking station.

PARTIES agree by awarding these devices to each agency they will become the sole

property of the agency awarded the devices. Repairs, shipment and service of the devices

during and after the initial warranty period shall become the responsibility of each agency

for the number of devices provided.

COUNTY agrees the share of the award in the amount of $6,000., be spent on end user

training on the hand held devices and vendor project management.

Section 2

Each City agrees to reimburse COUNTY for their share of the vendor's hosted solution,

after the fust year, in the amount of the maintenance contract divided by the number of

devices being supported by the connection for each individual agency, not to exceed the

actual cost of the hosted solution. (For example the initial year ofhosting costs is $4,800

divided by the total number ofpurchased devices (50) will be $96 per device annually).

COUNTY agrees to provide to the participating agencies a copy of any vendor increases

in hosting services.

Section 3
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PARTIES agree to reimburse COUNTY for their share of the individual hardware and

software warranties on the devices, after the initial one year warranty period. The

contracted price for year two and three will be $500 annually for each device and $50 for

each docking station.

Section 4

PARTIES agree to provide the COUNTY a quarterly financial and programmatic report

not later than fifteen (15) calendar days after the end of the quarter following the official

grant award date. The report will be delivered sufficiently in advance and will contain

the date necessary to submit the final report on the grant in the required thirty (30)

calendar days after the end of each quarter following the grant award.

Section 5

PARTIES agree to meet quarterly the first year of the grant then annually after the initial

first year of the grant to discuss recommended changes in the vendor hosted connectivity.

Any changes or modifications to the connectivity will be handled as an amendment to

this agreement.

Section 6

MODESTO, RIVERBANK, PATTERSON, NEWMAN, CERES, WATERFORD, and

HUGHSON, may terminate this Agreement or any part hereofupon giving COUNTY at

least thirty (30) days written notice prior to the effective date of such termination, which

date shall be specified in such notice. PARTIES agree to pay for all ancillary agreements

and warranties for the three year period of the vendor agreement.

Section 7

Nothing in the performance of this Agreement shall impose any liability for claims

against COUNTY other than claims for which liability may be imposed by the Tort

Claims Act.

Section 8

Nothing in the performance of this Agreement shall impose any liability for claims

against MODESTO, RIVERBANK, PATTERSON, NEWMAN, CERES, WATERFORD

and HUGHSON other than claims for which liability may be imposed by the Tort Claims

Act.

Section 9
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Each party to this Agreement will be responsible for its own actions in providing services

under this Agreement and shall not be liable for any civil liability that may arise from the

furnishing of the services by the other party.

Section 10

The parties to this Agreement do not intend for any third party to obtain a right by virtue

of this Agreement.

Section 9

By entering into this Agreement, the parties do not intend to create any obligations

express or implied other than those set out herein; further, this Agreement shall not create

any rights in any party not a signatory hereto.

The signature of the parties below designate acceptance of the terms of

this Agreement and shall be binding upon the parties upon the effective date of the

Agreement.
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the City of Modesto, a municipal corporation,

has authorized the execution of this Agreement in duplicate by its City Manager and

attestation by its City Clerk under authority of Resolution No. 2013-__, adopted by

the Council of the City of Modesto on the __ day of_, 2013, and the County of

Stanislaus has caused this Agreement to be duly executed.

COUNTY OF STANISLAUS CITY OF MODESTO

lBy: By:
Adam Christianson Greg Nyhoff, City Manager
SHERIFF-CORONER
"County"

"Modesto"
iATTEST:

lBy:
Stephanie Lopez, City Clerk

APPROVED AS TO FORM: !APPROVED AS TO FORM:

By: By:
John P. Doering, County Counsel Susana Alcala Wood, City Attorney
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the City of Patterson, a municipal corporation,

has authorized the execution of this Agreement in duplicate by its City Manager and

attestation by its City Clerk under authority of Resolution No. 2012-__, adopted by

the Council ofthe City of Patterson on the __ day of ,2012, and the County of

Stanislaus has caused this Agreement to be duly executed.

COUNTY OF STANISLAUS CITY OF PATTERSON

By: lBy:
Adam Christianson , City Manager
SHERIFF - CORONER

"County" "Patterson"

ATTEST:

By:
,City Clerk

VU>PROVED AS TO FORM: APPROVED AS TO FORM:

b: By:
John P. Doering, County Counsel , City Attorney
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the City of Riverbank, a municipal

corporation, has authorized the execution of this Agreement in duplicate by its City

Manager and attestation by its City Clerk under authority of Resolution No. 2012-__,

adopted by the Council of the City of Riverbank on the __ day of_, 2012, and the

County of Stanislaus has caused this Agreement to be duly executed.

COUNTY OF STANISLAUS CITY OF RIVERBANK

lBy: By:
Adam Christianson , City Manager
SHERIFF - CORONER

"County"
"Riverbank"

ATTEST:

lBy:
, City Clerk

APPROVED AS TO FORM: [APPROVED AS TO FORM:

By: lBy:
John P. Doering, County Counsel , City Attorney
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the City ofNewman, a municipal corporation,

has authorized the execution of this Agreement in duplicate by its City Manager and

attestation by its City Clerk under authority of Resolution No. 2012-__, adopted by

the Council ofthe City ofNewman on the __ day of ,2012, and the County of

Stanislaus has caused this Agreement to be duly executed.

COUNTY OF STANISLAUS CITY OF NEWMAN

By: By:
Adam Christianson , City Manager
SHERIFF- CORONER

nCounty" "Newman "

ATTEST:

By:
, City Clerk

~PPROVED AS TO FORM: APPROVED AS TO FORM:

lBy: iBy:
John P. Doering, County Counsel , City Attorney
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the City of Ceres, a municipal corporation, has

authorized the execution of this Agreement in duplicate by its City Manager and

attestation by its City Clerk under authority of Resolution No. 2012,__, adopted by

the Council of the City of Ceres on the __ day of___, 2012, and the County of

Stanislaus has caused this Agreement to be duly executed.

COUNTY OF STANISLAUS CITY OF CERES

By: By:
Adam Christianson , City Manager
SHERIFF - CORONER

"County" HCeres"

ATTEST:

By:

APPROVED AS TO FORM: APPROVED AS TO FORM:

iBy: iBy:
John P. Doering, County Counsel
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the City of Waterford, a municipal

corporation, ha~ authorized the execution of this Agreement in duplicate by its City

Manager and attestation by its City Clerk under authority ofResolution No. 2012-___,

adopted by the Council of the City of Waterford on the __ day of----' 2012, and the

County of Stanislaus has caused this Agreement to be duly executed.

COUNTY OF STANISLAUS I'--ITY OF WATERFORD

By: [By:
Adam Christianson , City Manager
SHERIFF - CORONER

"County" "Waterford"

~.TTEST:

By:

~PPROVED AS TO FORM: APPROVED AS TO FORM:

13y: By:
John P. Doering, County Counsel
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the City of Hughson, a municipal corporation,

has authorized the execution of this Agreement in duplicate by its City Manager and

attestation by its City Clerk under authority of Resolution No. 2012-__, adopted by

the Council of the City of Hughson on the __ day of__,2012, and the County of

Stanislaus has caused this Agreement to be duly executed.

COUNTY OF STANISLAUS CITY OF HUGHSON

~y: By:
Adam Christianson , City Manager
SHERIFF - CORONER

"County" "Hughson"

ATTEST:

lBy:

APPROVED AS TO FORM: !APPROVED AS TO FORM:

~y: ~y:
John P. Doering, County Counsel
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NUMBER 2013-124

A RESOLUTION AMENDING THE FISCAL YEAR 2012/13 OPERATING AND
MULTI-YEAR BUDGET TO APPROPRIATE EXPENSES IN THE AMOUNT OF
APPROXIMATELY $960 FOR YEAR ONE AND $6,060 FOR YEAR TWO AND
AFTER RELATED TO THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA OFFICE OF TRAFFIC
SAFETY (OTS) ELECTRONIC TRAFFIC CITATION PROGRAM TO
AUTOMATE CITATION PROCESSING FOR ANNUAL MAINTENANCE
EXPENSES AND A MONTH HOSTING FEE; AND AUTHORIZING THE
FINANCE DIRECTOR, OR HER DESIGNEE, TO IMPLEMENT THE
PROVISIONS OF THIS RESOLUTION

WHEREAS, the County and Modesto, Riverbank, Patterson, Newman, Ceres,

Waterford and Hughson believe it to be in their best interest to electronically interface the

citations written into the Stanislaus Court and the Stanislaus County District Attorney's

Office records management system electronically from device docking stations located at

each law enforcement agency, and

WHEREAS, the parties have applied for and been awarded a grant in the amount

of$361,800 to purchase hardware and software to implement an electronic traffic citation

program, and

WHEREAS, the equipment and software will be purchased by County as the

administrator of the grant and awarded to each ofthe parties as allotted by the attached

Memorandum of Agreement, and

WHEREAS, the parties agree the overall grant administrator will be the Records

Manager for the Stanislaus County Sheriff's Department, and

WHEREAS, the Modesto Police Department will be awarded ten (10) electronic

citation handheld devices with two (2) six position docking stations and reimbursement

of the actual cost of the third party interface to the Modesto Police records management

system in an amount not to exceed $30,000 and
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WHEREAS, the Memorandum of Agreement states that the City agrees to

provide the County a quarterly financial and programmatic report not later than fifteen

(15) calendar days after the end of the quarter, and

WHEREAS, grant requires a signed Memorandum of Agreement for the

application,

WHEREAS, each agency will become the sole property of the agency awarded

the devices and any repairs, shipment and services of the devices during and after the

initial warranty period shall become the responsibility of each agency, and

WHEREAS, the City of Modesto must provide the County with a quarterly

financial and programmatic report no later than fifteen (15) calendar days after the end of

the quarter following the official grant award date,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that the Fiscal Year 2012/2013 Operating and Multi-Year Budget to appropriate expenses

in the amount of approximately $960 for Year One and $6,060 for Year Two and after

related to the State of California Office of Traffic Safety (OTS) Electronic Traffic

Citation Program to automate citation processing for annual maintenance expenses and a

hosting fee. The Traffic Safety Fund will pay thesc expenses as this project deals with

traffic tickets.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Director of Finance, or her designee, is

hereby authorized to take the necessary steps to implement the provisions of this

resolution.
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MEMORANDUM OF AGREEMENT
BETWEEN THE COUNTY OF STANISLAUS AND

CITY OF MODESTO AND
CITY OF RIVERBANK AND

CITY OF PATTERSON AND
CITY OF NEWMAN AND

CITY OF CERES AND
CITY OF WATERFORD AND

CITY OF HUGHSON
FOR THE CALIFORNIA OFFICE OF TRAFFIC SAFETY

GENERAL TRAFF'IC RECORDS GRANT PROGRAM

This Agreement is made and entered into this _day of___, 2013, by and between

The County of Stanislaus, hereinafter referred to as COUNTY, and the City of Modesto,

hereinafter referred to as MODESTO, and the City of Riverbank, hereinafter referred to

as RIVERBANK, and the City of Patterson, hereinafter referred to as PATTERSON,

and the City ofNewman, hereinafter referred to as NEWMAN, City of Ceres,

hereinafter referred to as CERES, City of Waterford, hereinafter referred at as

WATERFORD, and the City of Hughson, hereinafter referred to as HUGHSON,

collectively referred to as the "Parties". to distribute the General Traffic Grant funds:

WHEREAS, the PARTIES in performing governmental functions or in paying for the

performance of governmental functions hereunder, shall make that performance or those

payments or equipment purchased from current revenues legally available to that party,

and

WHEREAS, the PARTIES find that the performance of this Agreement is in the best

interests of all parties, that the undertaking will benefit the public, and that the division of

equipment and costs fairly compensates the performing party for the services or functions

under this Agreement, and

WHEREAS, the PARTIES share of the California Office ofTraffic Safety grant award

to purchase hand held citation writers, docking stations, and related software for use by

each of the participating agencies, and
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WHEREAS, the COUNTY and MODESTO, RIVERBANK, PATTERSON, NEWMAN,

CERES, WATERFORD and HUGHSON believe it to be in their best interest to

electronically interface the citations written into the Stanislaus Court and the Stanislaus

County District Attorney's Office records management system electronically fyom device

docking stations located at each law enforcement agency. The data from each citation

will be provided to the Court and District Attorney's Office by the vendor and interfaced

to the records management systems by LT. staff for both agencies.

WHEREAS, the PARTIES have applied for and been awarded a grant in the amount of

$361,800. to purchase hardware and software to implement an electronic traffic citation

program. The equipment and software will be purchased by COUNTY as the

administrator of the grant and awarded to each of the PARTIES by the following

agreement.

WHEREA-<;, THE parties agree to reimburse COUNTY for their share of the vendor's

Autocite processing software stored and maintained by the vendor on the vendor's serves

and accessible remotely to each participating party.

WHEREAS, the PARTIES agree the overall grant administrator will be the Records

Manager for the Stanislaus County Sheriffs Department.

Section 1.

PARTIES agree MODESTO be awarded ten (10) electronic citation handheld devices

with one (1) six position docking station and reimbursement of the actual cost of the third

party interface to the MODESTO Police records management system in an amount not to

exceed $30,000.

PARTIES agree RIVERBANK be awarded six (6) electronic citation handheld devices

with one (1) six position docking station.

PARTIES agree PATTERSON be awarded four (4) electronic citation handheld devices

with one (1) six position docking station.
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PARTIES agree NEWMAN be awarded FOUR (4) electronic citation handheld devices

with one (1) six position docking station and will be reimbursement of the actual cost of

the third party interface to the NEWMAN Police records management system "not to

exceed" $20,000.

PARTIES agree CERES be awarded twelve (12) electronic citation handheld devices

with one (1) six position doeking station.

PARTIES agree WATERFORD to be awarded one (I) electronic citation handheld

device with one (l) six position docking station.

PARTIES agree HUGHSON be awarded one (1) electronic citation handheld device with

one (I) six position docking station.

PARTIES agree by awarding these devices to each agency they will become the sole

property of the agency awarded the deviees. Repairs, shipment and service of the devices

during and after the initial warranty period shall become the responsibility of each agency

for the number of devices provided.

COUNTY agrees the share of the award in the amount of$6,000., be spent on end user

training on the hand held devices and vendor project management.

Section 2

Each City agrees to reimburse COUNTY for their share of the vendor's hosted solution,

after the first year, in the amount of the maintenance contract divided by the number of

devices being supported by the eonnection for each individual agency, not to exceed the

actual cost ofthe hosted solution. (For example the initial year ofhosting costs is $4,800

divided by the total number ofpurchased devices (50) will be $96 per device annually).

COUNTY agrees to provide to the participating agencies a copy ofany vendor increases

in hosting services.

Section 3
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PARTIES agree to reimburse COUNTY for their share of the individual hardware and

software warranties on the devices, after the initial one year warranty period. The

contracted price for year two and three will be $500 annually for each device and $50 for

each docking station.

Section 4

PARTIES agree to provide the COUNTY a quarterly financial and programmatic report

not later than fifteen (15) calendar days after the end ofthe quarter following the official

grant award date. The report will be delivered sufficiently in advance and will contain

the date necessary to submit the final report on the grant in the required thirty (30)

calendar days after the end of each quarter following the grant award.

Section 5

PARTIES agree to meet quarterly the first year of the grant then annually after the initial

first year of the grant to discuss recommended changes in the vendor hosted connectivity.

Any changes or modifications to the connectivity will be handled as an amendment to

this agreement.

Section 6

MODESTO, RIVERBANK, PATTERSON, NEWMAN, CERES, WATERFORD, and

HUGHSON, may terminate this Agreement or any part hereofupon giving COUNTY at

least thirty (30) days written notice prior to the effective date of such termination, which

date shall be specified in such notice. PARTIES agree to pay for all ancillary agreements

and warranties for the three year period of the vendor agreement.

Section 7

Nothing in the performance of this Agreement shall impose any liability for claims

against COUNTY other than claims for which liability may be imposed by the Tort

Claims Act.

Section 8

Nothing in the performance of this Agreement shall impose any liability for claims

against MODESTO, RIVERBANK, PATTERSON, NEWMAN, CERES, WATERFORD

and HUGHSON other than claims for which liability may be imposed by the Tort Claims

Act.

Section 9
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Each party to this Agreement will be responsible for its own actions in providing services

under this Agreement and shall not be liable for any civil liability that may arise from the

furnishing of the services by the other party.

Section 10

The parties to this Agreement do not intend for any third party to obtain a right by virtue

of this Agreement.

Section 9

By entering into this Agreement, the parties do not intend to create any obligations

express or implied other than those set out herein; further, this Agreement shall not create

any rights in any party not a signatory hereto.

The signature of the parties below designate acceptance of the terms of

this Agreement and shall be binding npon the parties upon the effective date of the

Agreement.
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the City of Modesto, a municipal corporation,

has authorized the execution of this Agreement in duplicate by its City Manager and

attestation by its City Clerk under authority of Resolution No. 2013-__, adopted by

the Council of the City of Modesto on the __ day of_, 2013, and the County of

Stanislaus has caused this Agreement to be duIy executed.

COUNTY OF STANISLAUS ~ITY OF MODESTO

By: iBy:
Adam Christianson Greg Nyhoff, City Manager
SHERIFF-CORONER
"County"

"Modesto"
~TTEST:

By:
Stephanie Lopez, City Clerk

~PPROVED AS TO FORM: APPROVED AS TO FORM:

!By: By:
John P. Doering, County Counsel Susana Alcala Wood, City Attorney
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the City of Patterson, a municipal corporation,

has authorized the execution of this Agreement in duplicate by its City Manager and

attestation by its City Clerk under authority of Resolution No. 2012-__, adopted by

the Council of the City of Patterson on the __ day of_, 2012, and the County of

Stanislaus has caused this Agreement to be duly executed.

~OUNTY OF STANISLAUS ':::ITY OF PATTERSON

iBy: By:
Adam Christianson , City Manager
SHERIFF - CORONER

"County" "Patterson"

ATTEST:

By:
,City Clerk

APPROVED AS TO FORM: APPROVED AS TO FORM:

By: By:
John P. Doering, County Counsel , City Attorney
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the City of Riverbank, a municipal

corporation, has authorized the execution of this Agreement in duplicate by its City

Manager and attestation by its City Clerk under authority ofResolution No. 2012-__,

adopted by the Council of the City of Riverbank on the __ day of_, 2012, and the

County of Stanislaus has caused this Agreement to be duly executed.

~OUNTY OF STANISLAUS ~ITY OF RIVERBANK

[By: [By:
Adam Christianson , City Manager
SHERIFF - CORONER

"County"
"Riverbank"

ATTEST:

By:
,City Clerk

APPROVED AS TO FORM: APPROVED AS TO FORM:

By: By:
John P. Doering, County Counsel , City Attorney
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the City of Newman, a municipal corporation,

has authorized the execution ofthis Agreement in duplicate by its City Manager and

attestation by its City Clerk under authority of Resolution No. 2012-·__~, adopted by

the Council of the City ofNewman on the __ day of_......, 2012, and the County of

Stanislaus has caused this Agreement to be duly executed.

COUNTY OF STANISLAUS CITY OF NEWMAN

By: ~y:
Adam Christianson , City Manager
SHERIFF - CORONER

"County" "Newman "

ATTEST:

By:
, City Clerk

APPROVED AS TO FORM: APPROVED AS TO FORM:

By: By:
John P. Doering, County Counsel , City Attorney
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the City of Ceres, a municipal corporation, has

authorized the execution of this Agreement in duplicate by its City Manager and

attestation by its City Clerk under authority of Resolution No. 2012,__, adopted by

the Council of the City of Ceres on the __ day of__, 2012, and the County of

Stanislaus has caused this Agreement to be duly executed.

'::;OUNTY OF STANISLAUS CITY OF CERES

By: By:
Adam Christianson , City Manager
SHERIFF - CORONER

IICounty" "Ceres"

ATTEST:

By:

fA.PPROVED AS TO FORM: APPROVED AS TO FORM:

~y: ~y:
John P. Doering, County Counsel
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the City of Waterford, a municipal

corporation, has authorized the execution ofthis Agreement in duplicate by its City

Manager and attestation by its City Clerk under authority ofResolution No. 2012-__,

adopted by the Council of the City of Waterford on the __ day of__, 2012, and the

County of Stanislaus has caused this Agreement to be duly executed.

COUNTY OF STANISLAUS dTYOFWATERFORD

By: By:
Adam Christianson , City Manager
SHERIFF - CORONER

"County" "Waterford"

iATTEST:

~y:

iAPPROVED AS TO FORM: iAPPROVED AS TO FORM:

!By: !By:
John P. Doering, County Counsel
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the City of Hughson, a municipal corporation,

has authorized the execution of this Agreement in duplicate by its City Manager and

attestation by its City Clerk under authority of Resolution No. 2012-__, adopted by

the Council ofthe City of Hughson on the __ day of--,2012, and the County of

Stanislaus has caused this Agreement to be duly executed.

COUNTY OF STANISLAUS CITY OF HUGHSON

lBy: By:
Adam Christianson , City Manager
SHERIFF - CORONER

"County" "Hughson"

ATTEST:

lBy:

APPROVED AS TO FORM: iAPPROVED AS TO FORM:

By: lBy:
John P. Doering, County Counsel
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 9th day of April, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Gunderson,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED A; !\O.~RM:
. ~..1" "-By. c· ..-

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

SUSAN ' LCALA WOOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-125

RESOLUTION ACCEPTING THE WORK BY GRANITE CONSTRUCTION
FOR THE "NORTHWEST TERMINAL APRON RECONSTRUCTION
PROJECT" AS COMPLETE, AUTHORIZING THE CITY CLERK TO FILE A
NOTICE OF COMPLETION WITH THE STANISLAUS COUNTY RECORDER
UPON RECEIPT OF APPROVED WARRANTY BOND, AND AUTHORIZING
PAYMENT OF AMOUNTS TOTALING $532,562

WHEREAS, a report has been filed by the Director of Utility Planning and Projects

that the Northwest Terminal Apron Reconstruction Project has been completed by Granite

Construction, in accordance with the contract agreement dated September 6, 2011,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that Northwest Terminal Apron Reconstruction Project is hereby accepted as complete

from said contractor, Granite Construction, that the City Clerk is authorized to file a

Notice ofCompletion with the Stanislaus County Recorder upon receipt of approved

Warranty Bond, and that payment of amounts totaling $532,562 is authorized as provided

in the contract.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City ofModesto held on the 9th day ofApril, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Gunderson,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS ~O ~r:

By: ,I v ,

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

SUS ALCALA WOOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-126

RESOLUTION APPROVING AN AGREEMENT WITH JERRY HAAG, URBAN
PLANNER FOR ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES FOR WASTEWATER
MASTER PLAN UPDATE MASTER ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT IN
AN AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED $56,350 FOR THE IDENTIFIED SCOPE OF
SERVICES, PLUS $5,635 FOR ADDITIONAL SERVICES (IF NEEDED), FOR A
MAXIMUM TOTAL AMOUNT OF $61,985, AND AUTHORIZING THE CITY
MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO EXECUTE THE AGREEMENT

WHEREAS, the City's current Wastewater Master Plan (WWMP) and associated

Master Environmental Impact Report (MEIR) (State Clearing House No. 2006052076)

were adopted by the Modesto City Council in March 2007, and

WHEREAS, since then, numerous WWMP-identified projects have been

constructed using the MEIR, and

WHEREAS, this MEIR is the main environmental documentation that provides

the City Council and the general public with detailed information about the effect that a

proposed project may have on the environment, and

WHEREAS, it lists ways the significant effects might be minimized, and also

indicates alternatives to the project, and

WHEREAS, under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), master

plans and their related documents typically have a useful life of five years and the five-

year period elapsed in March 2012, and

WHEREAS, City staff anticipates starting an update of the WWMP in 2013.

However, the WWMP update, and its subsequent MEIR update, is not anticipated to be

completed until 2014, and

WHEREAS, in the meantime, City staff will continue designing and constructing

viable WWMP-identified projects, and
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WHEREAS, there are also new requirements that are not addressed in the 2007

WWMP MEIR, including Green House Gas (GHG) analysis and other recent regulatory

updates, and

WHEREAS, City Planning staff recently created a tiered environmental document

for the Utility Planning and Projects (UP&P) Department, incorporating the current

MEIR and GHG elements of the updated General Plan to cover a few upcoming projects,

and

WHEREAS, however, the tiered document is an interim measure and the City

Planning staff recommends that the MEIR be updated and recertified by City Council,

and

WHEREAS, UP&P has been coordinating with the Community and Economic

Development Department (CEDD) to determine the best option to update the MEIR, and

WHEREAS, due to current staffing constraints and expertise, CEDD recommends

using a consultant from the City of Modesto's shortlist of Environmental Service

Providers (providers), and

WHEREAS, on July 1, 2008, by Resolution No. 2008-385, City Council approved

this shortlist for these providers to prepare Environmental Impact Reports (EIR) and

perform other related environmental services for a period of four years, and

WHEREAS, the shortlist consists of 10 environmental consultants with

experience in preparing environmental documents, including EIRs, and

WHEREAS, although this shortlist expired on July 1, 2012, in the interest of time,

and due to the number of current WWMP-related CIPs in design and projected for
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construction, staff is recommending that the City hire Jerry Haag, Urban Planner of

Berkeley, CA to perform the MElR update, and

WHEREAS, Mr. Haag is on the approved shortlist and is very familiar with the

current WWMP MEIR, having provided previous successful work products for the

department, and

WHEREAS, Mr. Haag has compiled a strong team, including Illingworth &

Rodkin (Air Quality & GHG Analysis) and WRA (Biological Resources), to perfonn the

MElR update, and

WHEREAS, the team has the required experience and can provide the necessary

technical assistance to help the City streamline the MElR update, and

WHEREAS, staff recommends an agreement with Jerry Haag, Urban Planner, as

the City does not have the staffing level or subject matter expertise to perfonn

environmental services for the Wastewater Master Plan Update Master Environmental

Impact Report recertification, and current workload levels do not provide for timely in­

house solutions/responses,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves an Agreement with Jerry Haag, Urban Planner for Environmental

Services for Wastewater Master Plan Update Master Environmental Impact Report for an

amount not to exceed $56,350 for the identified scope of services, plus $5,635 for

additional services (if needed), for a maximum total amount of$61,985.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute the Agreement.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 9th day of April, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Gunderson,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

:~PROVED AS T~:r:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

SUS ~ CALA WOOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-127

RESOLUTION DECLARING THE CITY-OWNED PROPERTY LOCATED AT
SOUTH 7TH STREET & PECOS AVENUE (APN: 038-039-029) AS SURPLUS
PROPERTY, AND AUTHORIZING THE CITY'S PROPERTY AGENT TO
PROCEED WITH THE SALE OF THIS PROPERTY; AND AUTHORIZING THE
CITY MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO EXECUTE ALL NECESSARY SALE
DOCUMENTS

WHEREAS. the City of Modesto owns a property at South 7th Street and Pecos

Avenue (APN 038-03-029), and

WHEREAS, tlris remnant parcel from the 9th Street Track Realignment Project is

no longer used by the City and there are no other uses for this property by the City, and

WHEREAS, this industrial property has no residential, park and recreation, or

open-space uses, and therefore qualifies for status as surplus, and

WHEREAS, staff recommends the site be sold as surplus property, and

WHEREAS, staff recommends the City's property agent proceed with the sale of

this property,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby declares the City-owned property (APN 038-039-029), located at South 7th

Street and Pecos Avenue, as surplus property.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Council hereby authorizes the City's

property agent to proceed with the sale of this property.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Council hereby authorizes the City

Manager, or his designee, to execute all necessary sale documents.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City ofModesto held on the 9th day of April, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Gunderson,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

04/09/2013/UP&P/JYuriarlItem 13
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Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-U8

A RESOLUTION APPROVING AN AMENDMENT TO AGREEMENT WITH
KRAZAN & ASSOCIATES FOR CONSTRUCTION MATERIALS TESTING
SERVICES FOR VARIOUS CITY OF MODESTO PROJECTS FOR FISCAL
YEAR 20U/2013 IN AN AMOUNT NOTTOEXCEED $86,800; AND
AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO EXECUTE
THE AMENDMENT TO AGREEMENT

WHEREAS, City staff finds it necessary to utilize the services of a materials

testing firm during the course of administering the construction on public improvement

projects, and

WHEREAS, the testing services are required to help achieve compliance with the

specification requirements of the various projects, and

WHEREAS, staff does not have the required equipment or certifications to

perform all the required testing services, and

WHEREAS, staff issued a Request for Bids through the City's competitive

bidding process, and bids were opened on April 20, 2010, for Construction Materials

Testing Services, and the firm of KraL:an & Associates, Inc. was the lowest responsible

bidder, and

WHEREAS, on June 22, 2010, by Resolution No. 2010-258, the City Council

approved an Agreement with Krazan & Associates, Inc. to perform Construction

Materials Testing Services on various City of Modesto projects for Fiscal Year

2010/2011, with two (2) one-year extension options, and

WHEREAS, on May 11, 2011, the first of two approved contract extensions was

executed for Fiscal Year 201112012 in an amount not to exceed $68,640, and
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WHEREAS, on April 13, 2012, the second and final of two approved contract

extensions was executed for Fiscal Year 2012/2013 in an amount not to exceed $68,800,

and

WHEREAS, on March 18, 2013, City Staff submitted a budget augmentation for

additional funding in the amount of $18,000, to a not to exceed total of $86,800 for the

Fiscal Year 2012/2013 contract extension period,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves an Amendment to Agreement for Construction Materials Testing

Services between the City of Modesto and Krazan & Associates, Inc., for various City of

Modesto projects for Fiscal Year 2012/2013, in an amount not to exceed $86,800.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute the Amendment to Agreement.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting ofthe Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 9th day of April, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Gunderson,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)
APPROVED AS TO FORM:
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Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-129

A RESOLUTION APPROVING ALL LAND AREA WITmN THE CURRENT
CITY LIMITS, INCLUDING THE TIVOLI SPECIFIC PLAN AND KIERNAN
BUSINESS PARK SPECIFIC PLAN SHALL BE EXEMPT FROM ANY
AGRICULTURAL MITIGATION REQUIREMENTS

WHEREAS, the Tivoli Specific Plan was approved by City Council on February

26,2008, by Ordinancc No. 3479-C.S. and

WHEREAS, the Tivoli Specific Plan Environmental Impact Report (SCH No.

2005072125) was certified by the City Council on February 26,2008, and

WHEREAS, the Final EIR for the Tivoli Specific Plan provided for Mitigation

Measure B.I which states: "Prior to any actual development in the Tivoli Specific Plan

area, the City Council will consider creation ofa farmland mitigation program to

determine whether such a program could feasibly provide partial mitigation of the loss of

Prime Farmland", and

WHEREAS, amendment NO.4 to the Kiernan Business Park Specific Plan was

approved by City Council on September 1,2009 by Resolution No. 2009-420, and

WHEREAS, the Environmental Impact Report for the Kiernan Business Park

Specific Plan Amendment (SCH 2007062071) was certified by the City Council on

September 1, 2009, and

WHEREAS, the Final EIR for the Kiernan Business Specific Plan Amendment

provided for Mitigation Measure B.l which states: "Prior to any actual development in

the Kiernan Business Park Specific Plan area, the City Council would consider creation

ofa farmland mitigation program to determine whether such a program could feasibly

provide partial mitigation of the loss of Prime Farmland, and
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WHEREAS, on March 26,2013, the City Council considered preparing an

agriculture preservation policy, and

WHEREAS, the action by the Modesto City Council to consider preparing an

agricultural preservation policy is not a project pursuant to Section 15378 of the

California Environmental Quality Act, and

WHEREAS, the Modesto City Council finds that agricultural preservation

policies should not apply to land area within the current City limits (including Tivoli and

Kiernan Business Park).

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves that all land area within the current City limits (including Tivoli

and Kiernan Business Park) shall be exempt from any agricultural mitigation

requirements.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at the regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 9th day of April, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Cogdill, was

upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)
APPROVED AS TO FORM:

By:
SUS.tU·.nt~
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Muratore

Mayor Marsh

None

ATTEST: LOPEZ'CitY~
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-130

A RESOLUTION DIRECTING STAFF TO MAKE FUTURE PROJECT
APPLICANTS AWARE OF STANISLAUS LAFCO'S AGRICULTURAL
PRESERVATION POLICY AND APPLICABLE REQUIREMENTS THEREIN

WHEREAS, on September 26,2012, the Stanislaus Local Agency Formation

Commission (LAFCO) adopted an agricultural preservation policy ("policy"), and

WHEREAS, Stanislaus LAFCO encourages local agencies to identify the loss of

agricultural land as early in their processes as possible, and to work with applicants to

initiate and execute plans to minimize that loss, as soon as feasible, and

WHEREAS, the Modesto City Council finds that future project applicants should

be informed ofStanislaus LAFCO's Agricultural Preservation Policy.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby directs stafflo inform future project applicants of Stanislaus LAFCO's

Agricultural Preservation Policy and the application requirements therein.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at the regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 9th day ofApril, 2013, by Conncilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Cogdill, was

upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:
f

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore

Mayor Marsh

None

By: =~-::cW,-ti:-'!I+t~,!-p,:,-n-'-.i-::-:-::-::=:--::::c:--c:--­
SUSAN
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-131

A RESOLUTION RESCINDING RESOLUTION 2012-135
FEES FOR THE PROVISION OF SEWER SERVICE FOR~I(''-f''''

THROUGH 2018

WHEREAS, Section 11-6.09 of the Modesto Municipal Code authorizes the

Council to establish sewer service charges from time to time by resolution, and

WHEREAS, the Council has previously established sewer service charges, and

WHEREAS, Proposition 218 was passed in November of1996 and became

effective with respect to sewer rates on July 1, 1997, and

WHEREAS, on July 24,2007, the Council held a public hearing pursuant to

Proposition 218 with respect to adjustment of sewer rates, and

WHEREAS, notices ofa sewer rate adjustment and public hearing were mailed on

June 8, 2007 to sewer customers, and

WHEREAS, insufficient protests were made to defeat imposition of the sewer rate

adjustments resulting in increases in some cases, and

WHEREAS, City Council adopted Resolution 2007-463 which established

maximum wastewater rates beginning August 1,2007, and updated each July 1st through

the year 2011, and

WHEREAS, the Final Master Environmental Impact Report for the WWMP was

completed (State Clearing House No. 2006052076) and adopted by the City Council on

March 13,2007 by Resolution No. 2007-178, and

WHEREAS, City Council rescinded all previous sewer fee resolutions on May 25,

2010 by Resolution No. 2010-222 and adopted a new five-year rate plan for Fiscal Years
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2011-2015, and

WHEREAS, on April3, 2012, the City Council, by Resolution No. 2012-135,

rescinded all previous sewer fee resolution and adopted a new five-year rate plan for

Fiscal Years 2013 -2017

WHEREAS, the report titled, "2013 Evaluation of Wastewater Rates," analysis

shows that the projected costs and revenues are tracking reasonably close to what was

projected in the 2012 report, and

WHEREAS, this report also shows that it would he possible to implement alternative

rate plans primarily due to the following factors:

• Relatively stable customer characteristics and discharges
• Operating costs - reduced inflation assumptions for FY 2014 and FY 2015
• Capital program - assumed same extended program
• Debt financing - State Revolving Fund (SRF) financing has received final

approval

, and

WHEREAS, Staffhas reviewed the Capital Improvement Program (CIP) and

operations budgets of the Wastewater Enterprise Fund for both the current and upcoming

fiscal years with the goal of minimizing any rate increase proposals for FY 2014 and

beyond,and

WHEREAS, in order to maintain an adequate debt coverage ratio and operating

reserves, a series of rate increases will be required, and

WHEREAS, these series of rate increases do not exceed the maximum wastewater

rates allowed by City Council Resolution 2007-463, and

WHEREAS, on February 25,2013, the Finance Committee recommended that

City Council adopt a series of wastewater rate increases, shown as Scenario 2 in the
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"2013 Evaluation of Wastewater Rates" report,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

as follows:

SECTION 1. DEFINITIONS. Unless the context requires a different meaning,

for the purposes of this resolution the definitions set forth in Section 5-6.103 of Chapter 6

of Title 5 of the Modesto Municipal Code entitled "DEFINITIONS" shall apply.

1. Director: The City officer(s) or designee(s) in charge of utilities.

2. Monthly account charge: A monthly fee charged to every sewer account to

pay the actual fixed sewer system costs not allocable to sewer flow and

strength components.

3. Person. Any individual, partnership, corporation or other legal entity

whatsoever applying for or receiving City sewer service.

SECTION 2. SEWER SERVICE CHARGES FOR RESIDENTIAL SERVICE.

Eaeh person receiving residential sewer service shall pay a sewer service charge to the

City in accordance with the following rates:

(a) The maximum monthly sewer service charges for dwelling units, mobile
homes and mobile home spaces in mobile home parks shall be as follows:

Year I Year 2 Year 3 Year 4 Year 5
Maximum Residential Rates I-Jul-13 J-Jul-14 I-Jul-15 I-Jul-16 I-Jul-17
Monthly Account Charge ($/Account) $4.15 $4.38 $4.58 $4.58 $4.58
plus Dwelling Unit Charge ($/Dwellinll Unit)
Single Family Residential, Mobile Home on a lot $26.25 $27.85 $29.25 $29.25 $29.25
Multiple Family (2-4 Dwelling Units), one

additional Dwelling Unit or Mobile Home on a lot $22.53 $23.91 $25.11 $25.11 $25.11
Apartments (5 or more Dwelling Units),

Mobile Home Space in a Mobile Home Park $17.10 $18.14 $19.05 $19.05 $19.05
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SECTION 3. SEWER SERVICE CHARGES FOR COMMERCIAL SERVICE.

Each person receiving commercial sewer service shall pay a maximum sewer service

charge to the City in accordance with the following rates:

(a) Commercial users shall be grouped according to Biochemical Oxygen
Demand (hereinafter referred to as BOD) and Total Suspended Solids
(hereinafter referred to as TSS) strength characteristics and shall pay sewer
service charges based on the quantity of water used, and the waste strength
characteristics measured in milligrams per liter (hereinafter referred to as
mg/l). The Director shall determine the waste strength characteristics of
commercial users and assign them to one of the following commercial
users groups:

Year 1 Year 2 Year 3 Year 4 Year 5

Maximum Commercial Rates I-Jul-13 I-Jul-14 I-Jul-I5 I-Jul-16 I-Jul-17

Monthly Account Charge ($/Account) $4.15 $4.38 $4.58 $4.58 $4.58
plus QuantilJ!. Charge ($/100 cubic feel)
Group I-BOD + TSS is 400 mg/I or less $2.23 $2.37 $2.49 $2.49 $2.49

Group 2-BOD + TSS is 401 mg/I to 900 mg/I $2.74 $2.91 $3.06 $3.06 $3.06

Group 3-BOD + TSS is 901 mg/I to 1,400 mg!] $3.26 $3.46 $3.63 $3.63 $3.63

Group 4-BOD + TSS is 1,401 mg/I or more $3.87 $4.11 $4.32 $4.32 $4.32

(b) Commercial users shall have all water used on the premises metered in
order to determine the users' sewer service charges.

(1) Commercial users on a public water system other than the City's
shall obtain a metered water service from the water purveyor and
shall pay the sewer service charge which would be made were such
water from the City's water system.

(2) Commercial users receiving any water from a private source shall
allow the City to furnish, install and maintain a water meter with
the user paying for the cost of the meter and installation. The user
shall pay the sewer service charge which would be made were such
water from the City'S water system. Authorization shall be granted
to City from user to install, read and maintain said meter by user
executing an agreement on a form furnished by the Director.

(c) In the case of existing meters which are under the ownership of users, the
City will assume responsibility for maintenance of such meters upon:

(1) Receipt of transfer oftitle from the owner in a form satisfactory to
the Director, and
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(2) Authorization being granted to City for reading and maintaining
the meter as set forth in paragraph (b) above.

(d) Churches, assembly halls and similar facilities shall be considered Group
L

(e) Schools Districts will have their wastewater flow computed by either of
the following methods at their discretion:
(1) School Districts may elect to be billed on water consumption as a

Group 1 Commercial discharger.
a. A one-time inspection by the City's Water Division staff to

confirm there is no indoor water use on the outdoor use
meter will be done at no charge to the District.

b. An annual audit and site inspection will be conducted by
the City and paid for by the District.
I. Inspection fee will be based on time and materials.

(2) School Districts that have not scparated all of their outdoor water
systems may elect to continue to be billed based on estimates of the
average volume per pupil/staff times the average daily attendance
(ADA) ofpupils plus staff.
a. School District will be required to enter into an agreement

with the City consenting to be billed on an ADA basis.
b. The Director is authorized to enter into these agreements

with the School Districts on behalfof the City.
c. Should the School District fail or refuse to enter into the

above noted agreement, District will be billed based on
water consumption until an agreement is executed.

(3) For School Districts planning to separate their outdoor water
systems in the future, the City will provide the option to be billed
on water consumption on an annual basis.

SECTION 4. SEWER SERVICE CHARGES FOR INDUSTRIAL SERVICE.

Each person receiving industrial sewer service shall pay a maximum sewer service charge

to the City in accordance with the following rates:

(a) The monthly sewer service charges for industrial users shall be at the
following rate ofper million gallons of total flow.
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--
Year 1 Year 2 Year 3 Year 4 Yea,~

Maximum Industrial (Major and
Minor) Rates I-Jul-13 I-Jul-14 I-Jul-IS 1-1ul-16 I-Jul-17
Monthly Account Charge ($IAccount) $4-15 $438 $4_58 $4.58 $4_58

plus Quantity Charges (these three
~.9nents are additive)

Flow Charge ($/Million gallons) $2,424 $2,572 $2,701 $2,701 $2,701

BOD Charge ($/1,000 Ibs) $120 $127 $133 $133 $133
TSS Charge ($11,000 Ibs) $210 $223 $234 $234 $234

(I) If the Industry has an effluent meter for industrial flow
measurement and a sanitary sewage meter, the total flow shall be
the sum of the metered flows_

Sanitary Sewage Flow: If Industry has an unmetered connection
for disposal of sanitary sewage, the estimated volume may be
established by the DirectoL The estimated volume shall be based
on the number and type of plumbing fixture units contributing to
the system along with any other flow information available which
indicates the total volume of sanitary sewage_

(2) In the absence of an effluent meter, an influent meter shall be used,
and total flow shall be based upon the influent meter reading.

(3) The BOD and TSS charges for industrial and sanitary discharges
shall be based on the measured or estimated BOD and TSS for
each type of flow.

SECTION 5. FLOW ESTIMATES. The Director will estimate flow where

he/she determines metered flow measurements are unreliable.

SECTION 6. SEWER SERVICE CHARGES FOR DUMPING OF SEPTIC
WASTE AT THE SEWAGE TREATMENT PLANT

Year 1 Year 2 Year 3 Year 4 Year 5
Charge I-Jul-13 I-Jul-14 I-Jul-15 I-Jul-16 1-1ul-17

Flow charge per 1,000 gallons $63 $67 $70 $70 $70

SECTION 7. INFLATOR INDEX AND REASSESSMENT OF COST OF

SERVICE The cost of service set forth above shall be re-examined not less than every

four years by professionals competent in the field. Such professionals shall provide a

report to the City updating both the fixed and volume based costs as appropriate and as
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recommended to the Council by the Director and Director of Finance. Beginning on July

1,2018 and annually thereafter, the Director of Finance with the concurrence of the

Director, shall have the authority to adjust the above rates by an amount not to exceed the

not-seasonally-adjusted annual percentage increase in the April Consumer Price Index

(cpr) for Urban Wage Earners and Clerical Workers for the San Francisco CMSA that is

currently prepared by the Department of Finance.

SECTION 8. SULFIDE CORROSION CHARGES. Any wastewater discharge

which exceeds 0.5 parts per million of sulfides shall pay a sulfide corrosion charge, an

impact fee, determined on a case-by-case basis as follows:

(a) The projected accelerated corrosion ofcollection system pipes and pump
stations will be calculated based on the EPA Pomeroy Model for Sulfide
Corrosion (EPA Design Manual, EPAl6251l-85-018, Section 2.5.2.1 -
Corrosion Predictive Model).

(b) The sulfide corrosion charge will then be calculated based on the actual
pipes and pump stations, up to the Water Quality Control Plant
Headworks, impacted by the discharge, and on the current estimates of
replacement costs and the time value of money.

(c) Discharges of sulfide above 0.5 ppm shall also not have a pH lower than 7.

(d) The discharger may request that the sulfide charge be recalculated each
year, if the amount of sulfide discharged is documented as having changed
significantly from the previous year. The discharger may elect to receive
the billing for this service charge on an annual or monthly basis. No
prepayment discount will apply.

(e) This service charge is an impact fee based on sulfide crown corrosion of
collection system pipes and pumping facilities. It is not intended to
compensate the City for increased corrosion or odor generation in the
Water Quality Control Plant. It is not intended to liquidate the
responsibility of a party whose wastewater discharge escapes from the
collection system causing soil or groundwater contamination. Discharge
ofconcentrated sulfides under the provisions of this section constitutes
acceptance of these terms.
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SECTION 9. SEWAGE TREATMENT FOR OUTSIDE PUBLIC AGENCIES.

Pursuant to agreements approved from time to time by the City Council and the City

Attorney (as to form), other public agencies will own and operate, and the City of

Modesto will aecept and treat sewage collected from, sewer systems external to the City

and City's Sewer District No.1.

SECTION 10. EFFECTIVE DATE. This resolution shall go into effect and be in

full force and operation on and after July 1,2013.

SECTION II. RESCINDING PRIOR RESOLUTIONS. All previous sewer fees

resolutions are hereby rescinded effective July 1,2013.

SECTION 12. ANNUAL REVIEW OF ADOPTED RATE INCREASES. The

City Council, shall conduct a review of each adopted sewer rate increase prior to its

implementation. Said review shall be completed by the City Council at least sixty days in

advance ofthe new sewer rate becoming effective. The rates shown in this resolution

shall be implemented on the dates shown unless City Council takes action otherwise.

04/0912013/UP&PIRUlmiftem 17 8 201J·13I



The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of the

City of Modesto held on the 9th day of April, 2013, by Councilmember Burnside, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Cogdill, was

upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

/:~\ j'
By: SUSAif~~ WOOD, City Attorney

1/
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-132

RESOLUTION FINDING THAT THE FOLLOWING SUBSEQUENT PROJECT
IS WITHIN THE SCOPE OF THE PROJECT COVERED BY THE MODESTO
URBAN AREA GENERAL PLAN MASTER ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
REPORT (SCH NO. 2007072023): ADVISORY BALLOT MEASURE TO
ALLOW THE ANNEXATION OF THE AIRPORT NEIGHBORHOOD TO
SEWER DISTRICT NO.1 AND EXTENSION OF SEWER SERVICE

WHEREAS, on October 14, 2008, the City Council of the City of Modesto

certified the Final Master Environmental Impact Report ("Master EIR") (SCH No.

2007072023) for the Modesto Urban Area General Plan, and

WHEREAS, pursuant to Section 21157.1 of the Public Resources Code, the City

of Modesto's Community & Economic Development Department prepared an

Environmental Assessment Initial Study EAlC&ED 2012-16 ("Initial Study") which

analyzed whether the subsequent project may cause any significant effect on the

environment that was not examined in the Master EIR and whether the subsequent

project was described in the Master EIR as being within the scope of the report, and

WHEREAS, in accordance with CEQA guidelines beginning on March 29,2013,

the City caused to be published a notice of the City's intent to make a finding that the

subsequent project conforms with the Master EIR, and

WHEREAS, said matter was considered by the City Council at a duly noticed

public hearing which was held on April 9, 2013, at 5:30 p.m., in the Tenth Street Place

Chambers located at 1010 Tenth Street, Modesto, California,

NOW, TIlEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that the Council has reviewed and considered the Initial Study prepared for the proposed

advisory ballot measure to allow the annexation ofthe Airport Neighborhood to Sewer
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District No.1 and extension of sewer service, a copy of which is attached hereto as

Exhibit "A", and incorporated herein by reference, and based on substantial evidencc in

the Initial Study makes the following findings:

1. An Initial Study was prepared by the City of Modesto that analyzed
whether the subsequent project may cause any significant effect on the
environment that was not examined in the Master ElR and whether the
subsequent project was described in the Master EIR as being within the
scope of the report.

2. The subsequent project will have no additional significant etJect on the
environment, as defined in subdivision (d) of Section 21158 ofthe Public
Resources Code that was not identified in the Master ElR.

3. No new or additional mitigation measures or alternatives are required.

4. The subsequent project is within the scope of the project covered by the
Master ElR.

5. All applicable policies, regulations, and mitigation measures identified in
the Master EIR have been applied to the subsequent project or otherwise
made conditions ofapproval of the subsequent project.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto that the

Community & Economic Development Director is hereby authorized and directed to file

a notice of approval or determination within five (5) business days with the Stanislaus

County Clerk pursuant to Section 21152 ofthe Public Resources Code.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 9th day of April, 2013, by Councilmember Gunderson,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Muratore, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES:

NOES:

ABSENT:

(SEAL)

Councilmembers:

Councilmembers:

Councilmembers:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

APPROVED AS TO FORM:
i

By: --:::::-:::-~'fIT':-:0:-:~~:",+!-:'=:::c;:-::--::c:---:---

v'
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City of Modesto
Master EIR Initial Study Environmental Checklist

I. PURPOSE

CEQA allows for limited environmental review of subsequent projects under the City's Master
Environmental Impact Report C'Master EIR" or "MEIR"). This Initial Study Environmental Checklist
C'Initial Study") is used in determining whether Airport Neighborhood "Measure M" ballot measure is
"within the scope" of the project analyzed in the Modesto Urban Area General Plan Master EIR (SCH#
2007072023) (Public Resources Code section 21157.1). When the Initial Study supports this
conclusion, the City will issue a finding of conformance.

A subsequent project is "within the scope" of the Master EIR when:

1. it will have no additional Significant effects on the environment that were not addressed as
significant effects in the Master EIR; and

2. no new or additional mitigation measures or alternatives are required.

"Additional significant effects" means a project-specific effect that was not addressed as a significant
effect in the Master EIR. [Public Resources Code Section 21158(d)]

The determination must be based on substantial evidence in the record. "Substantial evidence"
means facts, reasonable assumptions predicated upon facts, or expert opinion based on facts. It
does not include speculation or unsubstantiated opinion. (CEQA Guidelines Section 15384)

This environmental review utilizes the Modesto Urban Area General Plan MEIR (SCH #2007072023),
certified in October 2008, and the Wastewater Master Plan MEIR (SCH #2006052076), certified in
March 2007.

II. PROJECT DESCRIPTION

A. Title: Airport Neighborhood "Measure M" Ballot Measure (ANX-12-001)

B. Address or Location: The Airport Neighborhood is the unincorporated area generally bounded
by Yosemite Boulevard on the north, Conejo Avenue on the east, Oregon Drive on the south,
and Santa Rita Avenue on the west. The project area boundary map is attached.

C. Applicant: City of Modesto, 1010 10th Street, Modesto, CA 95354

D. City Contact Person:

Project Manager:
Department:
Phone Number:
E-mail address:

Patrick Kelly
Community & Economic Development
209.577.5267
pke"y@modestogov.com

E. Current General Plan Designation(s): R, Residential (City of Modesto General Plan)

City of Modesto
General Plan Master EIR 1

Initial Study EA No. 2012-16
February 19, 2013



F. Current Zoning Classification(s): County zoning for the area is mostly R-1, R-2, and R-3. A
small portion of the area is zoned for commercial and industrial uses.

G. Surrounding Land Uses:
North:
South:
East:
West:

Mostly commercial and industrial uses
Residential and industrial uses
Industrial uses and the Airport
Industrial uses

H. Project Description, including the project type listed in Section 11.C (Anticipated Future
Projects) of the Master EIR:

This ballot measure would allow the extension of sewer service (annexation to Sewer District
1) to the subject area, which includes approximately 500 parcels within approximately 165
acres in the City of Modesto's Sphere of Influence. The project site is generally designated for
residential uses by the County of Stanislaus' zoning. Annexation to the City of Modesto is not
contemplated at this time. The proposed ballot measure, which is advisory only, would ask
Modesto citizens whether sewer service should be provided to this area.

1. Other Public Agencies Whose Approval is Required: None

III. FINDINGS/DETERMINATION (SElECT ONE ON THE BASIS Of THE ANALYSIS
IN SECTION IV)

1. -X.... Within the Scope - The project is within the scope of the Master EIR and no new
environmental document or Public Resources Code Section 21081 findings are required. All of
the following statements are found to be true:

A. The subsequent project will have no additional significant effect on the environment,
as defined in subdivision (d) of Section 21158 of the Public Resources Code, which was
not identified in the Master EIR.

B. No new or additional mitigation measures or alternatives are required.

C. The subsequent project is within the scope of the project covered by the Master EIR.

D. Ali applicable poliCies, regulations, and mitigation measures identified in the Master EIR
have been applied to the subsequent project or otherwise made conditions of approval
of the subsequent project.

2. __ Mitigated Negative Declaration Required - On the basis of the above determinations,
the project is not within the scope of the Master EIR. A mitigated negative declaration will be
prepared for the project. The following statements are all found to be true:

A. The subsequent project is within the scope of the project covered by the Master EIR.

B. All applicable poliCies, regulations, and mitigation measures identified in the Master EIR
have been applied to the subsequent project or otherwise made conditions of approval
of the subsequent project.

City of Modesto
General Plan Master EIR 2
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C. The project will have one or more potential new significant effects on the environment
that were not addressed as significant effects in the Master EIR. New or additional
mitigation measures are being required of the project that will reduce the effects to a
less-than-significant level.

3.__ Focused EIR Required- On the basis of the above determinations, the project is not within
the scope of the Master EIR. A Focused EIR will be prepared for the project. All of the
folloWing statements are found to be true:

A. The subsequent project is within the scope of the project covered by the Master ErR.

B. All applicable policies, regulations, and mitigation measures identified in the Master EIR
have been applied to the subsequent project or otherwise made conditions of approval
of the subsequent project.

C. The project will have one or more new Significant effects on the environment that were
not addressed as significant effects in the Master EIR. New or additional mitigation
measures or alternatives are required as a result.

Project Manager

City of Modesto
General Plan Master EIR
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4. Within the Scope Analysis of this Document:

The Master EIR allows projects to be found within the scope of the MEIR if certain criteria are met. If
the following statements are found to be true for all 21 impact categories included in this Initial
Study, then the proposed project is addressed by the MEIR analysis and is within the scope of the
MEIR. Any "No" response must be discussed.

YES NO

(1) The lead agency for subsequent projects shall be the City of Modesto or a responsible
X 0agency identified in the Master EIR.

(2) City policies which reduce, avoid, or mitigate environmental effects will continue to be in
effect and, therefore, would be applied to subsequent projects where appropriate. The
poliCies are described in the list of policies in place and mitigation measures attached to X 0
the Initial Study template. Project impacts would be mitigated to a less-than-significant
level using MEIR mitigations only.

(3) Federal, State, regional, and Stanislaus County regulations do not change in a manner
that is less restrictive on development than current law (i.e., would not offer the same X 0
level of protection assumed under the Master EIR).

(4) No specific information concerning the known or potential presence of significant
resources is identified in future reports, or through formal or informal input received from X 0
responsible or trustee agencies or other qualified sources.

(5) The development will occur within the boundaries of the City's planning area as
X 0established in the Modesto Urban Area General Plan.

(6) Development within the project will comply with all appropriate mitigation measures
X 0contained and enumerated in the Modesto Urban Area General Plan Master EIR.

Discussion:

(1) The City of Modesto would be the lead agency for subsequent discretionary actions.

(2) No Significant impacts other than those related to construction are anticipated to result from
extension of sewer service (annexation to Sewer District #1) to the project area.

(3) No change to federal, state, or local regulations are expected to occur.

(4) The Airport neighborhood is a developed area and, therefore, no additional impacts related to
natural resources are expected to occur.

(5) The project site, Airport neighborhood, lies wholly within the City of Modesto's Sphere of
Influence and General Plan boundary.

(6) All relevant mitigation measures contained and enumerated in the Modesto Urban Area
General Plan Master ErR will be applied to the project.

City of Modesto
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5. Currency of the Master EIR Document

The MEIR should be reviewed on a regular basis to determine its currency, and whether additional
analysis/mitigation should be incorporated into the MErR via a Supplemental or Subsequent ErR
(CEQA Section 21157.6). Staff has reviewed Sections 1 through 21 of this document in light of the
criteria listed below to determine whether the MEIR is current. The analysis contained within the
Master ErR is current as long as the following circumstances have not changed. Any "no" response
must be explained.

YES NO

(1) Certification of the General Plan Master EIR occurred less than five years prior to the
X 0filing of the application for this subsequent project.

(2) This project is described in the Master EIR and its approval will not affect the adequacy
of the Master ErR for any subsequent project because the City can make the following X 0
findings:

(a) No substantial changes have occurred with respect to the circumstances under which
X 0the Master ErR was certified.

(b) No new information, which was not known and could not have been known at the time
X 0the Master EIR was certified as complete, has become available.

(c) Polides remain in effect which require Site-specific mitigation, and avoidance or other
X 0mitigation of impacts as a prerequisite to future development.

Discussion:

(1) The Urban Area General Plan Master ErR was last certified in October 2008, which was less
than five years ago.

(2) (a) Due in part to recent economic conditions, there has been little change to the
environmental circumstances under which the Urban Area General Plan Master ErR was
certified.

(b) No new information has become available that affects the accuracy of the Master ErR
upon which this analysis relies.

(c) Policies developed in the Urban Area General Plan remain in effect and will be applied
to this project, as appropriate.

City of Modesto Initial Study EA No. 2012-16
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IV. ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS

This Initial Study, in accordance with Section 21157.1(b) of the Public Resources Code, discloses
whether the proposed project may cause any project-specific significant effect on the environment
that was not examined in the Final Master EIR (MEIR) for the General Plan and whether new or
additional mitigation measures or alternatives may be required as a result. The Initial Study thereby
documents whether or not the project is "within the scope" of the Master EIR.

Pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21157.1, no new environmental document or findings are
necessary for projects that are determined to be within the scope of the MEIR. Adoption of the
findings specified in Section III.l, above after completion of the Initial Study fulfills the City's
obligation in that situation.

All environmental effects cited reflect 2025 conditions resulting from the Urban Area General Plan, as
identified in the Master EIR. The environmental impact analysiS in the Master EIR for the Urban Area
General Plan is organized in twenty-one subject areas. The following analysis is based on the impact
analyses contained in Chapter V of the Master EIR. For ease of reference, the sections are numbered
in the same order as the analyses in Chapter V.

City of Modesto
General Plan Master EIR 6

Initial Study EA No. 2012-16
February 19. 2013



1. TRAFFIC AND CIRCULATION

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Master EIR discloses the following residual significant and unavoidable traffic and circulation
impacts expected after application of mitigations/policies:

Direct Impacts

Effect: Increased automobile traffic will result in roadway segments (see MEIR on Table 1-7, pages
V-1-32 to V-1-34) operating at LOS D, Modesto's significance threshold for automobile traffic, or
lower (LOS E or F).

Effect: The substantial increase in traffic relative to the existing load and capacity of the street
system will cause, either individually or cumulatively, the violation of automobile service standards
established by StanCOG's Congestion Management Plan for deSignated roads and highways.

Effect: A substantial increase in automobile vehicle miles traveled and automobile vehicle hours of
travel and a decrease in average automobile vehicle speed (see MEIR Table 1-6, page V-1-31).

Cumulative Impacts

Effect: Potential for growth inducement or acceleration of development resulting from highway and
local road projects.

Effect: Substantial increase in traffic in relation to the existing traffic load and capacity of the street
system, including a Violation, either individually or cumulatively, of an automobile LOS standard
established by the Congestion Management Plan for deSignated roads and highways.

Effect: Increased demand for capacity-enhancing alterations to existing roads or automobile traffic
reduction.

Other impact categories affected by Traffic and Circulation are addressed throughout this Initial Study
(see also Section 2, Degradation of Air Quality; Section 3, Generation of Noise; Section 7 Loss of
Sensitive Wildlife and Plant Habitat; Section 8, Disturbance of Archaeological/Historic Sites; Section 14
Increased Demand for Fire Services; Section 18, Energy; Section 19, Visual Resources; Section 20,
Land Use and Planning, and Section 21, Climate Change).

b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

Traffic and Circulation mitigation measures pertinent to this project are found on MEIR pages V-1-9
through V-1-28. All mitigation measures appropriate to the project, including any new measures, will
be incorporated into or made conditions of approval of this project and are listed in Section V,
Mitigation Measures Applied to Project.

Discussion:

No new or additional mitigation measures or alternatives are required to reduce project impacts to a
less-than-significant level.

City of Modesto
General Plan Master EIR 7

Initial Study EA No. 2012-16
February 19, 2013



c. Project-Specific Effects

Section V-loB of the Master EIR provides analysis of Traffic and Circulation impacts of development of
the General Plan; the following is an analysis of whether the proposed project would result in a new,
significant, project-specific effect not disclosed in the Master EIR.

Significance Criteria: A subsequent development project will have a new significant effect on the
environment if it would exceed the following criteria:

Potentially
Significant

Impact

1. TRAFfIC AND CIRCULATION

1) The proposed project exceeds traffic generation
assumptions in the Master EIR for the site by 100
trips Or more and City Engineering and

DTransportation staff has determined that the project
would have additional potentially significant project-
specific effects that are not avoided or reduced by
the Master EIR's mitigation measures.

2) Exceed, either individually or cumulatively, a
level of service standard established by the county D
congestion management agency for designated
roads or highways?

3) The proposed project would cause additional
roadway segments in the General Plan area to
exceed LOS D and/or cause additional violations of
standards in the Congestion Management Plan, D
and/or cause an increase in automobile vehicle
miles or vehicle hours of travel or a decrease in
automobile travel speed, as compared to the
impacts disclosed in the Master EIR.

4) The proposed project would cause emergency
response times to exceed acceptable standards

Destablished by the Rre Department, as compared to
impacts disclosed in the Master EIR (see Section 14,
Increased Demand for Fire Services).

5) The proposed project would result in less parking
Dthan required by the MuniCipal Code or as

determined by staff.

6) The proposed project would conflict with adopted
policies, plans, or programs that support alternative

Dtransportation, including, but not limited to the
Regional Transportation Plan, the Sustainable
Communities Strategy, the Bicycle Action Plan, etc.

7) The proposed project would result in an increase
Din automobile vehicle miles traveled on a per capita

basis, in excess of that described in the Master ErR.
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Significant
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D D X

D D X

D D X
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Discussion:

(1-7) The proposed ballot measure could result in the extension of sewer service (annexation to
Sewer District #1) outside the Modesto city limits. Additional development could occur as a
result, and such development would be consistent with existing regulations.

2. DEGRADATION OF AIR QUALITY

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Master EIR discloses the following residual Significant and unavoidable air quality impacts
expected after application of mitigations/policies:

Direct Impacts

Effect: Expected automobile traffic will result in increased operational emissions of reactive organic
gases (ROG) and oxides of nitrogen (NOx) (see MEIR Table 2-8, page V-2-27).

Effect: Expected automobile traffic will result in increased emissions of particulate matter 10 microns
or less (PMlO) and 2.5 microns or less in diameter (PM2.s) (see MEIR Table 2-8, page V-2-27).

Effect: Expected automobile traffic will result in increased carbon monoxide (CO) levels in the project
area (see MEIR Table 2-7, page V-2-26, and Table 2-8, page V-2-27).

Cumulative Impacts

The Master EIR indicates the same impacts identified as direct impacts above will contribute to
regional impacts on air quality for the criteria pollutants ROG, NO", PM lO, and PM2 .5'

b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

Air quality mitigation measure(s) pertinent to the proposed project are found on pages V-2-13
through V-2-24 of the Master EIR. All mitigation measures appropriate to the project will be
incorporated into or made conditions of approval of this project and are listed in Section V, Mitigation
Measures Applied to Project.

Discussion:

No mitigation measures would be applied to the project. No new or additional mitigation measures or
alternatives are required to reduce project impacts to a less-than-significant level.

c. Project-Specific Effects

Section V-2.B of the Master EIR is the analysis of air quality impacts resulting from development of
the Urban Area General Plan. The following is an analysis of whether the proposed project would
result in a new, Significant, project -specific effect not analyzed in the Master EIR.

Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds. The
project-specific effects will be less than significant unless:
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Less Than
Significant

Potentially with less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No

Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

2. DEGRADATION OF AIR QUALITY

1) The proposed project exceeds the project-level
emissions thresholds established for CO, ROG, NO"
PMlO, and PM2.s by the San Joaquin Valley Air

D D D XPollution Control District (SJVUAPCD) and is not
consistent with the development assumptions for
the project site, as established in the Urban Area
General Plan and Master ErR.

2) The proposed project does not incorporate the
D D D Xbest management practices established by the

SJVAPCD for CO, ROG, NO" PMlO, and PM2.s.

3) The proposed project does not comply with the
D D D Xair quality policies in the Modesto Urban Area

General Plan.

4) The proposed project would expose sensitive
receptors to pollutant concentrations in excess of D D D X
those expected to occur as a result of
implementation of the Urban Area General Plan.

5) The proposed project would create objectionable D D D X
odors affecting a substantial number of people.

(1-5) The proposed ballot measure could result in the extension of sewer service (annexation to
Sewer District # 1) outside the Modesto city limits. Additional development could occur as a
result, and such development would be consistent with existing regulations.

3. GENERATION OF NOISE

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Master EIR discloses the following residual Significant and unavoidable noise impacts expected
after application of mitigations/policies:

Direct Impacts

Effect: Future automobile traffic noise levels and roadway construction and maintenance activities
resulting from development of the Urban Area General Plan will exceed the City's noise thresholds at
various locations, but particularly in areas adjacent to heavily traveled roadways (see MEIR Table 3-3,
page V-3-i0, and Rgure VU-2 and Table 3-6, pages V-3-i8 and V-3-19).

Effect: Expected noise from airport operations and airport construction projects may expose up to
468 dwellings and three churches to noise levels of 65 dB CNEL and up to eight dwellings to noise
levels of 70 dB CNEL.
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Effect: Expose noise-sensitive land uses to noise from the construction of bicycle and transit projects.

Effect: Expose nOise-sensitive land uses to noise from freight and passenger rail operations.

Cumulative Impacts

Effect: Traffic from development in the City of Modesto would, when combined with traffic from new
development in the County and other cities, contribute to a cumulative increase in roadside noise
levels on major roads and highways throughout Stanislaus County.

b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

Noise policies and mitigation measures pertinent to the project being analyzed in this Initial Study are
found on pages V-3-11 through V-3-1S of the Master EIR. All mitigation measures appropriate to the
project will be incorporated into or made conditions of approval of this project and any new measures
are listed in Section V, Mitigation Applied to Project.

Discussion:

No mitigation measures would be applied to the project. No new or additional mitigation measures or
alternatives are required to reduce project impacts to a less-than-significant level.

c. Project-Specific Effects

Section V-3.8 of the MEIR discloses noise impacts resulting from development of the Urban Area
General Plan. The following is an analysiS of whether the proposed project would result in a new,
Significant, project -specific effect not analyzed in the Master ErR.

Significance Criteria: Determination of the proposed project's effects is based on the following
thresholds. Project-specific effects will be less than significant unless:

Potentially
Significant

Impact

3. GENERATION OF NOISE

1) The proposed project will exceed the standards
0for noise level and hours of operation established by

the Modesto noise ordinance.

2) The proposed project will not comply with the
0noise policies of, or otherwise be inconsistent with,

the Modesto Urban Area General Plan.

3) The proposed project will result in an increase in
0ambient noise levels in the project vicinity above

those disclosed in the Master EIR.

4) The proposed project will result in a substantial
temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise 0
levels in the project vicinity above levels disdosed in
the Master EIR.
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Discussion:

(1-4) The proposed ballot measure could result in the extension of sewer service (annexation to
Sewer District #1) outside the City of Modesto. Additional development could occur as a
result, and such development would be consistent with existing regulations. Short-term noise
impacts could result during construction activities, and these have been anticipated in the
Master ErR.

4. EFFECTS ON AGRICUlTURAlLANDS

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Master ErR discloses the following residual significant and unavoidable impacts on agricultural
lands expected after application of mitigations/policies:

Direct Impacts

Effect: Between 1995 and 2025, development of the Urban Area General Plan may convert up to
approximately 26,000 acres of farmland in various categories in the Planned Urbanizing Area to urban
uses.

Effect: Approximately 1,200 acres of urban development along a 28.5-mile boundary 350 feet wide
between urban and agricultural uses could be affected by continued agricultural operations, including
noise, dust, and chemical overspray or drift.

Cumulative Impacts

Effect: Growth within Modesto's planning area would contribute considerably to the loss of
agricultural land within Stanislaus County, accounting for the conversion of as much as approximately
26,000 acres of farmland in various categories in the Planned Urbanizing Area from 1995 to 2025.

b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Pertinent to the Project

Agricultural land mitigation measures pertinent to the proposed project are found on pages V-4-6 to
and V-4-8 of the Master EIR. All mitigation measures appropriate to the project and any new
mitigation to be incorporated into or made conditions of approval of this project are listed in Section
V, Mitigation Applied to Project.

Discussion:

No mitigation measures would be applied to the project. No new or additional mitigation measures or
alternatives are required to reduce project impacts to a less-than-significant level.

c. Project-Specific Effects

Section V-4.B of the Master EIR discloses the impacts resulting from the implementation of the Urban
Area General Plan on agricultural lands. The following is an analysis of whether the proposed project
would result in a new, Significant, project -speCific effect not previously analyzed in the Master ErR.
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Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds. The
project-specific effects will be less than significant unless:

less Than
Significant

Potentially with less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No

Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

4. EFFECTS ON AGRICULTURAL LANDS

1) The proposed project is inconsistent with the
0Urban Area General Plan's policies relating to 0 0 X

agricultural land.

2) The proposed project will either directly or
0indirectly result in the development of land outside 0 0 X

the 2008 Urban Area General Plan boundary.

3) The proposed project will conflict with existing
0zoning for agricultural use, or there is an existing 0 0 X

Williamson Act contract on the project site.

4) The proposed project will involve other changes
in the existing environment not antiCipated in the

0 0 0Master ErR which, due to their location or nature, X

could result in conversion of farmland to non-
agricultural use.

Discussion:

(1-4) The proposed ballot measure could result in the extension of sewer service (annexation to
Sewer District #1) outside the Oty of Modesto. The Airport Neighborhood lies in a developed
area and is completely surrounded by existing development. No impacts to agricultural land
would result from this action.

5. INCREASED DEMAND FOR LONG-TERM WATER SUPPUES

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Master EIR discloses the following residual significant and unavoidable impacts on long-term
water supplies expected after application of mitigations/policies:

Direct Impacts

Effect: No residual significant direct impacts have been disclosed in the Master EIR.

Cumulative Impacts

Effect: Operational yields of the Modesto and Turlock subbasins, both of which underlie the City of
Modesto, are unknown, although the City is partiCipating in a study with the United States Geological
Survey in order to quantify the operational yields of both subbasins. Groundwater withdrawals from
both basins by the Oty, when combined with other users' withdrawals, may result in overdrafting
both subbasins.
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Effect: Despite available options, during drought years, significant water shortages are forecast for
the San Joaquin River baSin, which includes both the Modesto and Turlock subbasins, by 2020.
Modesto would make a cumulatively considerable contribution to the cumulative impact on water
supply under drought conditions.

b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

Water supply mitigation measures pertinent to the proposed project are found on pages V-S-6
through V-S-12 of the Master ErR. All mitigation measures appropriate to the project to be
incorporated into or made conditions of approval of this project are listed in Section V, Mitigation
Measures Applied to Project.

Discussion:

No mitigation measures would be applied to the project. No new or additional mitigation measures or
alternatives are required to reduce project impacts to a less-than-significant level.

c. Project-Specific Effects

Section V-s.B of the Master ErR discloses impacts on long-term water supplies resulting from
implementation of the Urban Area General Plan. The following is an analysis of whether the proposed
project would result in a new, Significant, project-specific effect not disclosed in the Master EIR.

Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds. The
project-specific effects will be less than Significant unless:

Less Than
Significant

Potentially with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No

Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

5. INCREASED DEMAND FOR LONG-TERM
WATER SUPPliES

1) The proposed project is inconsistent with water D D D X
supply poliCies in the Urban Area General Plan.

2) Water demand for the proposed project will
exceed estimates for similar projects or for
development on the project site antiCipated in the D D D X
Urban Area General Plan or sufficient water supplies
are not otherNise available to serve the project
from existing entitlements and resources.

3) The proposed project would deplete groundwater
supplies to a greater degree than antiCipated in the D D D X
Urban Area General Plan or would interfere with
groundwater recharge.

Discussion:

(1-3) No Significant increase in the use of potable water would be expected to occur as a result of
the extension of sewer service. Some increase is expected to occur, because it is likely that
residents of the Airport Neighborhood have curtailed their use of water to reduce the amount
of sewage being processed by their septiC systems.
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6. INCREASED DEMAND fOR SANITARY SEWER SERVICES

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Master EIR discloses the following residual significant and unavoidable impacts on sanitary sewer
services after application of mitigations/policies:

Direct Impacts

Effect: Development resulting from implementation of the Urban Area General Plan will require
substantial new sewage treatment and disposal capacity, treatment plant improvements, sewer mains
and collection lines, and pump stations. The Wastewater Master Plan anticipates the need for these
facilities and its EIR evaluates the impact of developing those facilities. Potential impacts include
degradation of water quality through erosion and chemical releases; localized flooding; construction
noise; exposure of construction workers and the public to hazardous materials; and on the habitat of
the elderberry longhorn beetle, burrowing owl, and Swainson's hawk, as well as certain other
regulated habitats. All of these impacts are mitigated to a less-than-significant level.

Additional impacts that are not mitigated to a less-than-significant level include loss of farmland cause
by construction of the Phase IA tertiary treatment facility at the Jennings Road Secondary Treatment
Facility, an increase in pollutant loads from increased wastewater flows to the San Joaquin River, and
an increase in noise and criteria air pollutants due to construction activities, including traffic.

Cumulative Impacts

Effect: No additional cumulative impacts were identified in the Master EIR.

b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

Sewer service mitigation measures pertinent to the proposed project are found on pages V-6-3
through V-6-8 of the Master EIR. All mitigation measures appropriate to the project to be
incorporated into or made conditions of approval of this project are listed in Section V, Mitigation
Measures Applied to Project.

Discussion:

No mitigation measures would be applied to the project. No new or additional mitigation measures or
alternatives are required to reduce project impacts to a less-than-significant level.

c. Project-Specific Effects

Section V-6.B of the Master EIR discloses impacts on the Increased Demand for Sanitary Sewer
Service resulting from implementation of the Urban Area General Plan. The following is an analysis of
whether the proposed project would result in a new, Significant, project-specific effect not disclosed in
the Master EIR.

Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds. The
project-specific effects will be less than significant unless:
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Less Than
Significant

Potentially with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No

Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

6. INCREASED DEMAND FOR SANITARY
SEWER SERVICES

1) The proposed project is inconsistent with D D D X
wastewater policies in the Urban Area General Plan.

2) The proposed project will generate sewage flows
Dgreater than those anticipated in the Urban Area D D X

General Plan for the project site.

3) The proposed project will result in a
determination by the wastewater treatment
provider which serves or may serve the project that D D D X
it has inadequate capacity to serve the project's
projected demand in addition to the provider's
existing commitments.

Discussion:

(1-3) The Urban Area General Plan Master EIR contemplated extension of sewer service to all areas
within the City's Sphere of Influence, including the project area. No additional impacts beyond
those disclosed therein are anticipated.

7. lOSS OF SENSITIVE WILDUFE AND PLANT HABITAT

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Master EIR discloses the following residual significant and unavoidable impacts on sensitive
wildlife and plant habitat expected after application of mitigations/policies:

Direct Impacts

Effect: No residual significant impacts on sensitive wildlife and plan habitat are expected to occur
with the application of the poliCies contained in the Urban Area General Plan.

Cumulative Impacts

Effect: Implementation of the Urban Area General Plan will contribute to the cumulative impact of
habitat loss in the San Joaquin Valley. Requiring density development than has occurred in the past
or that is expected in the future would minimize the City's contribution to the cumulative loss of
habitat. Nonetheless, this is a significant and unaVOidable impact.

b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

Wildlife and plant habitat mitigation measures pertinent to the proposed project are found on pages
V-7-17 through V-7-24 of the Master EIR. All mitigation measures appropriate to the project to be
incorporated into or made conditions of approval of this project are listed in Section V, Mitigation
Measures Applied to Project.

City of Modesto
General Plan Master EIR 16

Initial Study EA No. 2012-16
February 19, 2013



Discussion:

No mitigation measures would be applied to the project. No new or additional mitigation measures or
alternatives are required to reduce project impacts to a less-than-significant level.

c. Project-Specific Effects

Section V-7.B of the Master EIR discloses impacts on the Loss of Sensitive Wildlife and Plant Habitat
resulting from implementation of the Urban Area General Plan. The following is an analysis of
whether the proposed project would result in a new, significant, project-specific effect not disclosed in
the Master EIR.

Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds. The
project-specific effects will be less than significant unless:

7. lOSS OF SENSITIVE WILDLIFE AND PLANT
HABITAT

1) The project is inconsistent with the policies
pertaining to the loss of sensitive wildlife and plant
habitat contained in the Urban Area General Plan.

2) Consultation with the California Department of
Fish and Game or the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
determines that the project would have a significant
effect on a candidate, sensitive, or special status
species in excess of the impact disclosed in the
Master EIR.

3) The proposed project would have a substantial
adverse effect on federally protected wetlands as
defined by Section 404 of the Clean Water Act
through direct removal, filling, hydrological
interruption, or other means, in excess of the
impact disclosed in the Master EIR.

4) The proposed project would substantially
interfere with the movement of any native resident
or migratory fish or wildlife species or with
established native resident or migratory wildlife
corridors, or impede the use of native wildlife
nursery sites.

5) Conflict with local polides or ordinances
protecting biological resources, such as a tree
preservation policy or ordinance.

6) The proposed project would conflict with
provisions of an adopted habitat conservation plan,
natural community conservation plan, or other
approved local, regional, or state habitat
conservation plan.
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0
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Discussion:

(1-6) The project site lies well outside areas in which significant biological resources would be
expected (near Dry Creek and/or the Tuolumne River). There are no local policies or
ordinances that protect biological resources and no conservation plans that affect the area.

8. DISTURBANCE OF ARCHAEOLOGICAL/HISTORICAL SITES

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Master EIR discloses the following residual significant and unavoidable impacts on
archaeological/historical sites expected after application of mitigations/policies:

Direct Impacts

Effect: Modification resulting in a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historic resource
or the demolition of a listed or eligible historic resource.

Effect: The modification or demolition of a structure more than 50 years in age may be Significant.

Effect: Discovery of archaeological resources in areas outside of the riparian corridors, as a result of
construction activities.

Effect: Construction in an area of high archaeological sensitivity.

Cumulative Impacts

Effect: No additional cumulative impacts were disclosed in the Master ErR.

b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

Archaeological or historic mitigation measures pertinent to the project being analyzed in this Initial
Study are found on page V-S-16 through V-S-20 of the Master EIR. All mitigation measures
appropriate to the project to be incorporated into or made conditions of approval of this project are
listed in Section V, Mitigation Applied to Project:

Discussion:

No mitigation measures would be applied to the project except in the very unlikely event that
archaeological resources are discovered during construction. Should that occur, construction activity
would cease and an archaeologist will be consulted. No new or additional mitigation measures or
alternatives are required to reduce project impacts to a less-than-significant level.

c. Project-Specific Effects

Section V-S.B of the MEIR discloses impacts on archaeological/historical resources resulting from
implementation of the Urban Area General Plan. The following is an analysis of whether the proposed
project would result in a new, Significant, project -specific effect not disclosed in the Master EIR.
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Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds. The
project-specific effects will be less than Significant unless:

less Than
Significant

Potentially with less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No

Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

8. DISTURBANCE OF ARCHAEOLOGICAL!
HISTORICAL SITES

1) The proposed project is inconsistent with the
0 0 0archaeological/historical resource policies in the X

Urban Area General Plan.

2) The proposed project would demolish a building
0 0 0eligible for listing as a historic resource or remove a X

landmark from the Modesto inventory.

3) The proposed project would modify or demolish 0 0 0 X
a structure more than 50 years old.

4) The project would adversely affect a cultural
0 0 0resource that is either listed or eligible for listing in X

the California Register of Historical Resources.

5) Confiict with local pol"ie:"les or orcfinances
0 0 0protecting biological resources, such as a tree X

preservation policy or ordinance.

Discussion:

(1-5) The project site lies well outside areas in which significant archaeological resources would be
expected to exist (near Dry Creek and/or the Tuolurnne River). Should sewer infrastructure be
extended to this area, soil disturbance would occur during construction activities, during which
archaeological resources might be discovered. If this were to occur, construction activity
would stop and an archaeologist would be consulted. No impacts to historic resources are
expected.

9. INCREASED DEMAND FOR STORM DRAINAGE

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master fIR

The Master EIR discloses the following residual significant and unavoidable impacts on storm drainage
expected after application of mitigations/policies:

Direct Impacts

Effect: No residual significant direct impacts were disclosed in the Master EIR.
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Cumulative Impacts

Effect: The population of Stanislaus County is projected to increase in a fashion similar to that of
Modesto, resulting in additional urban development and associated increases in impervious surface
area and associated increases in storm water runoff. Cumulative hydrologic impacts of storm water
flows from Modesto urban areas and other areas of the County could occur due to the fixed capacity
of MID and TID irrigation canals to convey drainage west to the San Joaquin River. If drainage
channels in some areas prove insufficient to handle the increased drainage discharges, existing storm
water runoff from urban and agricultural areas during large storm events would have to be
interrupted until water levels receded to a point allowing the resumption of discharges to the channel.
Ceasing discharges to drainage channels could cause inundation in and around the drainage
conveyance pipeline systems, surface drainage channels, detention basins, and other urban areas.
This cumulative impact is considered significant and unavoidable.

o. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

Storm Drainage mitigation measures pertinent to the project being analyzed in this Initial Study are
found on pages V-9-4 through V-9-9. All mitigation measures appropriate to the project to be
incorporated into or made conditions of approval of this project are listed in Section V, Mitigation
Measures Applied to Project:

Discussion:

No mitigation measures would be applied to the project. No new or additional mitigation measures or
alternatives are required to reduce project impacts to a less-than-significant level.

c. Project-Specific Effects

Section V-9.B of the MEIR discloses impacts on the demand for storm drainage resulting from
development of the Urban Area General Plan. The following is an analysis of whether the proposed
project would result in a new, significant, project-specific effect not disclosed in the Master ErR.

Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds. The
project-specific effects will be less than significant unless:

Potentially
Significant

Impact

9. INCREASED DEMAND FOR STORM
DRAINAGE

1) The proposed project is inconsistent with the
0storm drainage policies in the Urban Area General

Plan.

2) The proposed project would substantially
increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a
manner that would result in flooding on- or off-Site, 0
as compared to impacts anticipated to result from
the Urban Area General Plan or create substantial
unanticipated sources of polluted runoff.
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,--
less Than
Significant

Potentially with less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No

Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
c---
3) The proposed project does not utilize Low Impact
Development strategies to reduce runoff from the 0 0 0 X
site and increase infiltration, resulting in no net
increase in runoff before and after development.

Discussion:

(1-3) The extension of sewer service to the Airport Neighborhood could slightly decrease storm
water runoff from the area. Extending sewer service would eventually result in the drying of
eXisting leach fields, which would then be better able to infiltrate rain. No development is
expected to occur beyond that which is allowed under current County zoning regulations.

10. flOODING AND WATER QUALITY

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Master EIR discloses the following residual significant and unavoidable impacts on flooding and
water quality expected after application of mitigations/policies:

Direct Impacts

Effect: No residual significant direct impacts were disclosed in the Master EIR.

Cumulative Impacts

Effect: No residual significant cumulative impacts were disclosed in the Master EIR.

b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

Flooding and Water Quality mitigation measures pertinent to the project being analyzed in this Initial
Study are found on pages V-1O-6 through V-l0-9 of the Master EIR. All mitigation measures
appropriate to the project will be incorporated into or made conditions of approval of this project are
listed in Section V, Mitigation Applied to Project:

Discussion:

No mitigation measures would be applied to the project. No new or additional mitigation measures or
alternatives are required to reduce project impacts to a less-than-significant level.

c. Project-Specific Effects

Section V-lO.B of the Master EIR provides analysis of Flooding and Water Quality impacts of
development of the General Plan, the following is an analysis of whether the proposed project would
result in a new, significant, project-speCific effect not previously analyzed in the Master EIR.

Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds. The
project-specific effects will be less than significant unless:
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Less Than
Significant

Potentially with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No

Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
-

10. FLOODING AND WATER QUALITY

1) The proposed project is inconsistent with the
0flooding and water quality policies in the Urban 0 0 X

Area General Plan.

2) The proposed project does not comply with the
0 0 0regulatory requirements of the federal Clean Water X

Act or the State Porter-Cologne Act.

3) The proposed project would place more housing
0 0 0 Xwithin a 100-year flood hazard zone than assumed

in the Urban Area General Plan.

4) The proposed project would place structure
within a 100-year flood hazard area so that they
would impede or redirect floodwater or would 0 0 0 X
substantially alter the existing on-site drainage
pattern or a watercourse, in such a way as to cause
flooding on- or offsite.

5) The proposed project does not comply with
0 0 0 XModesto's Guidance Manual for New Development

5torm Water Quality Control Measures.

6) The proposed project would violate water quality 0 0 0 X
standards or waste discharge requirements.

7) The proposed project would substantially alter
the existing drainage pattern of the site or area or a
watercourse in a manner that would result in 0 0 0 X
substantial erosion or siltation on- or offsite in
excess of the assumptions of the Urban Area
General Plan.

8) The proposed project would create or contribute
runoff, which would exceed the capacity of existing
or planned storm water drainage systems or provide 0 0 0 X
substantial additional sources of polluted runoff, not
expected as part of Urban Area General Plan
implementation.

(1-8) The project site lies outside both the 100- and 200-year floodplains, therefore, no Significant
flooding is expected to occur. Annexing the Airport Neighborhood to Sewer District #1 and
providing service will likely result in incremental improvements in groundwater quality.
Currently, the area has a higher concentration of privately-owned septic systems than would
be allowed under existing State regulations, resulting in some groundwater contamination.
Should sewer service be extended to the area, it is expected that privately-operated septic
systems would be abandoned and groundwater quality in the area would gradually improve.
No new development is expected to occur beyond that which is currently allowed under
existing County zoning regulations. Finally, because the project area lies outside the Modesto
city limits, it is not subject to the City's stormwater quality control measures.
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11. INCREASED DEMAND FOR PARKS AND OPEN SPACE

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Master ErR discloses the following residual significant and unavoidable impacts on parks and
open space expected after application of mitigations/policies:

Direct Impacts

Effect: No residual significant direct impacts were disclosed in the Master ErR.

Cumulative Impacts

Effect: No residual significant cumulative impacts were disclosed in the Master ErR.

b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

Parks and open space mitigation measures pertinent to the proposed project are found on pages V-
11-3 through V-11-9 of the Master ErR. All mitigation measures appropriate to the project to be
incorporated into or made conditions of approval of this project are listed in Section V, Mitigation
Applied to Project:

Discussion:

No mitigation measures would be applied to the project. No new or additional mitigation measures or
alternatives are required to reduce project impacts to a less-than-significant level.

c. Project-Specific Effects

Section V-U.B of the MErR discloses impacts of the Urban Area General Plan on parks and open
space. The following is an analysis of whether the proposed project would result in a new,
Significant, project-spedfic effect not disclosed in the Master EIR.

Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds.
Project-spedfic effects will be less than significant unless:

Potentially
Significant

Impact

11. INCREASED DEMAND FOR PARKS AND
OPEN SPACE

1) The proposed project is inconsistent with the
Dparks and open space polides in the Urban Area

General Plan.

2) The proposed project would eliminate parks or
open space. D
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less Than
Significant

with less Than
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less Than
Significant

Potentially with less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No

Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

3) The proposed project would cause an increase in
the use of existing neighborhood and regional parks
or other recreational fadlities such that substantial
physical deterioration of the facility in question

0would occur or be accelerated or the proposed 0 0 X
project would include recreational facilities or
require the construction or expansion of
recreational facilities which might have an adverse
physical effect on the environment.

Discussion:

(1-3) The project site is outside the Modesto city limits, and annexation to the City is not
anticipated. Therefore, the area is not subject to the City's parks and open space policies.

12. INCREASED DEMAND fOR SCHOOLS

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Master EIR discloses the following residual significant and unavoidable impacts on school facilities
expected after application of mitigations/policies:

Direct Impacts

Effect: No residual significant direct impacts were disclosed in the Master ErR. By statute, the impact
of new students is considered to be mitigated below a level of significance by payment of school
impact fees and the exercise of any or all of the financing options set out in Government Code
Section 65997.

Cumulative Impacts

Effect: Similar to direct impacts of implementation of the Urban Area General Plan, no residual
Significant direct impacts were disclosed in the Master EIR.

b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

Mitigation relies upon the implementation of the policies in place under the Modesto Urban Area
General Plan. As long as these policies are applied to all subsequent projects, no new mitigation is
necessary. Further, payment of school impact fees and compliance with SB 50 is statutorily deemed
to be full mitigation of school impacts (Government Code Section 65995).

The following schools mitigation measures on pages V-12-5 through V-12-7 of the Master ErR are
pertinent to the proposed project. All mitigation measures appropriate to the project will be
incorporated into or made conditions of approval of this project. Those measures are listed in Section
V, Mitigation Applied to Project.
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Discussion:

No mitigation measures would be applied to the project. No new or additional mitigation measures or
alternatives are required to reduce project impacts to a less-than-significant level.

c. Project-Specific Effects

Section V-12.B of the Master EIR discloses impacts resulting from implementation of the Urban Area
General Plan associated with increased demand for schools. The following is an analysis of whether
the proposed project would result in a new, Significant, project-specific effect not disclosed in the
Master ErR.

Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds. The
project-specific effects will be less than significant unless:

less Than
Significant

Potentially with less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No

Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

12. INCREASED DEMAND FOR SCHOOLS

1) The proposed project is inconsistent with the
0 0 0 XpoliCies relating to schools in the Urban Area

General Plan.

2) The proposed project does nGt comply with S8
SO/Proposition lA funding provisions, or succeeding 0 0 0 X
measures which state that compliance results in
less-than-significant impacts on schools.

Discussion:

(1-2) Any new development that may occur under the County's zoning regulations will be subject to
schools fees in effect at that time. Collecting those fees will be the responsibility of the
County, not the City, as no annexation to the City is planned at this time.

13. INCREASED DEMAND FOR POLICE SERVICES

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Master ErR discloses the following residual Significant and unavoidable impacts on police services
expected after application of mitigations/policies:

Direct Impacts

Effect: No residual Significant direct impacts were disclosed in the Master EIR.

Cumulative Impacts

Effect: No residual significant cumulative impacts were disclosed in the Master EIR.
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b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

Police service mitigation measures pertinent to the proposed project are found on pages V-13-2
through V-13-S of the Master EIR. All mitigation measures appropriate to the project to be
incorporated into or made conditions of approval of this project are listed in Section V, Mitigation
Measures Applied to Project.

Discussion:

No mitigation measures would be applied to the project. No new or additional mitigation measures or
alternatives are required to reduce project impacts to a less-than-significant level.

c. Project-Specific Effects

Section V-13.B of the Master EIR discloses impacts on police services resulting from implementation
of the Urban Area General Plan. The following is an analysis of whether the proposed project would
result in a new, significant, project-specific effect not disclosed in the Master EIR.

Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds. The
project-specific effects will be less than significant unless:

Less Than
Significant

Potentially with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No

Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

13. INCREASED DEMAND FOR POLICE
SERVICES

1) The proposed project is inconsistent with polides
0relating to police services in the Urban Area General 0 0 X

Plan.

2) The proposed project would result in the need
for new or significantly altered facilities not
considered as part of the Urban Area General Plan

0or Master ErR which could cause new significant 0 0 X
environmental impacts in order to maintain
acceptable service ratios, response times, or other
perfonmance objectives.

Discussion:

(1-2) The possible annexation of the Airport Neighborhood to Sewer District #1, and extension of
sewer service to the area, would not create any demand for police services.
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14. INCREASED DEMAND FOR FIRE SERVICES

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Master EIR discloses the following residual significant and unavoidable impacts on fire services
expected after application of mitigations/policies:

Direct Impacts

Effect: No residual significant direct impacts were disclosed in the Master EIR.

Cumulative Impacts

Effect: No residual significant cumulative impacts were disclosed in the Master EIR.

b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

Fire Services mitigation measure(s) pertinent to the project being analyzed in this Initial Study are
found on pages V-14-4 through V-14-7 of the Master EIR. All mitigation measures appropriate to the
project to be incorporated into or made conditions of approval of this project are listed in Section V,
Mitigation Measures Applied to Project.

Discussion:

No mitigation measures would be applied to the project. No new or additional mitigation measures or
alternatives are required to reduce project impacts to a less-than-significant level.

c. Project-Specific Effects

Section V-14.B of the Master EIR discloses impacts on fire services resulting from implementation of
the Urban Area General Plan. The following is an analysis of whether the proposed project would
result in a new, Significant, project-specific effect not disclosed in the Master EIR.

Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds. The
project-specific effects will be less than significant unless:

Potentially
Significant

Impact

14. INCREASED DEMAND FOR FIRE
SERVICES

1) The proposed project is inconsistent with the fire 0
service policies in the Urban Area General Plan.

2) The proposed project would result in the need
for new or significantly altered facilities not
considered as part of the Urban Area General Plan

0or Master EIR which could cause new significant
environmental impacts in order to maintain
acceptable service ratios, response times, or other
performance objectives.
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less Than
Significant

Potentially with less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No

Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

3) The proposed project, based upon substantial
evidence, would cause the erosion or elimination of 0 D D X
fire protection services in adjoining fire protection
districts.

Discussion:

(1-3) Should additional development occur as a result of the extension of sewer service to the area,
a small increase in the demand for fire protection could occur. However, any new
development would be consistent with applicable County regulations.

15. GENERATION OF SOLID WASTE

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Master EIR discloses the following residual Significant and unavoidable impacts on solid waste
expected after application of mitigations/policies:

Direct Impacts

Effect: No residual Significant direct impacts were disclosed in the Master ErR.

Cumulative Impacts

Effect: No residual significant cumulative impacts were disclosed in the Master ErR.

b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

Solid waste mitigation measures pertinent to the proposed project are found on pages V-1S-4 through
V-iS-7 of the Master EIR. All mitigation measures appropriate to the project to be incorporated into
or made conditions of approval of this project are listed in Section V, Mitigation Applied to Project.

Discussion:

No mitigation measures would be applied to the project. No new or additional mitigation measures or
alternatives are required to reduce project impacts to a less-than-significant level.

c. Project-Specific Effects

Section V-iS.B of the Master ErR discloses solid waste impacts resulting from implementation of the
Urban Area General Plan. The following is an analysis of whether the proposed project would result
in a new, Significant, project-specific effect not disclosed in the Master EIR.

Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds.
Project-specific effects will be less than significant unless:
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less Than
Significant

Potentially with less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No

Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

15. GENERATION OF SOLID WASTE

1) The project is inconsistent with the solid waste 0 0 0 X
policies in the Urban Area General Plan.

2) The County is unable to expand its solid waste
disposal capacity, as expected, causing all new 0 0 0 X
development to result in cumulative impacts on the
County's disposal capacity.

Discussion:

(1-2) Annexing the area to Sewer District #1 and extending sewer service would not directly
increase solid waste generation. However, extension of sewer service could indirectly result in
increased solid waste generation by allowing new development to occur consistent with
existing County zoning. No significant impact or cumulative impact is expected.

16. GENERATION Of HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Master EIR discloses the following residual significant and unavoidable impacts regarding
hazardous materials expected after application of mitigations/policies:

Direct Impacts

Effect: No residual significant direct impacts were disclosed in the Master EIR.
Cumulative Impacts

Effect: No residual significant cumulative impacts were disclosed in the Master EIR.

b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

Hazardous materials mitigation measures pertinent to the proposed project are found on pages V-16-
8 through V-16-13 of the Master EIR. All mitigation measures appropriate to the project to be
incorporated into or made conditions of approval of this project are listed in Section V, Mitigation
Measures Applied to Project.

Discussion:

No mitigation measures would be applied to the project. No new or additional mitigation measures or
alternatives are required to reduce project impacts to a less-than-significant level.

c. Project-Specific Effects

Section V-16.B of the Master EIR discloses impacts on hazardous materials resulting from
implementation of the Urban Area General Plan. The following is an analysis of whether the proposed
project would result in a new, Significant, project-specific effect not disclosed in the Master EIR.
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Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds. The
project-specific effects will be less than significant unless:

less Than
Significant

Potentially with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No

Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

16. GENERATION OF HAZARDOUS
MATERIALS

1) The project is inconsistent with the hazardous D D D X
materials policies in the Urban Area General Plan.

2) The proposed project would emit hazardous
emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous D D D X
materials, substances, or waste within one-quarter
mile of an existing or proposed school.

3) The proposed project would be located on a site
which is included on a list of hazardous materials

D D Dsites compiled pursuant to Government Code X

Section 65962.5 and as a result, would create a
significant hazard to the public or the environment.

4) The proposed project would be constructed on a
Dcontaminated site not known to the State of D D X

California as of March 2008.

Discussion:

(1-4) Potential annexation of the Airport Neighborhood to Sewer District #1 and extension of sewer
service to the area would not generate hazardous materials beyond that normally expected to
occur with construction activity. Any impact(s) would be temporary and less than significant.

17. GEOLOGY, SOILS, AND MINERAL RESOURCES

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Master EIR discloses the following residual Significant and unavoidable impacts related to
geology, soils, and mineral resources expected after application of mitigations/policies:

Direct Impacts

Effect: No residual significant direct impacts were disclosed in the Master EIR.

Cumulative Impacts

Effect: No residual Significant direct impacts were disclosed in the Master EIR.
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b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

Geology, soils, and mineral resource mitigation measures pertinent to the proposed project are found
on pages V-17-9 and V-17-10 of the Master EIR. All mitigation measures appropriate to the project
to be incorporated into or made conditions of approval of the proposed project are listed in Section V,
Mitigation Measures Applied to Project.

Discussion:

No mitigation measures would be applied to the project. No new or additional mitigation measures or
alternatives are required to reduce project impacts to a less-than-significant level.

c. Project-Specific Effects

Section V-17.B of the Master EIR discloses geology, soils, and mineral resource impacts resulting from
implementation of the Urban Area General Plan. The following is an analysis of whether the proposed
project would result in a new, significant, project-specific effect not disclosed in the Master ErR.

Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds.
Project-specific effects will be less than significant unless:

less Than
Significant

Potentially with less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No

Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

17. GEOLOGY, SOILS, AND MINERAL
RESOURCES

1) The project is inconsistent with policies relating
0 0 0 Xto geology, soils, and mineral resources contained

in the Urban Area General Plan.

2) The proposed project would expose people or
structures to potential substantial adverse effects
including the risk off loss, injury, or death involving
fault rupture, strong seismic activity; location on an
expansive soil; result in the loss of topsoil; location
on soils incapable of adequately supporting the use
of septic tanks or alternative wastewater disposal 0 0 0 X
systems in areas where sewers are not available for
the disposal of wastewater; result in the loss of
known mineral resources that would be of value to
the region and the state; or result in the loss of
availability of a locally important mineral resource
recovery site delineated on a local general plan,
specific plan, or other land use plan.

Discussion:

(1-2) No new impacts relating to geologic hazards or mineral resources would result from the
extension of sewer service beyond those anticipated by the Master ErR. Extending sewer
service to the area would result the abandonment of failing septic tanks and could improve
the function of the remaining septic systems.

City of Modesto
General Plan Master EIR 31

Initial Study EA No. 2012-16
February 19, 2013



18. ENERGY

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Master EIR discloses the following residual significant and unavoidable impacts pertaining to
energy expected after application of mitigations/policies:

Direct Impacts

Effect: Continued development in the Planned Urbanizing Area would have an impact on available
energy supplies. Energy consumption likely would increase substantially by 2025 as a result of
implementation of the Urban Area General Plan.

Cumulative Impacts

Effect: Implementation of the Urban Area General Plan will have a cumulatively considerable impact
on energy consumption.

b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

The following energy mitigation measures pertinent to the proposed project are found on pages V-18-
2 through V-18-8 in the Master EIR. All mitigation measures appropriate to the project will be
incorporated into or made conditions of approval of this project. Those measures will be listed in
Section V, Mitigation Applied to Project.

Discussion:

No mitigation measures would be applied to the project. No new or additional mitigation measures or
alternatives are required to reduce project impacts to a less-than-significant level.

c. Project-Specific Effects

Section V-18.B of the Master EIR discloses impacts of implementing the Urban Area General Plan on
energy resources. The following is an analysis of whether the proposed project would result in a
new, Significant, project-specific effect not disclosed in the Master EIR.

Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds. The
project-specific effects will be less than significant unless:

Potentially
Significant

Impact

18. ENERGY

1) The proposed project is inconsistent with polides 0
relating to energy in the Urban Area General Plan.

2) The proposed project would result in energy
consumption during construction, operation,

0maintenance, or removal that is more wasteful,
ineffiCient, and unnecessary than assumed in the
Urban Area General Plan.
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Discussion:

(1-2) No energy impacts greater than those anticipated in the Master EIR would be expected to
result from construction of sewer lines to the Airport Neighborhood or system operations.

19. EFFECTS ON VISUAL RESOURCES

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Master EIR discloses the following residual significant and unavoidable impacts on visual
resources expected after application of mitigations/policies:
Direct Impacts

Effect: New development in the Planned Urbanizing Area will occur in areas that are in agricultural
production or are otherwise lightly developed, which could lead to the introduction of light and glare
in areas that have little nighttime illumination.

Cumulative Impacts

Effect: No additional cumulative impacts were disclosed in the Master EIR.

b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

The following visual resources mitigation measures pertinent to the proposed project are found on
pages V-19-3 and V-19-4 in the Master ErR. All mitigation measures appropriate to the proposed
project will be incorporated into or made conditions of approval of this project. Those measures will
be listed in Section V, Mitigation Applied to Project.

Discussion:

No mitigation measures would be applied to the project. No new or additional mitigation measures or
alternatives are required to reduce project impacts to a less-than-significant level.

c. Project-Specific Effects

Section V-1S.B of the Master ErR discloses impacts of implementing the Urban Area General Plan on
energy resources. The following is an analysis of whether the proposed project would result in a
new, significant, project-specific effect not disclosed in the Master ErR.

Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds. The
project-specific effects will be less than significant unless:
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less Than
Significant

Potentially with less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No

Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

19. EFFECTS ON VISUAL RESOURCES

1) The proposed project is inconsistent with policies
0relating to visual resources in the Urban Area 0 0 X

General Plan.

2) The proposed project would degrade views from
0 0 0riverside areas and parks to a greater degree than X

assumed in the Urban Area General Plan.

3) The proposed project would degrade views of
riverside areas from public roadways and nearby 0 0 0 X
properties to a greater degree than assumed in the
Urban Area General Plan.

Discussion:

(1-3) Construction activities create an unsightly, but temporary impact. No other effects on visual
resources would be expected.

20. LAND USE AND PLANNING

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Master EIR discloses the following residual significant and unavoidable impacts pertaining to land
use and planning expected after application of mitigations/policies:

Direct Impacts

Effect: No residual Significant direct impacts were disclosed in the Master ErR.

Cumulative Impacts

Effect: No residual significant cumulative impacts were disclosed in the Master ErR.

b. Master ErR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

The following land use and planning mitigation measures pertinent to the proposed project are found
on pages V-20-6 through V-20-1? in the Master ErR. All mitigation measures appropriate to the
project will be incorporated into or made conditions of approval of this project. Those measures will
be listed in Section V, Mitigation Applied to Project.

Discussion:

No mitigation measures would be applied to the project. No new or additional mitigation measures or
alternatives are required to reduce project impacts to a less-than-significant level.
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c. Project-Specific Effects

Section V-20.B of the Master EIR discloses impacts of implementing the Urban Area General Plan on
land use and planning. The following is an analysis of whether the proposed project would result in a
new, significant, project-specific effect not disclosed in the Master EIR.

Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds. The
project-specific effects will be less than significant unless:

Less Than
Significant

Potentially with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No

Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

20. LAND USE AND PLANNING

1) The proposed project is inconsistent with land
0 0 0 Xuse and planning policies in the Urban Area General

Plan.

2) The proposed project contains elements that
0 0 0 Xwould physically divide an established community in

a way not assumed in the Urban Area General Plan.

3) The proposed project conflicts with a land use
plan, policy or regulation established for the

0 0 0 Xpurpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental
impact by an agency that has jurisdiction over the
proposed project.

4) The proposed project conflicts with an applicable
0habitat conservation plan or natural community 0 0 X

conservation plan.

Discussion:

(1-4) If the Airport Neighborhood is annexed to Sewer District #1 and sewer service is extended to
the area, a small amount of new development could be accommodated under the existing
County zoning regulations. This level of development is allowed, but is constrained by septic
systems that are beyond their capacity and the lack of available sewer service. No other land
use impacts beyond those identified in the Master EIR would be expected to occur.
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21. CLIMATE CHANGE

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Master ElR discloses the following residual significant and unavoidable impacts pertaining to
climate change expected after application of mitigations/policies:

Direct Impacts

Effect: Impacts resulting from implementation of the Urban Area General Plan are not substantial
enough to result in a significant direct impact on climate change, as disclosed in the Master EIR.

Cumulative Impacts

Effect: Implementation of the Urban Area General Plan will have a cumulatively considerable impact
on climate change.

b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

The following climate change mitigation measures pertinent to the proposed project are found on
pages V-2l-7 through V-2l-l0 in the Master EIR. All mitigation measures appropriate to the project
will be incorporated into or made conditions of approval of this project. Those measures will be listed
in Section V, Mitigation Applied to Project.

Discussion:

No mitigation measures would be applied to the project. No new or additional mitigation measures or
alternatives are required to reduce project impacts to a less-than-significant level.

c. Project-Specific Effects

Section V-18.B of the Master EIR discloses impacts of implementing the Urban Area General Plan on
climate change. The following is an analysis of whether the proposed project would result in a new,
Significant, project-specific effect not disclosed in the Master EIR.

Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds. The
project-specific effects will be less than Significant unless:
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Less Than
Significant

Potentially with less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No

Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

21. CLIMATE CHANGE

1) The proposed project is inconsistent with policies
0relating to climate change in the Urban Area 0 0 X

General Plan.

2) The proposed project would result in average
0automobile trip lengths or CO2 emissions higher 0 0 X

than those assumed in the Master EIR.

3) The proposed project would conflict with the
Sustainable Communities Strategy or Alternative 0 0 0 X
Planning Strategy that the Air Resources Board has
agreed will achieve the goals of AB 32.

Discussion:

(1-3) Extension of sewer service to the Airport Neighborhood would allow a small amount of infill
development under the existing County zoning regulations, which would help keep the
metropolitan area compact, although the amount of development would not be Significant. As
such, no impacts would be expected to occur as a result of sewer service extension.
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V. MITIGATION MEASURES APPLIED TO THE PROPOSED PROJECT

If the Initial Study results in the determination that a Finding of Conformance can be adopted for the
proposed project, Section A below applies. If the Initial Study results in the determination that a
Finding of Conformance cannot be adopted and a Mitigated Negative Declaration/EIR must be
prepared for the project then Section B, below applies.

A. Master EIR Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

Pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 211S7.1(c), in order for a Finding of Conformance to be
made, all appropriate mitigation measures from the Master EIR shall be incorporated into the
proposed project. Urban Area General Plan Policies/Master EIR mitigation measures shall be made
part of the proposed project prior to approval by means of conditions of project approval or
incorporation into the appropriate document or plan.

All applicable and appropriate mitigation measures have been applied to the project (see mitigation
measures listed below).

B. New or Additional Mitigation Measures or Alternatives Required

Where the project's effects would exceed the significance criteria for each environmental impact
category, a mitigated negative declaration or Focused EIR must be prepared. Staff has reviewed the
project against the significance criteria thresholds established in the Master EIR for all impact
categories in this Initial Study. There are no identified project-related new significant effects, and
therefore there are no additional project-specific mitigation measures that are necessary:

Traffic and Circulation:

N/A

Degradation of Air Ouality:

N/A

Generation of Noise:

N/A

Effects on Agricultural lands:

N/A

Increased Demand for long-Term Water Supplies:

N/A

Increased Demand for Sanitary Sewer Services:

N/A
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loss of Sensitive Wildlife and Plant Habitat:

N/A

Disturbance of Archaeological{Historic Sites:

N/A

Increased Demand for Storm Drainage:

N/A

Flooding and Water Quality:

N/A

Increased Demand for Parks and Qpen Space:

N/A

Increased Demand for Schools:

N/A

Increased Demand for Police Services:

N/A

Increased Demand for Fire Services:

N/A

Generation of Solid Waste:

N/A

Generation of Hazardous Materials:

N/A

Geology. Soils. and Mineral Resources:

N/A

Enemy:

N/A
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Effects on Visual Resources:

N/A

land Use and Planning:

N/A

Climate Change:

N/A
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Airport Neighborhood
Proposed Measure M Area

"'!.;GON IJR

o Airport Neighborhood Sewer Project Area (County) 165.6 acres

Modesto Incorporated Area (as of January 7, 2013)

N

$
1 InCh.: J50 feet



MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-133

A RESOLUTION DIRECTING THE CITY CLERK TO SUBMIT TO THE
VOTERS AT THE NEXT REGULAR ELECTION AN ADVISORY MEASURE
RELATING TO THE EXTENSION OF SEWER SERVICE TO THE
UNINCORPORATED AREA REFERRED TO AS THE "AIRPORT
NEIGHBORHOOD" WHICH IS DESCRIBED AS THE AREA GENERALLY
BORDERED BY HYDE STREET ON THE NORTH, CONEJO AVENUE ON THE
EAST, OREGON DRIVE ON THE SOUTH, AND SANTA ROSA AVENUE ON
THE WEST

WHEREAS, on March 6,1979, the voters enacted the Modesto Citizens'

Advisory Growth Management Act (Measure A) which provides that the City Council of

the City of Modesto shall not approve, authorize, or appropriate funds for the extension

of any sewer trunk line without first holding an advisory election, and

WHEREAS, on November 4,1997, the voters enacted the Modesto Citizens'

Advisory Growth Management Act of 1995 (Measure M), which provides that the City

Council of the City of Modesto shall not approve, authorize, or appropriate funds for

sewer improvements without first holding an advisory election, and

WHEREAS, in order to satisfy the requirements of Measure A and Measure M

the City Council of the City of Modesto desires to submit to the qualified electors of the

City of Modesto, at the regular election to be held on November, 5, 20l3, an advisory

measure relating to the provisions of sewer service to a certain area of the City,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

as follows:
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SECTION 1. BALLOT MEASURE.

That pursuant to California Elections Code Section 9603, the Council of the City

of Modesto proposes to, and hereby does, on its own motion, submit to the qualified

electors of the City of Modesto at a regular election to be held on November 5, 2013, an

advisory measure relating to the provision of sewer service to certain areas of the city as

set forth below, and hereby designates the form of the ballot measure for use at said

election as follows:

MEASURE

Shall the City provide sewer service to the following area of the Modesto General Plan?

The unincorporated area designated "Airport Neighborhood" or the east portion of"Area
12" in Modesto's 2009 Urban Growth Review. The area is generally bordered by Hyde
Street on the north, Conejo Avenue on the east, Oregon Drive on the south, and Santa
Rosa Avenue on the west.

SECTION 2. FORM OF BALLOT.

On the ballots to be used at said election, in addition to any other matter required

by law to be printed thereon, shall be printed the following question relating to the

proposal to extend sanitary sewer service:

MEASURE _City of Modesto Sewer Service Extension Advisory Measure.

Shall the City provide sewer service to the Yes 0
following area ofthe Modesto General Plan?

No 0

The unincorporated area designated "Airport Neighborhood" or the east portion of "Area
12" in Modesto's 2009 Urban Growth Review. The area is generally bordered by Hyde
Street on the north, Conejo Avenue on the east, Oregon Drive on the south, and Santa
Rosa Avenue on the west.
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SECTION 3. CONDUCT OF ELECTION.

The advisory election hereby called shall be held and conducted, and the votes

thereat canvassed and the returns thereofmade, and the results thereof ascertained and

determined as herein provided, and in all particulars not prescribed in this resolution, the

advisory election shall be held as provided for in the City Charter, and in all particulars

not provided for therein, the advisory election shall be held as provided by law for the

holding of advisory elections and regular general or municipal elections in the city of

Modesto and otherwise in accordance with the Elections Code of the State of California.

SECTION 4. CITY CLERK CERTIFICATION.

That the City Clerk is hereby directed to file a certified copy of this resolution

with the Board of Supervisors and the Elections Department of the County of Stanislaus,

and the City Clerk shall certify to the passage and adoption of this resolution and enter it

into the book oforiginal resolutions.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 9th day of April, 2013, by Councilmember Gunderson,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Muratore, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

By: -~~IPvl
-cS=U-=-S=-A-C:N-=--+1:L:'-C""A'-cI'-,A-C+W:-COC:CO-=-=D-,-=CC-it-y-A-tt-o-rney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-134

A RESOLUTION DIRECTING THE CITY CLERK TO TRANSMIT A COPY
OF THE ADVISORY MEASURE CONSIDERING THE EXTENSION OF
SEWER SERVICE TO A CERTAIN UNINCORPORATED AREA OF THE
MODESTO URBAN AREA GENERAL PLAN, COMMONLY REFERRED TO
AS THE "AIRPORT NEIGHBORHOOD" OR THE EAST PORTION OF
"AREA 12" AS DESCRIBED IN THE MODESTO 2009 URBAN GROWTH
REVIEW, GENERALLY BORDERED BY HYDE STREET ON THE NORTH,
CONEJO AVENUE ON THE EAST, OREGON DRIVE ON THE SOUTH, AND
SANTA ROSA AVENUE ON THE WEST, TO THE CITY ATTORNEY FOR
THE PURPOSE OF PREPARING AN IMPARTIAL ANALYSIS OF SAID
MEASURE

WHEREAS, the City Council has directed the City Clerk to submit to the voters

at the next regular election to be held on November 5, 2013, an advisory measure

concerning the wrincorporated area designated as the "Airport Neighborhood" or the east

portion of "Area 12" in the Modesto 2009 Urban Growth Review to the City Attorney for

the purpose ofpreparing an impartial analysis of said measure,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that the City Clerk is hereby directed pursuant to California Elections Code Section 9280

to transmit a copy of said measure to the City Attorney, who is hereby directed to prepare

an Impartial Analysis ofthe measure showing the effect of the measure on existing law

on the operation of the measure.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 9th day of April, 2013, by Councilmember Gunderson,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Muratore, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FO"RM:

I

04/09Il3/C&EDDIPKellyiltem 18

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

ATTEST:_J
STEPHA

tk
IE LOPEZ, City Clk:(;

2 2013-134



MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-135

A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE MEMBERS OF THE CITY COUNCIL,
OR ANY OF THEM, TO FILE WRITTEN ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR OF OR IN
OPPOSITION TO THE ADVISORY MEASURE RELATING TO THE
EXTENSION OF SEWER SERVICE TO A CERTAIN AREA OF THE
MODESTO URBAN AREA GENERAL PLAN, COMMONLY REFERRED TO
AS THE "AIRPORT NEIGHBORHOOD"

WHEREAS, the City Council has directed the City Clerk to submit to the voters

at the next regular election to be held on November 5,2013, an advisory measure

concerning the unincorporated area referred to as the "Airport Neighborhood," which is

generally described as the area bordered by Hyde Street on the north, Conejo Avenue on

the east, Oregon Drive on the south, and Santa Rosa Avenue on the west,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that pursuant to California Elections Code Section 9282 the members of the City Council,

or any ofthem, are hereby authorized to file written arguments in favor of or in

opposition to said measure and to change such arguments until and including the date and

time after which no argument may be filed with the City Clerk.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 9th day of April, 2013, by Councilmember Gunderson,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Muratore, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

By: J
~S:::-U:-:Scc-::-7RP,A-tL"::C:'-A-'::L'"'AC-=W-:COC:-O:::CD::-,C::Ci=-ty-A-C-tt-om-ey-
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-136

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING SELECTION OF SIEMENS INDUSTRY INC.,
BUILDING TECHNOLOGIES DIVISION, HAYWARD, CA AS AN ENERGY
SERVICE COMPANY (ESCO) TO CONDUCT A TECHNICAL ENERGY AUDIT
AND AUTHORIZE THE CITY MANAGER TO SIGN A LETTER OF INTENT
(LOI) WITH SIEMENS IN THE AMOUNT OF $225,000 TO CONDUCT A
TECHNICAL AND FINANCIAL AUDIT OF CITY FACILITIES TO IDENTIFY
ENERGY SAVINGS OPPORTUNITIES WHICH MAY LEAD TO A LONG
TERM ENERGY SAVINGS CONTRACT

WHEREAS, the City Manager authorized the Purchasing Manager to issue formal

Request for Qualifications (RFQ) for Clean Energy Performance Contracting, and

WHEREAS, this contracting methodology is known as an energy conservation

contract under applicable statutory authority in California Government Code section

4217.10 et seq.; and

WHEREAS, the City is interested in in implementing a comprehensive range of

energy services and energy- related capital improvements using a performance-based

contract with guaranteed savings or similar type of approved agreement per the

requirements ofGovernment Code 4217.10, and

WHEREAS, the Purchasing Division pursuant to Section 388 (b) of the California

Public Utilities Code (PUC) to establish a qualified ESCO issued RFQ No. 1213-07

Clean Energy Performance Contracting to twenty-two (22) prospective proposers, none

of which were local vendors as there are no local vendors capable ofproviding these

services, and posted the RFQ on the City's website, and

WHEREAS, proposals were formally opened in the City Clerk's Office with eight

(8) companies choosing to respond, and
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WHEREAS, an evaluation committee comprised of City staff members evaluated

and graded the proposals, and

WHEREAS, based on being ranked highest in total evaluation criteria the

evaluation committee recommends the selection of Siemens Industry Inc., Building

Technologies Division, Hayward, CA as an Energy Service Company (ESCO) to conduct

a technical energy audit of selected City facilities, and

WHEREAS, Modesto Municipal Code Section 8-3.203 generally requires all

purchases, which meet or exceed $50,000 for material, equipment or contractual services

to be formally bid. The selection award of an Energy Service Company to Siemens

Industry Inc., Building Technologies Division, Hayward, CA, conforms to the Modesto

Municipal Code, and

WHEREAS, energy costs for operating City facilities are paid for from various

funds and energy savings could revert back to those funds or be used to pay for the

financing of the construction and installation of clean energy projects,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby authorizes the selection of Siemens Industry Inc., Building Technologies

Division, Hayward, CA as an Energy Service Company (ESCO) to conduct a technical

energy audit of selected City facilities to, and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to sign a Letter of Intent with Siemens in the amount of $225,000 to conduct a

technical and fmancial audit of City facilities to identify energy savings opportunities

which may lead to a long term savings contract.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 9th day of April, 2013, by Councilmember Burnside,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Cogdill,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councfitnembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FOR}'!:

By:
/, 1,

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

ATTEST:

SUSAN! j\LCALA WOOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-137

RESOLUTION ACCEPTING THE FISCAL YEAR 2011-2012 ANNUAL AUDIT
REPORTS FOR THE CITY OF MODESTO, ITS COMMUNITY FACILITIES
DISTRICTS, AND VARIOUS JOINT POWERS AGENCIES AND GRANT
PROGRAMS

WHEREAS, pursuant to Section 1306 of the Charter of the City of Modesto, the

City Council shall employ an independent certified public accountant who, at least

annually, shall audit the books and records of the City of Modesto, and submit a final

audit and report to the City Council as soon as practicable after the end of the fiscal year

and

WHEREAS, the accounting firm of Brown and Armstrong has completed their

audit of the City's financial statements for the fiscal year ended June 30, 2012, and has

provided its opinion on these financial statements based on that audit, and

WHEREAS, the independent auditors also audited financial statements of nine

Community Facilities Districts and various Joint Powers Agencies, as required by their

respective enabling legislations, and for which the City of Modesto serves as the financial

administrator,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto that it

hereby accepts the Fiscal Year 2011-2012 annual audit reports for the City of Modesto,

its Community Facilities Districts, and various Joint Powers Agencies, as listed in

Exhibit A, which is incorporated by reference herein.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 9th day of April, 2013, by Councilmember Burnside, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Geer, was

upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

By: J

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

SUSA ALCALA WOOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-137

RESOLUTION ACCEPTING THE FISCAL YEAR 2011-2012 ANNUAL AUDIT
REPORTS

EXHIBIT A

City of Modesto:
1. Comprehensive Annual Financial Report
2. Community Facilities District Number 1998-2 (Carver-Bangs/Pelandale-Snyder)
3. Community Facilities District Number 2002 (Cotlee-Claratina)
4. Community Facilities District Number 1998-1 (Enterprise Business Park)
5. Community Facilities District Number 2003-1 (Fairview Village)
6. Community Facilities District Number 2007-2 (Kiernan Business Park West)
7. Community Facilities District Number 1997-1 (North Beyer Park)
8. Community Facilities District Number 2002-1 (Northpointe)
9. Community Facilities District Number 2004-1 (Village One #2)
10. Community Facilities District Number 1996-1 (Village One)

Other Agencies:
11. Stanislaus Drug Enforcement Agency (SDEA)
12. Abandoned Vehicle Abatement (AVA)
13. Transportation Development Agency (TDA)
14. Industrial Fire Joint Powers Agency
15. Tuolumne River Regional Park (TRRP)
16. Modesto Regional Fire Authority (MRFA)
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-138

RESOLUTION ACCEPTING THE FISCAL YEAR 2011-2012 ANNUAL SINGLE
AUDIT REPORTS FOR THE CITY OF MODESTO AND THE STANISLAUS
DRUG ENFORCEMENT AGENCY

WHEREAS, pursuant to Single of the Charter of the City of Modesto, the City

Council shall employ an independent certified public accountant who, at least annually,

shall audit the books and records of the City of Modesto, and submit a final audit and

report to the City Council as soon as practicable after the end of the fiscal year and

WHEREAS, the Single Audit Act of 1984, the Single Audit Act Amendments of

1996, and the Office of Management and Budget's (OMB) Circular A-133 federally

mandate audits to be conducted for any non-Federal entity that expends $500,000 or more

in a year in Federal awards, and

WHEREAS, the accounting firm of Brown and Armstrong has completed their

annual single audit for the fiscal year ended June 30, 2012, and has provided its opinion

based on that audit, and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby accepts the Fiscal Year 2011-2012 annual single audit reports for the City

of Modesto and the Stanislaus Drug Enforcement Agency, as listed in Exhibit A, which

is incorporated by reference herein.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on 9th day of April, 2013, by Councilmember Burnside, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Geer, was

upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

By:
SUSA

.~-\,

04/0912013/FinanceIDEspinozalItem 20

Burnside, Cogdill, Gecr, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

ATTEST:

,(/W
IE LOPEZ, City cleN
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-138

RESOLUTION ACCEPTING THE FISCAL YEAR 2011-2012 ANNUAL SINGLE
AUDIT REPORTS

EXHIBIT A

City of Modesto:
I. Single Audit Report

Other Agencies and Grant Programs:
2. Stanislaus Drug Enforcement Agency (SDEA) Single Audit Report
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-139

RESOLUTION ACCEPTING THE AUDITOR'S REPORT ON COMPLIANCE
WITH REQUIREMENTS APPLICABLE TO THE FEDERAL AVIATION
PASSENGER FACILITY CHARGE (PFC) PROGRAM AND ON INTERNAL
CONTROL OVER COMPLIANCE FOR FISCAL YEAR ENDED JUNE 30, 2012

WHEREAS, the City of Modesto collects Passenger Facility Charges (PFC's)

which are fees that airline passengers pay when they purchase their tickets, and these fees

are collected for the purpose ofcapital improvements at the airport, and

WHEREAS, the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) guideline Part 158.67

requires each AirportlPublic Agency to conduct an annual audit of their Passenger

Facility Charge (PFC) Program, and

WHEREAS, the accounting firm of Brown and Armstrong has completed their

audit of the City'S PFC Program for the fiscal year ended June 30, 2012, and has

provided its opinion on these financial statements based on that audit, and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby accepts the Fiscal Year 2011-2012 annual audit report for the Passenger

Facility Charge (PFC) Program, which is incorporated by reference herein.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 9th day of April, 2013, by Councilmember Burnside, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Geer, was

upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FO~:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

AITEST ~~
STEAN LOPEiCitiClerk

By: =~{j/:4#~=::::-:::~___
SUSA ALCALA WOOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-140

RESOLUTION APPROVING THE APPOINTMENT OF SANDRA LUCAS AS
THE 2013 PLANNING COMMISSION REPRESENTATIVE TO THE CITIZENS
HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE

WHEREAS, Section 1102 ofthe Charter of the City of Modesto authorizes the

City Conncil to appoint members to various Boards and Commissions, and

WHEREAS, on February 25, 2013, the Planning Commission recommended

Sandra Lucas as its representative to the Citizens Housing and Community Development

Committee,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Conncil of the City of Modesto

as follows:

SECTION 1. Sandra Lucas is hereby reappointed as the 2013 Planning

Commission representative to the Citizens Housing and Commnnity Development

Committee, with a term expiration ofJanuary 1,2014.

SECTION 2. The City Clerk is hereby directed to transmit a copy of this

resolution to the appointed member of the Citizens Housing and Commnnity

Development, and the Secretary thereof.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 23th day of April, 2013, by Councilmember Burnside,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Cogdill

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

By:
SUSAN

04123/2013/C&EDDIPKellylItem 2

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Mayor Muratore

None

Muratore
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-141

RESOLUTION APPROVING THE RE-APPOINTMENT OF STEVE CARTER AS
THE FY 13/14 AND FY 14/15 PLANNING COMMISSION REPRESENTATIVE
TO THE CIP TASKFORCE

WHEREAS, Section 1102 of the Charter of the City of Modesto authorizes the

City Council to appoint members to various Boards and Commissions, and

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission met on February 25, 2013, and

recommended re-appointment of Steve Carter as its representative to the CIP Taskforce,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT HEREBY RESOLVED by the Council of the City

of Modesto as follows:

SECTION 1. Steve Carter is hereby fe-appointed as the FY 13114 and FY 14115

Planning Commission representative to the CIP Taskforce, with a term expiration of

August 1,2015.

SECTION 2. The City Clerk is hereby directed to transmit a copy of this

resolution to the appointed member of the CIP Taskforce, and the Secretary thereof.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regnlar meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 23 rd day of April, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Geer, was

upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

By:
SUSA

04/23/2013/C&EDDIPKelly/ltem 3

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-142

RESOLUTION APPROVING THE APPOINTMENT OF DENNIS SMITH AS
THE 2013 PLANNING COMMISSION REPRESENTATIVE TO THE BOARD OF
ZONING ADJUSTMENT

WHEREAS, Section 1102 of the Charter of the City of Modesto authorizes the

City Council to appoint members to various Boards and Commissions, and

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission met on February 25, 20l3, and

recommended the appointment of Dennis Smith as its representative to the Board of

Zoning Adjustment,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

as follows:

SECTION 1. Dennis Smith is hereby appointed as the 2013 Planning

Commission representative to the Board of Zoning Adjustment, with a term expiration of

January 1,2014.

SECTION 2. The City Clerk is hereby directed to transmit a copy ofthis

resolution to the appointed member of the Board of Zoning Adjustment, and the

Secretary thereof.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 23th day of April, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Geer, was

upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

By:

04/2312013/C&EDDIPKellyntem 4

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-143

RESOLUTION APPROVING THE APPOINTMENT OF COUNCILMEMBER
STEPHANIE BURNSIDE AS AN ALTERNATE APPOINTEE TO THE
REDEVELOPMENT SUCCESSOR AGENCY OVERSIGHT BOARD

WHEREAS, on January 24, 2012, in accordance with AB IX 26 (Health and

Safety Code Section 34173) the Modesto City Council adopted a resolution assuming the

role of Redevelopment Successor Agency; and

WHEREAS, the Redevelopment Successor Agency is designed to wind down the

affairs of the Agency; and

WHEREAS, the Successor Agency's activities are subject to review and approval

by an oversight board; and

WHEREAS, Health and Safety Code Section 34173 (a) provides that the

oversight board will be comprised of seven appointees from the affected local taxing

entities and the community that created the redevelopment agency; and

WHEREAS, the Modesto Redevelopment Successor Agency Oversight Board

adopted a resolution recommending alternate appointments for the represented taxing

agencies; and

WHEREAS, alternate appointees will attend Oversight Board meetings in place of

appointees who are unable to attend scheduled meetings; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby appointed Councilmember Stephanie Burnside as an alternate appointee to

the Redevelopment Successor Agency Oversight Board.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 23rd day of April, 20]3, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Cogdill, was

upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Mayor Marsh

None

Muratore

By: ~~__~~~~~_____________
SUSAN . CALA WOOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-144

RESOLUTION DIRECTING STAFF TO PREPARE AND FILE THE 2013-2014
ANNUAL ENGINEER'S REPORT FOR LANDSCAPE MAINTENANCE
ASSESSMENT DISTRICT NO.1

WHEREAS, Resolution No. 88-935 adopted by tbe Council of tbe City of

Modesto on December 13, 1988, initiated proceedings for the formation of Landscape

Assessment District No.1 ("LMAD No.1") for the purpose ofadministering the

maintenance oflandscaping in tbe public right-of-way within the street medians and

adjacent to tbe access control walls in Dry Creek Meadows Subdivisions Nos. 1-6, and

WHEREAS, LMAD No. 1 was formed in accordance with tbe Landscaping and

Lighting Act of 1972 (Streets and Highways Code Sections 22500 through 22679), and

WHEREAS, Section 22622 of the Streets and Highways Code requires the

legislative body (the City Council) to adopt a resolution which shall generally describe

any proposed new improvements or any substantial changes in existing improvements

and direct staff to prepare and to file a report accordingly, and

WHEREAS, tbe annual assessment for LMAD No.1 has remained the same since

1996,and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Administrator oflnfrastructure

Financing Programs is designated by tbis Council as tbe Engineer of Work for LMAD

No.1, and is hereby directed to prepare and file an annual report in accordance with tbe

provisions of the Landscaping and Lighting Act of 1972, as amended, (Streets and

Highways Code Sections 22500 through 22679).
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 23 rd day of April, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Couneilmember Burnside,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Couneilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:
1

By:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

OOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-145

RESOLUTION DIRECTING STAFF TO PREPARE AND FILE THE 2013-2014
ANNUAL ENGINEER'S REPORT FOR LANDSCAPE MAINTENANCE
ASSESSMENT DISTRICT NO.2

WHEREAS, Resolution No. 89-460, adopted by the Council of the City of

Modesto on April 4, 1989, initiated proceedings for the formation of Landscape

Maintenance Assessment District No.2 ("LMAD No.2") for the purpose of

administering the maintenance of landscaping in the public right-of-way within the street

medians and adjacent to the access control walls in Dry Creek Meadows Subdivisions

Nos. 7-10, Creekwood Meadows Subdivision, and Yosemite Meadows Subdivisions

Units 1 & 2, and

WHEREAS, LMAD No.2 was formed in accordance with the Landscaping and

Lighting Act of 1972 (Streets and Highways Code Sections 22500 through 22679), and

WHEREAS, Section 22622 of the Streets and Highways Code requires the

legislative body (the City Council) to adopt a resolution which shall generally describe

any proposed new improvements or any substantial changes in existing improvements

and direct staff to prepare and to file a report accordingly, and

WHEREAS, the annual assessment for LMAD No.2 has gradually increased

since July 2000, and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Administrator of

Infrastructure Financing Programs is designated by this City Council as the Engineer of

Work for LMAD No.2, and is hereby directed to prepare and file an annual report in

accordance with the provisions of the Landscaping and Lighting Act of 1972, as

amended, (Streets and Highways Code Sections 22500 through 22679).

04/23/2013IC&EDfTRochaJItem 8 20]3·145



The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 23 rd day of April, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Burnside,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

By: ~~~~q£~==~~~_____
SUSA WOOD, City Attorney

i/
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-146

RESOLUTION DIRECTING STAFF TO PREPARE AND FILE THE 2013-2014
ANNUAL ENGINEER'S REPORT FOR THE SHACKELFORD LANDSCAPE
AND LIGHTING DISTRICT

WHEREAS, on June 29,1999, the County of Stanislaus fonned the Shackelford

Landscape and Lighting District ("SHACKELFORD LLD") for the purpose of

administering the maintaining seventy-seven (77) 200-watt high-pressure sodium

streetlights, and

WHEREAS, the SHACKELFORD LLD was fonned in accordance with the

Landscaping and Lighting Act of 1972 (Streets and Highways Code Sections 22500

through 22679), and

WHEREAS, the SHACKELFORD LLD is comprised ofapproximately 153

acres, includes 496 lots with both residential and commercial development, and is

bounded by Crows Landing on the west, E. Hatch Road on the south, Union Pacific

Railroad on the east, and State Route 99 on the north, and

WHEREAS, on July 1,2012, the City of Modesto assurnedjurisdiction the

Shackelford Landscape and Lighting District from the County of Stanislaus, and

WHEREAS, Section 22622 of the Streets and Highways Code requires the

legislative body (the City Council) to adopt a resolution which shall generally describe

any proposed new improvements or any substantial changes in existing improvements

and direct staff to prepare and to file a report accordingly,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that there are no proposed new improvements or any substantial changes in existing

improvements in SHACKELFORD LLD.
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BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Administrator of the Infrastructure

Financing Programs is designated by this Council as the "Engineer of Work" for the

SHACKELFORD LLD, and is hereby directed to prepare and file an annual report in

accordance with the provisions of the Landscaping and Lighting Act of 1972, as

amended, (Streets and Highways Code Sections 22500 through 22679).

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 23 rd day of April, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Burnside,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

By ____~~~~~----__-------
SUSA OOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-147

RESOLUTION APPROVING A PREQUALIFIED VENDOR LIST FOR PLAN
CHECKING AND SURVEYING SERVICES TO ASSIST THE CITY WITH
REVIEW AND APPROVAL OF VARIOUS DEVELOPMENT RELATED
PROJECTS

WHEREAS, the Community and Economic Development Department has

developed a prequalified list for plan checking and surveying services to assist the City

with review and approval ofvarious deVelopment related projects, and

WHEREAS, the cost for the plan checking and surveying services will be

reimbursed by the developer, and

WHEREAS, the vender list will be current for three (3) years with options to

extend the list for an additional year for two (2) additional years, and

WHEREAS, with current City reduced staffing and increased work load, the City

needs additional assistance to meet the requested plan check time frames, and

WHEREAS, in August of2012 the City of Modesto authorized the Purchasing

Manager to issue a formal Request For Proposals to create a vender list for plan checking

and survey services, and

WHEREAS, twenty four (24) engineering and surveying firms throughout

Stanislaus County were contacted by the City to submit proposals to be on the venders

list, and

WHEREAS, a qualified committee ofCity employees and a private architect

reviewed the proposals and selected the top four (4) consultant firms, and

WHEREAS, City staff recommends approving the prequalified vendor list, and
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WHEREAS, the city will assign projects to firms from the vendor list as projects

are submitted, and as determined by the City to be the best firm to work on the submitted

project, and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves the prequalified vendor list of consultants plan checking and

surveying services for three years, with the option of extending the vendor list each year

for a total of two more years at the sole discretion of the City.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 23 rd day of April, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Burnside,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

ATTEST: 'dD
IE LOPEZ,ci~

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

By: ______~~'~'L·U.'~.-L~~!--------~---------
SUS JA ALCALA WOOD, City Attorney

[/
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-148

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER, OR IDS DESIGNEE,
TO REIMBURSE MODESTO IRRIGATION DISTRICT $61,928.92 PER THE
AGREEMENT RELATED TO THE RELOCATION OF ELECTRIC UTILITY
POLES FOR ADDITIONAL EXPENSES WIDCH OCCURRED AT THE
SOUTHEAST CORNER OF DALE ROAD AND SNYDER AVENUE AND THE
NORTHWEST CORNER OF OAKDALE ROAD AND SYLVAN AVENUE
REQUIRED FOR THE CONGESTION MITIGATION AIR QUALITY (CMAQ)
MANAGEMENT CML 5059 (149) - RIGHT TURN LANES (4) INTERSECTIONS
PROJECT

WHEREAS, the Congestion Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) Management CML

5059 (149) - Right Tum Lanes (4) Intersections Project involves the expansion of

Oakdale Road and Sylvan Avenue intersection to include a southbound right tum lane

and the expansion of Dale Road and Snyder Avenue intersection to include a northbound

right tum lane and,

WHEREAS, Caltrans determined this project to be a categorical exclusion

pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and all other applicable

federal environmental law, regulations and executive orders and,

WHEREAS, on March 25th
, 20 I0, Caltrans approved a Categorical

Exemption/Categorical Exclusion Document and,

WHEREAS, the project is consistent and is in conformance to the General Plan

Master E.I.R. and required no additional California Environmental Quality Act clearance

and,

WHEREAS, the City of Modesto required Modesto Irrigation District to relocate

its facilities prior to the construction ofthe street improvements and,
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WHEREAS, on September 28,2010 City Council approved an Agreement

Related to the Relocation of Electric Utility Poles with Modesto Irrigation District for the

relocation of Modesto Irrigation District facilities at an estimated cost of $186, 260 and,

WHEREAS, on July 26, 2011 City of Modesto received Modesto Irrigation

District invoice # 94772 in the amount of$12,256.06 for relocation of its facilities

located at the Dale Road/Snyder Avenue intersection and,

WHEREAS, on April 11, 2012 City of Modesto received Modesto Irrigation

District Invoice # 100215 in the amount of $235,932.86 for relocation of its facilities

located at the Oakdale Road/Sylvan Avenue intersection and,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City ofModesto

that it hereby authorizes the City Manager, or his designee, to reimbursement Modesto

Irrigation District $61,928.92 per the Agreement Related to the Relocation of Electric

Utility Poles for additional expenses.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 23 rd day of April, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Burnside,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

By:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

ATTEST:

SUS ALCALA WOOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-149

A RESOLUTION ACCEPTING THE HIGHWAY SAFETY IMPROVEMENT
PROGRAM CYCLE 5 GRANT IN THE AMOUNT OF $553,500 FOR THE
INSTALLATION OF EMERGENCY VEHICLE PRE-EMPTION TRAFFIC
SIGNAL EQUIPMENT, AND AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER, OR HIS
DESIGNEE, TO EXECUTE ALL NECESSARY DOCUMENTS

WHEREAS, the City currently maintains 173 signalized intersections within the

City limits, and

WHEREAS, one hundred and twenty-seven of these intersections are equipped

with Emergency Vehicle Detection (EVD) systems, and

WHEREAS, this project will install Emergency Vehicle Detection systems at

intersections that currently do not have EVD systems and will upgrade phase detectors at

46 signalized intersections with existing EVD systems, and

WHEREAS, if funding allows, staff will pursue installing EVD systems at

Caltrans facilities on McHenry Avenue (SR-108) and Yosemite Boulevard (SR-132), and

WHEREAS, this item was approved by the Safety & Communities Committee at

their March 4, 2013, meeting.

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves the Highway Safety Improvement Program Cycle 5 grant in the

amount of$553,500 for the installation ofEmergency Vehicle Pre-emption traffic signal

equipment.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute all necessary documents.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting ofthc Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 23 rd day of April, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Burnside,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FO

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

By: _
S=UC:-S::-:-::-t"i'FA"'L'C-!'--'A'-i:L+A-'W:::C:-::OC-:O::-::Dc-,-=C=-it-y-'A-tt-o-rn-e-y

(/
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-150

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE AWARD OF PROPOSAL FOR THE
FURNISHING OF STREET OUTREACH SERVICES/CEASEFlRE INTAKE
COORDINATOR FOR THE MODESTO POLICE DEPARTMENT TO YOUTH
FOR CHRIST CENTRAL VALLEY, MODESTO, CA, AND AUTHORIZING THE
PURCHASING MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO ISSUE A PURCHASE
AGREEMENT FOR AN ESTIMATED COST OF $50,000

WHEREAS, the City Manager authorized the Purchasing Manager to issue formal

Request for Bids (RFB) for the furnishing ofStreet Outreach Services/Ceasefrre Intake

Coordinator services, and

WHEREAS, the Purchasing Division issued RFP No. 1213-15 Street Outreach I

Ceasefire Intake Coordinator services to ten (10) prospective proposers, nine (9) of which

were local organizations, posted the RFP on the City's website and formally advertised as

required by law, and

WHEREAS, proposals were formally opened in the City Clerk's Office. One

organization chose to respond, which was locally based, and

WHEREAS, an evaluation committee comprised offour (4) City staff members

evaluated the proposal, and

WHEREAS, based on providing a responsive and responsible proposal, the

evaluation committee recommends award ofproposal for the furnishing of Street

OutreachlCeasefire Intake Coordinator services for the Modesto Police Department to

Youth for Christ Central Valley, Modesto, CA, and

WHEREAS, Modesto Municipal Code Section 8-3.203 generally requires all

purchases, which meet or exceed $50,000 for material, equipment or contractual services

to be formally bid. The award ofproposal for the furnishing of Street OutreachlCeasefire
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Intake Coordinator services for the Modesto Police Department to Youth for Christ

Central Valley, Modesto, CA, and

WHEREAS, funds are budgeted in Fiscal Year 2012-13 for the furnishing of

Street Outreach/Ceasefire Intake Coordinator in Grant Reimbursement Appropriation

Unit: 100710.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby authorizes the award of proposal for the furnishing of Street

Outreach/Ceasefire Intake Coordinator services for the Modesto Police Department to

Youth for Christ Central Valley, Modesto, CA.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Purchasing Manager, or his designee, is

hereby authorized to issue a purchase agreement for an estimated cost of $50,000.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 23 rd day of April, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Burnside,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)
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Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-1S1

RESOLUTION AMENDING THE J;'ISCAL YEAR 2012-2013 ANNUAL
OPERATING BUDGET

WHEREAS, a financial analysis has been completed and it has been determined

that a budget adjustment is required to the Annual Budgets of the City of Modesto for

Fiscal Year 2012-2013,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves amending the Fiscal Year 2012-2013 annual operating budget as

shown in Exhibit A, which is attached hereto and incorporated by reference herein.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Director of Finance, or her designee, is

hereby authorized to take the necessary steps to implement the provisions of this

resolution.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of the

City of Modesto held on the 23nl day of April, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Burnside, was

upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following votes:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:
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Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None
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EXHIBIT A

COMMUNITY AND ECONOMIC DELVELOPMENT

City Council, April 23, 2013
Monthly Budget Adjustment Report

A budget adjustment is necessary to recognize unbudgeted Federal Funds received in the
Street Capital Facilities Fees Fund (Fund 3410) from Caltrans in the amount of $547,114 and
adjust the expenditure type budgets to Project 100031, Right Turn Lane - EB Briggsmore to SB
McHenry, to revtse estimates submitted and approved by Caltrans.

A budget adjustment is necessary for Project 100633 (Right Turn Lane - Prescott/Plaza) to
reallocate funding due to an increase of $106,130 in MID utility relocation costs. The increase
in MID utility relocation costs are not eligible for CMAQ funds. However, the balance of the
project is 100% funded through CMAQ monies. The money originally programed for match
monies is being reallocated to the Utility and EIR budget to cover the cost of the increase in MID
utility relocation costs. Federal dollars have not been approved by Cal-Trans at this time for the
Construction phase of the project, so this budget is being reduced.

FINANCE
During a routine Finance Department review prior to closing project 100510-
Celeste/Rose/Scenic Sewer Improvements, a member of the Finance staff discovered an error
requiring this technical budget adjustment. A journal voucher in the amount of $596,991.71 was
incorrectly posted in our financial system and resulted in the appearance of project savings of
the same amount of $596,661.71. Because staff thought there was project savings, a budget
adjustment was approved and entered into the financial system reducing the CIP project budget
by $600,000. The current situation is that we now have a project that shows more was spent
on the project than was budgeted/appropriated. Finance staff is therefore requesting that the
budget for this project be increased by $596,992. The original journal voucher error has been
corrected and this budget adjustment will result in a budget that will cover the project
expenditures. It is important to note that this budget adjustment will have no effect on the
Wastewater Fund reserves or cash position because the expenditures for this project have
already been paid. This is merely a technical budget adjustment to correct the data in the City's
financial system.

HUMAN RESOURCES (Workers' Compensation Fund)
A budget adjustment is necessary to rescind the FY 11-12 Workers' Compensation rate holiday
for the Non-General Fund accounts for a total amount of $290,395. Each Fund listed below will
make a FY 12-13 transfer to the Workers' Compensation Fund using FY 12-13 savings from
labor concessions. The FY 11-12 Workers' Compensation rate holiday for the General Fund
accounts was rescinded by Council resolution on September 25,2012.

FUND FUND NAME AMOUNT
1300 Capital Improvement Support $15,936

1700 Surface Transportation $18,013

1130 CDBG $4,085

1170 HOME $432

3220 Infrastructure Financing Program Admin $1,233



City Council, April 23, 2013
Monthly Budget Adjustment Report

Page 2 of 4

4000 Parking $1,969

4100 Water $67,811

4210 Wastewater $73,311

4480 Storm Drain $18,294

4890 Solid Waste $16,751

4310 Airport $2,024

4540 Transit $8,844

4700 Centre Plaza $4,285

5110 Central Storesflnventory $1,078

5120 Mail Services $404

5230 Information Technology $15,052

5400 Fleet Management $10,073

5310 Risk Management Admin $1,411

5520 Employee Benefits Admin $637

5800 Building Services $28,752

An adjustment is necessary to amend the FY 12-13 operating budgets for General Fund and
Non-General Fund departments to accurately reflect the recent labor concession savings as
approved by the City Council (Resolutions 2012-526 through 2012-527; 2012-369 through
2012-373; 2012-291 through 2012-292; 2012-432 through 2012--433; and 2012-168). The
adjustment will reflect the savings achieved through labor negotiations with the following union
groups: Modesto Police Officers Association (MPOA), Unrepresented Non-Sworn (Unrep),
Modesto Confidential and Management Association (MCMA), Modesto City Employees'
Association (MCEA), and the Modesto Police Management Association (MPMA). The
breakdown of savings/(expense) related to the different portions of the new agreements can be
seen below with amounts for General Fund and Non-General Funds:



City Council, April 23, 2013
Monthly Budget Adjustment Report

Page 3 of 4

Union Group Description of concession General Fund Non~GF

MPOA Employees pick up 5% more ofPERS costs starting 12-18-12 $ 440,000 $ 42,400
MPOA 3% raise moved to 3-12-13 $ (187,000) $ (18,020)
MPOA Restore step increases on 3-12-13 instead of 6-30-13 $ (44,283) $ (4,382)

Total Savingsl(Expense) $ 208,717 $ 19,998

Union Group Description of Concession
Unrep Employees pick up 3.3% more of PERS costs starting 7-17-12
Unrep 40 hours of furloughs in FY 2012-13

Total Savingsl(Expense}

Union Group Description of Concession
MCMA Employees pick up 3.3% more of PERS costs starting 7~17~12

MCMA 40 hours of furloughs in FY 2012-13
Total Savingsl(Expense)

Union Group Description of Concession
MCEA Employees pick up additional 6.6% of PERS costs starting 10-23--12
MCEA 1.5% raise effecti~ 2-12-13

General Fund
$ 77,434
$ 46,214
$ 123,648

General Fund
$ 242,654
$ 139,710
$ 382,364

General Fund
$ 170,425
$ (30,673)

Non-GF
$ 51,435
$ 27,018
$ 78,453

Non-GF
$ 412,706
$ 230,785
$ 643,491

Non~GF

Total Savingsl(Expense) $ 139,752

$ 775,089
$ (139,487)
$ 635,602

Union Group Description of concession General Fund Non-GF
MPMA 2% salary increase effecth.e 7--31-12 $ (78,252) $ (5,021)
MPMA Health Increase effecti\.e 2-28-12 $ (45,061) $ (2,891)

Total Savingsf(Expense) $ (123,313) $ (7,912)

Total
$ 482,400
$ (205,020)
$ (48,665)
$ 228,715

Total
$ 128,869
$ 73,232
$ 202,101

Total
$ 655,360
$ 370,495
$1,025,855

Total
$ 945,514
$ (170,160)
$ 775,354

Total
$ (83,273)
$ (47~952)
$ (131,225)

OVerall Concession Savingsf(Expense) $ 731,168 $1,369,632 $2,100,800

·Please note that a separate item with MPMA savings will be going to Council on February 26, 2013

MODESTO POLICE DEPARTMENT
A budget adjustment is necessary to reduce the Fiscal Year 2012-13 transfer from the General
Fund (0100) to the ARRA Public Safety Fund (1345) by $930,000, and increase the Salaries
and Benefits budgets in Cost Center 19380 (ARRA COPS CHRP) in the General Fund by the
same amount. This adjustment is necessary as positions which are no longer funded by the
grant have been moved from the Grant Fund (1345) to the General Fund (0100).

PARKS, RECREATION AND NEIGHBORHOODS
A budget adjustment is necessary to establish a Fiscal Year 2012-13 transfer in the amount of
$80,265 from the Waste-to-Energy Fund (4895) to the Compost Fund (4890-37020) to account
for reduction in AB939 revenues generated in Fiscal Year 2011-12.

A budget adjustment is necessary to establish a Fiscal Year 2012-13 transfer in the amount of
$209,082 from the Waste-to-Energy Fund (4895) to the Compost Fund (4890-37020) to
reimburse the compost fund for FY12-13 administrative personnel and office costs to support
and oversee the Waste-to-Energy program. In prior years, a transfer was not needed as the
reimbursement was disbursed by the fiduciary and received by the City of Modesto as revenue.

PUBLIC WORKS
Per the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) Grant agreement an adjustment is necessary to
reduce the revenue budgeted in Fund 4320, Special Aviation Fund, to $93,592, and increases
the Passenger Facility Charge revenue to $15,000. Additionally, based on bids received, the
Environmental Studies Project #100432 expense budget is being reduced to $200,612.

An adjustment is necessary to correct a transfer that was made from Fund 4330, County Aircraft
Tax Fund, to Fund 4320, Special Aviation Fund in the amount of $8,582, and establish a
transfer from Fund 4310, Airport Operations, to Environmental Studies Project #100432 in the
amount of $92,020.
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An adjustment is necessary to correct a transfer in the amount of $229,933 of Local
Transportation Funds (LTF) for Project #100015, Sylvan/Coffee to Oakdale Pavement. When
received, Local Transportation Funds are deposited in Fund 1510, LTF Streets and Roads
Fund, and in turn then transferred to Fund 1720, Prop 42 Fund, where they are held until an
approved project is identified, at which time funds are transferred to the project. This budget
adjustment corrects the original transfers and budgets, as well as establishes a correct transfer
and budget from Fund 1510, LTF Streets and Roads Fund, to Fund 1720, Prop 42 Fund, and
then to the project Fund 1700, Surface Transportation Fund.

Water Division crews have been working in East Modesto and are approximately 4 months
ahead of the projected meter installation schedule. This is due to the postponement of meter
installations in Waterford and a portion of installation in East Modesto. To avoid duplication of
effort, crews will move on to the next planned area of installation in North Modesto, Project
100573. Because installations in North Modesto were not planned until July 2013, funds need to
be added to this project in the current fiscal year. A budget adjustment is necessary to transfer
funds in the amount of $750,000 from Capital Improvement Project 100574 (East Modesto
Meter Installation) to Capital Improvement Project 100573 (North Modesto Meter Installation).

A budget adjustment is necessary to reduce the budgeted transfer from Fund 1710 (Prop 1B
Streets Fund) to Fund 1700 (Surface Transportation Fund) by $408,262. The reduction is
necessary due to a transfer that was completed at the end of FY12, after the FY13 budget was
adopted. This amount is inclusive of the balance of Prop 1 B funds, with interest, that is required
to be spent by June 30, 2013.



MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-152

RESOLUTION AMENDING THE FISCAL YEAR 2012-2013 ANNUAL
OPERATING BUDGET

WHEREAS, a financial analysis has been completed and it has been detennined

that a budget adjustment is required to the Annual Budgets ofthe City of Modesto for

Fiscal Year 2012-2013,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves amending the Fiscal Year 2012-2013 annual operating budget as

shown in Exhibit B, which is attached hereto and incorporated by reference herein.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Director of Finance, or her designee, is

hereby authorized to take the necessary steps to implement the provisions of this

resolution.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of the

City of Modesto held on the 23'd day ofApril, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Burnside, was

upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following votes:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)
APPROVED AS TO FORM!:

/r;;~\ J

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

By: 4.4Ji J.41cJ(
SUSAN/.kJ<\Lti{LA WOOD, City Attorney

/ !
J /~

V

04123/2013/FinanceJSChristensenlItem 16 2013-152



Exhibit B - Budget Adjustments

Revenue

Account Number Account Name Department Current Budget Adjustment Revised Budget

01 nn 90001-41201 Sales and Use Taxes General $ 18,742.536 $ 544,195 $ 19,286,731

01 )0001-41203 Utility Users Tax General $ 18,900,000 $ 100,000 $ 19,000,000

01 )0001-41204 Transient Occupancy Tax General $ 1,500,000 $ 100,000 $ 1,600,000

01UU-90001-41301 Franchise Tax - Cable TV General $ 1,400,000 $ 150,000 $ 1,550,000

0100-90001-41402 Business license Tax - Mil! Tax General $ 8,528,612 $ 109,000 $ 8,637,612

Expense

Account Number Account Name Department Current Budget Adjustment Revised Budget

0100-12110-53300 Professional Services Accounting $ 231,834 $ 36,234 $ 268,068



MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-153

A RESOLUTION ACCEPTING THE INFORMATIONAL MID-YEAR BUDGET
REPORT FOR FISCAL YEAR 2012-13 FOR THE CITY OF MODESTO
GENERAL FUND,GOLFFUND,AND CENTRE PLAZA FUND

WHEREAS, the Budget Division within the Finance Department has prepared an

informational report to be presented to the City Council on the state of the General Fund,

Golf Fund, and Centre Plaza Fund at mid-year of Fiscal Year 2012-13, and

WHEREAS, the Mid-Year Budget Report contains the following documents

which are attached hereto and referenced as "Exhibit A" the Mid-Year Budget Report,

and

WHEREAS, the informational Mid-Year Budget Report contains recommended

mid-year adjustments to the General Fund operating budget for Fiscal Year 2012-13

attached to the itcm as "Exhibit B", and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby accepts the informational Mid-Year Budget Report for the City of

Modesto's General Fund, Golf Fund, and Centre Plaza Fund for Fiscal Year 2012-13.

04J2312013/PRNILHoltiitem 17 2013·153



The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto, held on the 23 rd day of April, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Burnside,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following votes:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FOfM:

By:
SUS

04/23/2013IPRNiLHoltlItem 17

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

2 2013-153



Exhibit A

Staff has completed a mid-year review of the FY 2012/13 operating revenue and expense
budgets. This report summarizes the activities of the City's General Fund, Golf Fund and
Modesto Centre Plaza Fund. It is intended to provide the Finance Committee and the public
with a general overview of the fiscal conditions at mid-year, December 31,2012.

General Fund

General Fund Revenues:

General Fund revenues are classified into three categories: major, construction and other. At
mid-year, the total operating revenue budget for FY 2012/13 is $101.3 million.

Major Revenues: Major revenues represent 82.1 % of the total General Fund revenue budget
at $83.1 million and are detailed below.

Property Tax: The first installments of secured and unsecured property tax revenue, which is
the largest portions of property tax revenue, were received in December 2012. Factoring those
receipts into the mid-year analysis, property tax revenues received are slightly down from the
prior fiscal year. This is consistent with information that has been provided by the County
Assessor's Office. The property tax revenue projections for Fiscal Year (FY) 2012/13 reflect the
information provided by the County Assessor's Office which indicated that regular assessment
roll would likely decline by 1.45%.

Staff is not recommending any adjustment of the Property Tax revenues that are currently
budgeted at $11.4 million for FY 2012/13.

Property Tax Revenue Amount ($)
$15,000,000

$14,000,000

$13,000,000

$12,000,000

$11,000,000

$10,000,000

$9,000,000

$8,000,000
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Sales and Use Tax: The December 2012 payment has not been received at the time this
report was completed. Factoring the estimated receipt into the mid-year analysis for FY
2012/13, sales tax revenue is trending higher than FY 2011112 actuals and FY 2012/13
projections partially due to higher, sustained fuel prices as well as an increase in consumer
confidence and spending overall throughout California as the economy slowly crawls its way out
of the recent recession. While sales tax revenues are beginning to show signs of improvement,
the growth will be modest over the next five years. Estimates for growth within the City of
Modesto show a slow growth of about $1 million dollars per year through Fiscal Year 2017/18.

Staff is recommending an increase of $544,195 to the eXisting budget of $26.1 million for FY
2012/13 sales tax revenue. This will represent an increase in sales tax revenue of $670,000
from FY 2011/12 actuals.

Sales Tax Revenue Amount ($)
$27,000,000
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$20,000,000
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Actuals Actuals Acutals Actuals Budget Revised

Utility User Tax: At mid-year, utility user tax revenue is trending slightly above FY 2011/12.
However, because MID and PG&E are the largest remitters of this type of revenue, the impact
of fluctuating temperatures during the winter months remains to be seen. Staff will continue to
monitor this revenue and may recommend an adjustment after the 3'" quarter of FY 2012/13.
The actuals for Users Utility Tax has consistently come in over $19 million for the past four fiscal
years.
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Staff is recommending an increase of $100,000 to the existing budget of$18.9 million for FY
2012/13 utility user tax revenue.

$19,300,000
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Utility User Tax Amount ($)
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Actuals Actuals AcUials Actuais Budget Revised

.. utility Use, Tax Amount ($)

Transient Occupancy Tax - At mid-year, transient occupancy tax revenue is trending up very
slightly when compared to prior year and the current projections for FY 2012/13. However, this
is partially due to increased collection of past due amounts from prior years. In FY 2011/12,
transient occupancy tax actuals came in at $1.7 million.

Staff is recommending an increase to transient occupancy tax revenue of $100,000 to the
existing budget of $1.5 million for FY 2012113 at this time.
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Franchise Fees - At mid-year, franchise fee revenue is trending slightly below prior year and in
line with current projections for FY 2012/13. The slightly lower trending was caused by a
payment not being received for December 2012 for the franchise tax for Cable TV. At the time
of this report being completed the payment for December 2012 had still not been received.
Once the payment for this month is received it will correct the slightly lower trend in comparison
to FY 2011/12

Staff is recommending an increase of $150,000 to the budgeted amount of $3.7 million in
Franchise Fees revenue for FY 2012/13 at this time.

franchise Fee Amount ($)
$4,500,000
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Actuals Actuals Acutals Actuals Budget Revised

Business License/Mill Tax - At mid-year, business license/mill tax revenue is trending slightly
down from prior year. As of December 2012, revenues were also slightly behind budgeted
amounts in FY2012113 but this was caused by not yet receiving the large mil tax payment that
the City will typically receive in late January early February. Continued enforcement and
collection efforts contribute to the stability of this revenue and it is anticipated that revenues will
approximate what was received in actuals for FY 2011/12.

Staff is recommending an increase of $109,000 to the existing budget of $9.3 million for FY
2012/13 business license/mill tax revenue.
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Exhibit A

Motor Vehicle license Fee: At mid-year, motor vehicle license fee revenue is trending up
from current projections for FY 2021/13. It is important to note that the City had been notified in
FY 2011/12 that it should no longer expect motor vehicle license fee revenue in FY 2012/13 or
the subsequent years, unless there is a change in the law at the State level. However, in FY
2012/13, the State has disbursed $153,000 to the City of Modesto. This disbursement has
more than covered what was budgeted in FY 2012/13 but there is no recommendation to
increase the budget for this fee revenue as it is unclear what the State may provide in future
disbursements.

Staff is not recommending a change to the eXisting budget of $75 thousand for FY 2012/13
vehicle license fee revenue at this time.
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VLF Swap Adjustment: The first installment for this revenue has not yet been received
through the time this report was prepared. The VLF swap adjustment revenue, which is tied to
property tax revenue, for Fiscal Year 2012/13 was developed with information from Stanislaus
County which indicated that property valuations would likely decline by 1.45%. The budget for
FY 2012/13 had been reduced to incorporate this decline and still accurately reflects anticipated
revenues.

Staff is not recommending a change to the existing budget of $12 million for the FY 2012/13

VLF Swap Adjustment revenue at this time.
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Construction Revenue: Construction revenues include all revenues for the Building Safety
and Planning cost centers in the Community & Economic Development (CEO) Department and
represent 1.7% or $1.7 million of the total revenue budget for the General Fund. At mid-year,
construction revenues are trending down from prior year and current year projections for FY
2012/13, having only received $700,171 through December 2012.

Staff is not recommending an adjustment to construction revenues at this time. Based on prior
year trends, CED Department staff reports that construction revenues tend to show improved
performance in the second half of the fiscal year.
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Exhibit A

Other Revenue: Other revenue includes any revenue source that is not included in the major
or construction revenue categories and represents 16.2% or $16.4 million of the total revenue
budget for the General Fund. The revenues are accounted for under the generating department
and include a wide range of revenue sources such as service credit revenue, school officer
reimbursement (Police), youth services program fees (Parks, Recreation & Neighborhoods) and
general City fines (General).

City Council - Staff is not recommending a change to the existing budget of $0 for FY 2012/13

City Council revenue.

City Manager - Staff is not recommending a change to the existing budget of $28,741 for FY
2012/13 City Manager revenue.

Human Resources - Staff is not recommending a change to the existing budget of $197,779
for FY 2012/13 Human Resources revenue.

City Attorney - Staff is not recommending a change to the existing budget of $937,358 for FY
2012/13 City Attomey revenue.

City Clerk - Staff is not recommending a change to the existing budget of $500 for FY 2012/13

City Clerk revenue.

Finance - Staff is not recommending a change to the existing budget of $1.6 million for FY
2012/13 Finance revenue.

Community & Economic Development (CEO) - Staff is not recommending a change to the
existing budget of $1.1 million for FY 2012113 CEO revenue.
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Police - Staff is not recommending a change to the existing budget of $2.9 million for FY
2012/13 Police revenue.

Parks, Recreation & Neighborhoods (PR&N) - Staff is not recommending a change to the
existing budget of $4.2 million for FY 2012/13 PR&N revenue.

General - Staff is not recommending a change to the existing budget of $5.2 million for FY
2012/13 General revenue.
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General Fund Expenses:

Expenditures contained in the General Fund account for services provided to the citizens of
Modesto including General Administration (City Council, City Manager, Human Resources, City
Attorney, City Clerk, City Auditor and Finance), Public Safety (Police and Fire) and Community
Services (Community & Economic Development and Parks, Recreation and Neighborhoods).

Total General Fund expenditures through December 31,2012 were $47.9 million representing
46.3% of the total expenditure budget of $102,889,367.

It is important to note that expenditures within the General Fund are not as cyclical or flexible as
revenues. They typically maintain a closer percentage tie to the budget on a straight-line
calculation. Additionally, the expenditure levels can be more dependent on operational factors
than on economic factors. The following chart summarizes the individual departments
contained in the General Fund and the expenditure levels at December 31,2012 for FY
2012113.
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FY12 FY 13 FY 13 FY 13
Department Expense Actual Budget Actuals as of Available

December 31, 2012 Budget
City Council:

Salary & Benefit Expense $ 265,866 $ 290,282 $ 139,810 $ 150,472
!SF Charges $ 56,676 $ 54,799 $ 27,400 $ 27,399
Discretionary Expense $ 31,103 $ 35,753 $ 9,719 $ 26,034

City Council Total $ 353,645 $ 380,834 $ 176,929 $ 203,905

City Manager:

Salary & Benefit Expense $ 723,360 $ 750,217 $ 361,820 $ 388,397
ISF Charges $ 79,878 $ 73,707 $ 36,853 $ 36,854
Discretionary Expense $ 757,297 $ 678,757 $ 382,897 $ 295,860

CityManagerTotal $ 1,560,535 $ 1,502,681 $ 781,570 $ 121,111

Human Resources:

Salary & Benefit Expense $ 851,806 $ 1,124,799 $ 449,509 $ 675,290
ISF Charges $ 119,111 $ 108,789 $ 54,394 $ 54,395
Discretionary Expense $ 70,133 $ 54,130 $ 30,951 $ 23,179

Human Resources Total $ 1...041~O50 $ 1,287,718 $ 534,854 $ 752,864

City Attorney:

Salary & Benefit Expense $ 1,514,753 $ 1,633,484 $ 767,361 $ 866,123
!SF Charges $ 151,924 $ 172,365 $ 86,182 $ 86,183
Discretionary Expense $ 427,546 $ 583,642 $ 139,828 $ 443,814

City Attorney Totaf $ 2,094,= $ 2,389,491 $ 993,371 $ 1,396,120

City Clerk:
Salary & Benefit Expense $ 289,624 $ 300,502 $ 145,351 $ 155,151
!SF Charges $ 27,872 $ 27,242 $ 13,621 $ 13,621
Discretionary Expense $ 322,673 $ 54,888 $ 6,137 $ 48,751

City Clerk Total $ 640,169 $ 382,632 $ 165,109 $ 217,523

City Auditor:
Salary & Benefit Expense $ 4,370 $ 4,063 $ 2,031 $ 2,032
ISF Charges $ 13,123 $ 9,880 $ 4,940 $ 4,940
Discretionary Expense $ 146,954 $ 150,000 $ 55,402 $ 94,598

CityAuditor Total $ 164,447 $ 163~'943 $ 62373 $ 101,570

Finance:

Salary & Benefit Expense $ 3,301,275 $ 3,372,756 $ 1,573,765 $ 1,798,991
Intrafund Labor $ (174,562) $ (157,148) $ (71,441) $ (85,707)
JSF Charges $ 620,885 $ 522,707 $ 261,354 $ 261,353
Discretionary Expense $ 1,007,751 $ 1,192,644 $ 425,201 $ 767,443

Finance T otaf $ 4,755~ $ 4~930,959 $ 2,188,879 $ 2,742,080

Corrmunity & Economic Development (C&ED):

Salary & Benefit Expense $ 4,328,734 $ 4,686,295 $ 2,165,500 $ 2,520,795
Intrafund Labor $ (330) $ (161,416) $ (80,708) $ (80,708)
!SF Charges $ 639,252 $ 659,696 $ 329,848 $ 329,848
Discretionary Expense $ 371,328 $ 658,236 $ 293,730 $ 364,506

C&EDTotal $ 5.338;984 $ 5,842,811 $ 2,708,370 $ 3,134,441

Fire:
Salary & Benefit Expense $ $ $ $
!SF Charges $ $ $ $
Discretionary Expense $ 23,358,566 $ 24,469,284 $ 12,231,073 $ 12,238,211

Fire Total $ 23,358,566 $ 24,469,284 $ 12,231,073 $ 12.238,,211

Police:

Salary & Benefit Expense $ 35,165,348 $ 36,228,206 $ 17,560,584 $ 18,667,622
Intrafund Labor $ (216,712) $ $ (213,106) $ 213,106
!SF Charges $ 1,987,751 $ 2,112,416 $ 1,056,208 $ 1,056,208
Discretionary Expense $ 8,525,519 $ 9,244,975 S 3,870,019 $ 5,374,956

Police Total $ 45,461,_ $ 47,585,597 $ 22,273,705 $ 25,311,892
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FY12 FY 13 FY13 FY 13
Department Expense Actual Budget Actuals as of Available

December 31, 2012 Budget
Parks, Recreation & Neighborhoods (PR&H):

Salary & Benefit Expense $ 5,663,015 $ 6,125,_ $ 2,946,813 $ 3,179,153
Intrafund Labor $ (291,514) $ (296,179) $ (169,534) $ (126,645)
!SF Charges $ 991,705 $ 987,751 $ 493,876 $ 493,875
Discretionary Expense $ 4,967,404 $ 6,092,228 $ 2,084,442 $ 4,007,786

PR&NTotal $ 11,330,610 $ 12,909,766 $ 5,355,597 $ 7,554,169

Public Works:

Salary & Benefit Expense $ 15,284 $ $ $
!SF Charges $ $ $ $
Discretionary Expense $ 2,594 $ $ $

Public Works Total $ 17,878 $ $ $

General:
Salary & Benefit Expense $ $ $ $
!SF Charges $ $ $ $
Discretionary Expense $ 906,427 $ 1,043,651 $ 118,243 $ 925,408

GeneralTotai $ 906,427 '$ 1,043,651 $ 118,243 $ 925,408

General Fund Total $ 97,023,790 "$ 102,889,367 $ 47,590,074 $ 55,299,294

Expenditure Notes:

Finance - In January of this fiscal year there was a correction made to the W-2 forms that was
implemented by Accounting Division. There was an additional costs associated with this
correction that will be budgeted through the use of increased Sales Tax revenue projections in
the amount of $36,234.

Staff is recommending a budget adjustment that will increase the Accounting DiVision's
Professional Services account to pay for these increased expenses in the amount of $36,234 in
FY 2012113.

General- Year to date discretionary expenditures are at 11% of the fiscal year budget at mid­
year. Expenses for property tax collection will not be paid to the County until June, 2013.

Potential expenditure savings for each department in FY 2012/13 will be identified in the second
half of the fiscal year.
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Golf Fund

Golf Fund Revenues:

Golf Fund revenues include green fees (including First Tee and NCGA) for the Muni, Dryden
and Creekside golf courses, as well as annual memberships. Revenues had been declining in
the Golf Fund through the end of FY 2011/12. Revenues for FY 2012113 have been trending
down through December, 2012; $891,065 in FY 2011112 and $804,906 in FY 2012/13, a
decrease of $86,159 or 9.7% over the prior year.

Staff is not recommending a change to the existing budget of $1.83 million for FY 2012/13 Golf
Fund revenue.. Revisions to the revenue budget are being developed.

Golf Fund Expenses:

Expenditures contained in the Golf Fund account for the contract with Valleycrest Golf Course
Maintenance and Creekside debt service (the two largest expense components) as well as
utilities and other miscellaneous costs.

Total Golf Fund expenditures through December 31,2012 were $1,207,120 representing 53%
of the total FY 2012113 expenditure budget of $2.3 million.

Golf Fund Information:

Rounds for all three courses through December 2012 are down over the same period in the
prior year; 57,240 in FY 2011/12 and 50,803 in FY 2012/13, a decrease 6,437 rounds or 11.2%.

The Golf Fund has needed a subsidy from the General Fund for operations totaling $947,992
over the last five completed fiscal years. The budgeted subsidy from the General Fund to the
Golf Fund for FY 2012/13 is $268,174.

Parks, Recreation and Neighborhood (PR&N) staff are working to address the ongoing issues
with the Golf Fund in FY 2012/13 and as a part of developing the FY 2013/14 budget.
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Modesto Centre Plaza Fund

Modesto Centre Plaza Fund Revenues:

Modesto Centre Plaza Fund revenues include room rental, equipment rental and commissions.
Revenues have been declining in the Modesto Centre Plaza Fund through the end of FY
2012/13. Revenues for FY 2012/13 continue to trend down through December, 2012; $340,965
in FY 2011/12 and $311,927 in FY 2012/13, a decrease of $29,038 or 8.52% under the prior
year).

Staff is not recommending a change to the existing budget of $0.8 million for FY 2012/13
Modesto Centre Plaza revenue at this time. Revisions to the revenue budget are being
developed.

Modesto Centre Plaza Expenses:

Expenditures contained in the Modesto Centre Plaza Fund account for the salary and benefit
expense for 7.25 full-time equivalent (FTE) positions, utility expense, repair and maintenance
expense as well as utilities and other miscellaneous costs.

Total Modesto Centre Plaza Fund expenditures through December 31,2012 were $672,950
representing 47% of the total FY 2012/13 expenditure budget of $1.4 million.

Modesto Centre Plaza Information:

The Modesto Centre Plaza Fund has needed a subsidy from the General Fund for operations,
averaging $573,000 over the last five completed fiscal years. The budgeted subsidy from the
General Fund to the Modesto Centre Plaza Fund for FY 2012/13 is $430,000.

Parks, Recreation and Neighborhood (PR&N) staff are working to address the ongoing issues
with the Modesto Centre Plaza Fund in FY 2012113 and as a part of developing the FY 2013/14
budget. There is currently a reorganization being worked on. This strategy may include
elements such as eliminating positions and recruiting for a new Centre Plaza Manager position
in an effort to reduce the Modesto Centre Plaza General Fund subsidy.
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Revenue

Account Number Account Name Department Current Budget Adjustment Revised Budget

0) I1n-90001-41201 Sales and Use Taxes General $ 18,742,536 $ 544,195 $ 19,286,731

G 90001-41203 Utility Users Tax General $ 18,900,000 $ 100,000 $ 19,000,000

0 90001-41204 Transient Occupancy Tax General $ 1,500,000 $ 100,000 $ 1,600,000

Oluv-90001-41301 Franchise Tax - Cable TV General $ 1,400,000 $ 150,000 $ 1,550,000

0100-90001-41402 Business license Tax - Mill Tax General $ 8,528,612 $ 109,000 $ 8,637,612

Expense

Account Number Account Name Department Current Budget Adjustment Revised Budget

0100-12110-53300 Professional Services Accounting $ 231,834 $ 36,234 $ 268,068



MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-154

RESOLUTION ACCEPTING A BICYCLE TRANSPORTATION ACCOUNT
(BTA) GRANT IN THE AMOUNT OF $884,936, AUTHORIZING THE CITY
MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO EXECUTE ALL DOCUMENTS
RELATING TO THIS GRANT AND AUTHORIZING THE FINANCE
DIRECTOR, OR HER DESIGNEE, TO AMEND THE FY2012-2013 CAPITAL
IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM PROJECT VIRGINIA CORRIDOR PHASE VI
(100308) BUDGET IN ORDER TO FULLY FUND THE PROJECT

WHEREAS, the City of Modesto received a grant from the Bicycle

Transportation Account in the amount of $884,936 for construction of the Virginia

Corridor Phase VI project, and

WHEREAS, Virginia Corridor Phase VI will construct an additional .75 mile of

paved bicycle and pedestrian trail, and

WHEREAS, the City is being allocated $2,031,831 in FY2012-2013 Congestion

Mitigation and Air Quality funds for construction of the Virginia Corridor Phase VI

project, and

WHEREAS, the grant from the Bicycle Transportation Account will be utilized to

fully fund the construction of the Virginia Corridor Phase VI project.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City ofModesto

that it hereby approves accepting the funds from the Bicycle Transportation Account and

authorizes the City Manager, or his designee, to execute all documents relating to this

grant.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Finance Director, or her designee, is

hereby authorized to amend the FY2012-2013 Capital Improvement Program budget in

order to fully fund the Virginia Corridor Phase VI project and implement the provisions

of this resolution.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 23rd day of April, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Burnside,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FOl}M:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

By: -=::-=-:-::-;$fI'71.~!wt~'\M~,t'\-//:-::=:-::=-:::-:--:-__
SUS~ ALCALA WOOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-155

RESOLUTION ACCEPTING THE WORK BY BC CONSTRUCTION FOR THE
SENIOR CENTER ADA UPGRADES PROJECT AS COMPLETE,
AUTHORIZING THE CITY CLERK TO FILE A NOTICE OF COMPLETION
WITH THE STANISLAUS COUNTY RECORDER UPON RECEIPT OF
APPROVED BOND, AND AUTHORIZING FINAL PAYMENT IN
ACCORDANCE WITH THE CONTRACT

WHEREAS, a report has been filed by the Director, Parks, Recreation and

Neighborhoods that the work performed at the Senior Citizens Center has been completed

by BC Construction in accordance with the contract agreement dated June 5, 2012.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that Senior Center ADA Upgrades Project is hereby accepted as complete from said

contractor BC Construction, and the City Clerk to file a Notice of Completion with the

Stanislaus County Recorder upon receipt of approved Bond, and that final payment is

authorized as provided in the contract.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 23 rd day of April, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Burnside,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)
APPROVED AS TO FOR1j1:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

By: '~~vlj
SUSANAarCALlwoOD, City Attorney

!Jv
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-156

RESOLUTION ACCEPTING THE WORK BY PANTANO EXCAVATING, INC.
DBA PANTANO DEMOLITION FOR THE WATER TOWER REMOVAL
PROJECT AS COMPLETE AND AUTHORIZING THE CITY CLERK TO FILE
A NOTICE OF COMPLETION WITH THE STANISLAUS COUNTY
RECORDER UPON RECEIPT OF APPROVED BOND

WHEREAS, aNotice of Completion report has been filed with the Stanislaus

County Recorder by the architect as directed by the Director, Parks, Recreation and

Neighborhoods in accordance with the contract agreement.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that the Water Tower Removal Project is hereby accepted as complete from said

contractor Pantano Excavating, Inc. dba Pantano Demolition, and the City Clerk is

authorized to file a Notice of Completion with the Stanislaus County Recorder upon

receipt of approved Bond.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 23 rd day of April, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Burnside,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Mayor Marsh

None

Muratore

By:
~~~~~~~~~~~~~-------
SUS /{ ALCALA WOOD, City Attorney

C/
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-157

RESOLUTION ACCEPTING THE WORK BY .lHK CONSTRUCTION, INC.
ESCALON FOR THE SENIOR CITIZENS CENTER ENERGY EFFICIENCY
PROJECT - HVACIROOF REPLACEMENT PROJECT AS COMPLETE AND
AUTHORIZING THE CITY CLERK TO FILE A NOTICE OF COMPLETION
WITH THE STANISLAUS COUNTY RECORDER UPON RECEIPT OF
APPROVED BOND

WHEREAS, a Notice of Completion report has been filed with the Stanislaus

County Recorder by the architect as directed by the Director, Parks, Recreation and

Neighborhoods in accordance with the contract agreement.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that Senior Citizens Center Energy Efficiency Project - HAVC/RoofReplacement Project

is hereby accepted as complete from said contractors JHK Construction, Inc. Escalon and

the City Clerk is authorized to file a Notice ofCompletion with the Stanislaus County

Recorder upon receipt of approved Bond.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of the

City of Modesto held on the 23,d day ofApril, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Burnside, was

upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)
APPROVED AS TO FORM:

, \,.! "I"'!~I/By: '>' 'I'

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

SUS~ 1\ AiCALA WOOD, City Attorney
'J'
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-158

RESOLUTION ACCEPTING THE WORK BY BARHAM, INC. DBA BC
CONSTRUCTION, OF CERES FOR THE SENIOR CITIZENS CENTER
ENERGY EFFICIENCY PROJECT - HVACIROOF REPLACEMENT PROJECT
AS COMPLETE AND AUTHORIZING THE CITY CLERK TO FILE A NOTICE
OF COMPLETION WITH THE STANISLAUS COUNTY RECORDER UPON
RECEIPT OF APPROVED BOND

WHEREAS, a Notice of Completion report has been filed with the Stanislaus County

Recorder by the architect as directed by the Director, Parks, Recreation and Neighborhoods

in accordance with the contract agreement.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that Senior Citizens Center Energy Efficiency Project - HAVC/Roof Replacement Project

is hereby accepted as complete from said contractor Barham, Inc. DBA BC Construction,

Ceres, and the City Clerk is authorized to file a Notice ofCompletion with the Stanislaus

County Recorder upon receipt of approved Bond.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of the

City of Modesto held on the 23 rd day of April, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Burnside, was

upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)
APPROVED AS TO FORIyl:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

By: q:]~/
SUSAN,A)AtfuA WOOD, City Attorney

! !
c./
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CITY OF MODESTO
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-159

A RESOLUTION APPROVING A LOAN REASSIGNMENT FOR THE
PROPERTY LOCATED AT 1305 N. ROSEMORE AVENUE, FROM
SAMANTHA BERRYHILL TO CECILIA GONZALEZ AND JERRY
ANDERSON WHO ARE QUALIFIED TO PARTICIPATE IN THE PROGRAM,
AND REQUIRED THAT THE NEW LOAN IS RECORDED IN FIRST
POSITION, AS IT WAS PREVIOUSLY RECORDED, AND AUTHORIZING THE
CITY MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO SIGN LOAN REASSIGNMENT
DOCUMENTS ON BEHALF OF THE CITY OF MODESTO AS THE HOUSING
SUCCESSOR AGENCY TO THE REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY OF THE CITY
OF MODESTO

WHEREAS, In 1996, the Redevelopment Agency ofthe City of Modesto (RDA)

loaned Habitat for Humanity, Stanislaus (Habitat) $103,000 to assist Habitat with the

acquisition and development of real property which is comprised of six (6) vacant

parcels, including the 1305 N. Rosemore property, and

WHEREAS, in 1997, the RDA loaned Habitat $27,000 to assist in the acquisition

and development of the same six (6) vacant parcels of real property, and

WHEREAS, the total amount of the two loans is $130,000, and

WHEREAS, Habitat agreed to use the RDA loans to acquire and construct on

each of the six (6) parcels an affordable single-family home for low income and very low

income families participating in Habitat's "Sweat Equity Program", and

WHEREAS, under the loan agreement, Habitat promised to divide the total loan

funds into six (6) equal amounts and to allocate one-sixth (1/6) of the loan funds to each

of the six (6) parcels on which a single family sweat equity unit would be constructed,

and transfer one-sixth (1/6) of the RDA loans through a loan assumption to qualified

homebuyers, and
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WHEREAS, on Apri123, 2003, Habitat and the homebuyers Jason Berryhill and

Samantha Berryhill entered into an agreement for the sale and purchase of 1305 N.

Rosemore Avenue, and

WHEREAS, as a condition of the sale, Mr. and Mrs. Berryhill agreed to assume

one-sixth (1/6) of the RDA loans ($21,666.67) and executed a Promissory Note, a Deed

of Trust, an Assumption Agreement and Affordable Housing Covenant, which was

recorded on July 31, 2003, and

WHEREAS, On November 30, 2012, a document was recorded as instrument No.

2012-0107351, transferring the 1305 N. Rosemore property from Jason Berryhill and

Samantha Berryhill who acquired title as husband and wife as joint tenants to Samantha

Berryhill, and

WHEREAS, on February 22,2013, City staff received a letter from Habitat

requesting the City of Modesto's approval to reassign the RDA loan from Ms. Berryhill

to the new homebuyer, and

WHEREAS, Ms. Berryhill notified Habitat that her needs have changed since

acquiring the property and is ready to downsize, and

WHEREAS, Habitat has another family in the Habitat's "Sweat Equity Program"

who has been qualified and approved by Habitat and is in need ofa four (4) bedroom

home, and

WHEREAS, in 2010, Habitat's Board of Directors amended their policy to allow

qualified Habitat homeowners to transfer their home equity to larger or smaller housing

units to meet changing household need, and
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WHEREAS, all program participants were notified ofthis change and Ms.

Berryhill would like to take advantage of this option, and

WHEREAS, the new homebuyers, Cecilia Gonzalez and Jerry Anderson, are

qualified to purchase the property located at 1305 N. Rosemore Avenue, and

WHEREAS, on April 4, 2013 the Oversight Board of the City of Modesto

Redevelopment Successor Agency reviewed this item and requested it be forwarded to

the Citizen's Housing and Commtmity Development Committee (CH&CDC) for review,

and

WHEREAS, upon Council approval of the loan reassignment, staffwill work with

the City Attorney's Office to draft loan documents for the new homebuyer.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that that the loan reassignment for the property located at 1305 N. Rosemore Avenue,

from Samantha Berryhill to Cecilia Gonzalez and Jerry Anderson, who are qualified to

participate in the program is hereby accepted, and that the City Manager, or his designee,

is authorized to sign loan reassignment documents on behalf ofthe City of Modesto as

the Housing Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City of Modesto.

THEREFORE, BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED by the Council of the City of

Modesto that the new loan is recorded in first position as it is currently recorded.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 23 rd day of April, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Burnside,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

By:~____~~~__~__=-______
SUSAN WOOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-160

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE ELIMINATION OF THE FIVE PERCENT
(5%) RETENTION OF CONTRACTOR PAYMENTS IN CAPITAL
IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM PROJECT TUOLUMNE RIVER REGIONAL
PARK GATEWAY PHASE 1.3 TRAILS (100709)

WHEREAS, on December 11,2012, by Resolution No. 2012-517, Council

awarded the construction contract for TRRP Gateway Pha~e 1.3 Trails to Harris Builders,

Inc. of Hilmar, CA, and

WHEREAS, Partial funding for this project is by a grant from the Habitat

Conservation Fund in the amount of$200,000, and

WHEREAS, the performance period for this grant ends on June 30, 2013 and the

project will be completed before that deadline, and

WHEREAS, with the current five percent (5%) retention policy in place it is

possible that not ail expenses will have been paid before the end of the grant performance

period, and

WHEREAS, eliminating the requirement to retain five percent (5%) of the

contractor payments and making this a zero percent (0%) retention project decreases that

possibility, and

WHEREAS, eliminating the five percent (5%) retention allows for the City to pay

100% of the contractor's invoice for work completed, which is consistent with the

invoice payment policy used in Federally-funded projects.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby authorizes the elimination ofthe five percent (5%) retention ofcontractor
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payments in the Tuolumne River Regional Park Gateway Phase 1.3 Trails project

(100709) making it a zero percent (0%) retention Capital Improvement Program project.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 23 rd day of April, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilrnember Burnside,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilrnembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

d¥' iBy: .. rl
SUSAN.-yclLA WOOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-161

A RESOLUTION ACCEPTING THE ANTI-DRUG ABUSE (ADA)
ENFORCEMENT PROGRAM GRANT FROM THE BOARD OF STATE AND
COMMUNITY CORRECTIONS (BSCC), IN THE AMOUNT OF $251,372, FOR
THE STANISLAUS DRUG ENFORCEMENT AGENCY (SDEA), TO COMBAT
MAJOR DRUG TRAFFICKING AND MANUFACTURING; AND
AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO EXECUTE
THE NECESSARY PROGRAM DOCUMENTS

WHEREAS, the Modesto Police Department applied for funding from the Board

of State and Community Corrections (BSCC) for the Stanislaus Anti·Drug Abuse (ADA)

Enforcement Program, and

WHEREAS, this program is funded by the Edward Byrne Memorial Justice

Assistance Grant (JAG), and

WHEREAS, the Stanislaus Anti-Drug Abuse Enforcement Program is part of the

Stanislaus Drug Enforcement Agency (SDEA), and

WHEREAS, this program will integrate federal, state, and local law enforcement

agencies, prosecutors, and probation officers for the purpose of enhancing inter-agency

coordination and intelligence and facilitating multi-jurisdictional investigations to combat

major drug trafficking and manufacturing, and

WHEREAS, the funding will allow the task force to work on special operations,

service of warrants, arrests and seizure ofdrugs and assets, conduct probation searches,

prosecute and convict arrestees, and major methamphetamine manufacturers and

distributors, and

WHEREAS, the SDEA is responsible for compliance with all regulations

pertaining to the ADA Enforcement Program grant, including all reporting requirements,

and
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WHEREAS, the City of Modesto is responsible for the financial reporting

requirements,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby accepts the Anti-Drug Abuse (ADA) Enforcement Program Grant from the

Board ofState and Community Corrections (BSCC), in the amount of $251 ,372, for the

Stanislaus Drug Enforcement Agency (SDEA), to combat major drug trafficking and

manufacturing.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute the necessary program documents.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 23 rd day of April, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Burnside,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

04/23/2013IMPDICRaymerlItem 24

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

ATTEST:~~~~~~~~~~~
STEPH
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-162

A RESOLUTION AMENDING THE SDEA FISCAL YEAR 2012/2013 MULTI­
YEAR AND OPERATING BUDGETS TO APPROPRIATE REVENUES AND
EXPENDITURES OF $251,372 FROM THE BOARD OF STATE AND
COMMUNITY CORRECTIONS (BSCC) FOR THE STANISLAUS DRUG
ENFORCEMENT AGENCY (SDEA) TO COMBAT MAJOR DRUG
TRAFFICKING AND MANUFACTURING; AND AUTHORIZING THE
FINANCE DIRECTOR, OR HER DESIGNEE, TO IMPLEMENT THE
PROVISIONS OF THIS RESOLUTION

WHEREAS, the Modesto Police Department desires to participate in the Anti-

Drug Abuse Enforcement Team Grant Program supported by the Edward Byrne

Memorial Justice Assistance Grant Program funds and administered by the Board of State

and Community Corrections (hereafter referred to as the BSCC), and

WHEREAS, the Stanislaus Anti-Drug Abuse Enforcement Program is part of the

Stanislaus Drug Enforcement Agency (SDEA), and

WHEREAS, this program will integrate federal, state, and local law enforcement

agencies, prosecutors, and probation officers for the purpose ofenhancing inter-agency

coordination and intelligence and facilitating multi-jurisdictional investigations to combat

major drug trafficking and manufacturing, and

WHEREAS, the SDEA has been a recipient of this grant for the past 21 years, and

WHEREAS, the grant is used to pay for personnel and training within the

countywide Joint Powers Agreement unit, and

WHEREAS, federal grant funds received hereunder shall not be used to supplant

expenditures, and
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WHEREAS, partnering entities agree to abide by the statues and regulations

governing the federal Justice Assistance Grant Program as well as the terms and

conditions of the Grant Agreement as set forth by the BSCC,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that the 2012/2013 Multi-Year and Operating Budgets are hereby amended as indicated

in attached Exhibit A, which is incorporated by reference herein.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Finance Director, or her designee, to

implement the provisions of this resolution.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 23'd day of April, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Burnside,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES:

NOES:

ABSENT:

(SEAL)

Councilmembers:

Councilmembers:

Councilmembers:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

APPROVED AS TO FORM:
f

By: ____~~~~J~y--------__---
LCALAWOOD, City Attorney
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Attachment A: Budget Adjustment for Multi-Year 12/13
BSCC ADA Grant

Current Increase! Revised
Budget (Decrease} Budget

Revenues
TO:
13-6600-80240-42090 $290,009 ($ 38,637) $251,372 Intergov-Federal-Misc.

Expenses
FROM:

13-6600-80240-51001 $194,977 ($38,637) $156,340 Salaries & Wages - Regular

TO:

13-6600-80210-53503 $141,348 $38,637 $179,985 Intergov. Services - Local



MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-163

A RESOLUTION APPROVING A LEASE AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE CITY
OF MODESTO AND ROGER ALAN MCELROY FOR THE PROPERTY
LOCATED AT 1124 F STREET, MODESTO, CALIFORNIA, FOR THE POLICE
DEPARTMENT'S EVIDENCE AND PROPERTY BUILDING, FOR THE
AMOUNT OF $3,300 PER MONTH; AND AUTHORIZING THE CITY
MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO EXECUTE THE AMENDMENT TO
LEASE AGREEMENT

WHEREAS, the City of Modesto leases the property at 1124 F Street, Modesto

for the Police Department's Property and Evidence Building, and

WHEREAS, the new lease is a five-year term, commencing upon Couucil

approval, and

WHEREAS, the lease payments will increase from $2,500 per month to $3,300

per month, and

WHEREAS, the landlord has agreed to install and pay for a fire suppression

system to the facility, and

WHEREAS, the cost of the project is approximately $48,000, and

WHEREAS, the Police Department wishes to continue this lease agreement and

Police staff considers this reasonable and critically important for the protection ofour

evidence and property, and

WHEREAS, the landlord will pay all property taxes and general assessments

levied and assessed against the premises during the term ofthe lease, and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Couucil of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves a Lease Agreement between the City of Modesto and Roger Alan

McElroy for the property located at 1124 F Street, Modesto, California, for the Police

Department's Evidence and Property Building, for the amouut of$3,300 per month.
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BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute the Lease Agreement.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 23 rd day of April, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Burnside,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:
1

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

By:-=~~~~(;~~~~_______
SUSAN LCALA WOOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-164

RESOLUTION APPROVING THE CITY OF MODESTO TRANSIT SERVICES
TITLE VI PROGRAM

WHEREAS, the City of Modesto operates fixed route and demand response

transit service for the Modesto urban area, and

WHEREAS, as a recipient of Federal Transit Administration (FTA) funds the

City is required to ensure that the benefits of the transit system are not denied to anyone

on the basis of race, color or national origin pursuant to the requirements of Title VI of

the Civil Rights Act of 1964, as amended, and

WHEREAS, rules established by the Federal Transit Administration (FTA) to

implement the Act require the City to have a program in place to ensure compliance with

the Act and,

WHEREAS, Attached hereto as Exhibit A is a Title VI Program prepared by

City staff in compliance with the regulations set by the Federal Transit Administration

(FTA) to implement Title VI of the Civil Rights Act ofl964, as amended.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves the City of Modesto Transit Services Title VI Program attached

hereto as Exhibit A.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 23'd day of April, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Burnside,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

By:
~~~-7HP~~~~~~~--------
SUSAN CALA WOOD, City Attorney
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CITY OF MODESTO TRANSIT
Title VI Program

INTRODUCTION

Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, a federal statute, provides that no person shall, on the
grounds of race, color, or national origin, be excluded from participation in, be denied the
benefits of, or be subjected to discrimination under any program or activity receiving federal
financial assistance. In addition, Presidential Executive Order 13166 requires recipients of
federal funds to take reasonable steps to address the needs of individuals who have limited­
English proficiency in order to ensure no discrimination occurs based upon national origin.

On October 1, 2012, the Federal Transit Administration (FTA) released Circular 4702.1B to
comply with the newly revised Department of Transportation (DOT) regulations issued to
implement the Civil Rights Act of 1964, the Civil Rights Restoration Act of 1987, and Executive
Order 13166. The City of Modesto Transit Services' Title VI Program has been updated to reflect
the requirements of the new circular. As part of the program implementation, Modesto Transit
is also required to submit a Title VI compliance report to the FTA Region 9 office every three
years. This plan and report highlight Modesto Transit's efforts to support and comply with all
aspects of Title VI.

Modesto Transit's Title VI Program goals are:

• Ensuring that the level and quality of public transportation service is provided in a
nondiscriminatory manner;

• Promoting full and fair participation in public transportation decision-making without
regard to race, color, or national origin;

• Ensuring meaningful access to transit-related programs and activities by persons with
limited-English proficiency

PUBLIC NOTIFICATION PROCESS

Modesto Transit does not discriminate against any person with respect to any federally-assisted
transit program or service. Modesto Transit provides information regarding its Title VI
obligations to the public using a variety of methods. Information, including references to FTA
circulars, the Transit Title VI program, and the Title VI complaint procedure, is available on the
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Modesto Transit program web site and at the Modesto Transit office. It is also provided to staff,
citizens, consultants, and contracted transit providers. Notice of non-discrimination policy
(Appendix A) is posted at the Modesto Area Express (MAX) office, at the Transit office, on the
website, in the MAX Ride Guide, and in the Modesto Area Dial-A-Ride (MADAR) Consumer
Guide. It is also included in all contracts, Memorandums of Understanding, public meetings,
and bid advertisements.

COMPLAINTS

Modesto Transit has a formal complaint process in place. The Title VI Complaint Procedures
and Complaint Forms are available in English and in Spanish on the website, at the MAX office,
and at the Modesto Transit office. Copies of these documents are located in Appendix B.

Title VI complaints are made to the administrative offices of Modesto Transit. All individuals
making a Title VI complaint shall be notified in writing of the protections and due process
procedures available to them as provided by Title VI. All Title VI complaints are recorded in a
special Title VI file. Following the filing of a complaint, Modesto Transit will conduct an
investigation and ensure that all necessary follow-up actions are conducted. As required by the
FTA, the Title VI complaint file includes the date of the complaint, the date(s) of the
investigation, summary of the allegation, current status of the investigation, and legal or
administrative actions taken as a result of the complaint.

Due to the absence of any Title VI complaints, local state or federal agency investigations, or
lawsuits during the preceding reporting period, no list is included in this document.

PUBLIC PARTICIPATION

Modesto Transit relies upon Stanislaus Council of Governments' (StanCOG) Public Participation
Plan (Appendix C) for ensuring compliance with FTA requirements for a locally developed public
participation process to consider public comment before raising a fare or carrying out a major
change in transportation service. There were no major events during the preceding reporting
period since Modesto Transit did not make any fare changes or major route changes.

Despite the lack of major changes, Modesto Transit recognizes the importance of participating
in a wide variety of public meetings and workshops to share information about transit
programs, activities, and services in order to collect information from users of Modesto Transit
services. At these public outreach activities transit staff receives input regarding transit issues
and concerns from disadvantaged citizens, including senior citizens, minorities, low-income,
and persons with physical or cognitive disabilities. All Modesto Transit-sponsored meetings or
activities are conducted in locations that are accessible as required by the Americans with
Disabilities Act (ADA) and have ready access to public transit services (fixed-route and
paratransit).
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Information on public outreach meetings is widely disseminated and coordinated to ensure that
the public is aware that they can participate in these activities through the use of readily
available transit services and that the meetings are ADA accessible.
Regular meetings are held with local agency representatives and riders as well, to ensure that
information on the paratransit system is widely disseminated, and that rider concerns and
questions are addressed. A rider and agency representatives committee, which meets
regularly, is provided information on the fare structure and is used as a consultative body when
making fare decisions. Paratransit riders are offered periodic opportunities to evaluate and
comment on the City's paratransit system through customer surveys and comment forms.

LANGUAGE ASSISTANCE PLAN

Consistent with Title VI, DOT's implementing regulations, and Executive Order 13166, Modesto
Transit takes reasonable steps to ensure meaningful access to benefits, services, information,
and other important transit activities for individuals who are limited-English proficient (LEP).

To provide meaningful access to Modesto Transit programs and services for persons who have
limited English proficiency, a lEP plan was developed (Appendix D). This plan is a training tool
and guide for transit staff members on how to recognize a person who may need language
assistance and how to provide that assistance.

local demographic data revealed a need to provide language assistance in the Spanish-speaking
community. It is the goal of Modesto Transit's lEP program and plan to provide bi-lingual
English/Spanish editions of all public transit information materials. During this reporting
period, the remaining critical information documents for MAX and MADAR, except for the
limited text portions on the MAX system map, have been translated into Spanish. In addition,
any service change notices are posted at key transit sites and prominently displayed in all buses
in both English and Spanish.

Both MAX and MADAR operations have special customer services staff members who are bi­
lingual and are trained to assist persons with limited English language proficiency. In
recognition of the level of support needed, MADAR and MAX operations staff have bi-lingual
supervisors and customer service representatives to assist Spanish speaking riders.

Modesto Transit also continues to conduct outreach to LEP populations in the neighborhoods in
which they live. Through the MAX Pass Outlet Program, Modesto Transit contracts with a
variety of community-based organizations and small businesses to provide similar access to bus
passes throughout the MAX service area. This program provides an additional opportunity to
obtain written and verbal information about MAX services, as well as opportunities to conduct
MAX pass purchases in the language most common to the neighborhood.
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COMMITTEE MEMBERSHIP

Title 49 CFR Section 21.5(b)(1)(vii) states that the recipient of a federal transit grant may not, on
the grounds of race, color, or national origin, deny a person the opportunity to participate as a
member of a planning, advisory, or similar body which is an integral part of a program.
Modesto Transit's only advisory body is the Modesto Transit ADA Advisory Committee. All
meetings are announced to local agencies, community groups, advocacy organizations, and
MADAR riders and are open to the public.

No table of committee member racial breakdown is included in this report since Modesto
Transit has no committees for which it appoints members.

SUBRECIPIENTS

Modesto Transit's only subrecipient is the City of Ripon. During this reporting period, the City of
Modesto and the City of Ripon entered into a Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) regarding
FTA Section 5307 funded activities for the Modesto Urbanized Area (Appendix E). As a result of
this agreement, the City of Ripon was able to perform the first step toward starting transit
service by completing their first Short Range Transit Plan in January of 2011. Modesto Transit
staff also coordinated with the City of Ripon to obtain Congestion Mitigation Air Quality
(CMAQ) funding through San Joaquin Council of Governments (Ripon's Metropolitan Planning
Organization) and the Stanislaus Council of Governments (MOdesto's MPO) to purchase a bus in
late 2012. In addition, an Amendment has been approved to the 2013 Federal Transportation
Improvement Program (FTIP) for City of Ripon to purchase a second bus.

No public transit services were provided by City of Ripon during this reporting period. The
process for monitoring City of Ripon as a subrecipient to enable Modesto Transit to meet its
general reporting requirements has been achieved through the MOU and submission of annual
certifications and assurances. The most recent letter requesting City of Ripon's annual
certifications is included in Appendix E.

CONSTRUCTED FAClUTlES

During the preceding reporting period Modesto Transit has constructed one facility. The new
Bus Maintenance Facility was completed in July of 2012. The prior facility had been built as a
creamery in 1917 and was later converted to a maintenance garage. That facility had only three
small bays which required some larger buses to be maintained outside.

Planning and accumulation of grant funds began in 1996, which predates current requirements
for a Title VI equity analysis. However, the basic principles were observed using the appropriate
tools of the time within the 1999 Environmental Assessment report and the Finding of No
Significant Impact (FONSI) received in 2000. The FONSI is included in Appendix F.
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The environmental analysis performed in the planning process established that land acquisition
would require relocation of four commercial tenants located on the two parcels needed. No
further disruption of the neighborhood or commercial boundaries within the project vicinity
would be caused by the project. The project was consistent with City of Modesto's general plan
and zoning and was adjacent to existing City of Modesto facilities. The area was already
dominated by vehicle maintenance and storage uses and built on an existing asphalt area so the
project design would not conflict with any visual character near the site.

In addition, the Environmental Justice portion of the full environmental assessment concluded
that the Bus Maintenance Facility would not displace or disrupt the cohesion or economic
vitality of a minority or low income community. The attached FONSI was based, in part, upon
this conclusion.

STANDARDS AND POLICIES

In addition to the above general reporting requirements, FTA Circular 4702.1B requires
providers of fixed route public transportation to submit additional information specific to fixed
route service. Since Modesto Transit does NOT operate fifty (50) or more fixed route vehicles in
peak service, it is subject only to the requirements for system-wide standards and policies.

Title 40 CFR Section 21.5(b)(2) specifies that a recipient shall not utilize criteria or methods of
administration which have the effect of subjecting persons to discrimination because of their
race, color, or national origin. In addition, Appendix C to Title 49 CFR part 21 establishes that
"no person or group of persons shall be discriminated against with regard to routing,
scheduling, or quality of service on the basis of race, color, or national origin. Frequency of
service, age and quality of vehicles assigned to routes, quality of stations serving different
routes, and locations of routes may not be determined on the basis of race, color, or national
origin."

Modesto Transit has adopted the following service standards and policies in compliance with
these regulations:

Vehicle Load Standard

Peak
The average of all loads during the peak operating period should not exceed each bus's
achievable capacity. Peak loads are:

Bus Type
low Floor 35'
low Floor 40'
Standard 35'
Standard 40'

Passenger Capacity
67
80
50
63
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Off-Peak
The average loads during off-peak hours should not exceed the number of seats in the bus.
Seating capacities are:

Bus Type
Low Floor 3S'
Low Floor 40'
Standard 35'
Standard 40'

Vehicle f.jPOrl","M Standard

Seats
30
36
33
41

The standard headway for weekday service is thirty (30) minutes during the entire service day.
Routes that average fewer than twenty-five (25) passengers per vehicle service hour will be
operated with hourly headways unless special conditions warrant more frequent service.

Scheduling involves the consideration of a number of factors including: ridership productivity,
transit/pedestrian friendly streets, density of transit-dependent population and activities,
relationship to the City of Modesto's general plan and the StanCOG regional transportation
plan, relationship to major transportation developments, land use connectivity, and
transportation demand management.

On-Time Performance Standard

Eighty-five (85) percent of vehicles will complete their established runs no more than eight (8)
minutes late and without departing any mid-route bus stops more than three (3) minutes early.

Service Standard

Transit routes will be distributed so that ninety (90) percent of all residents live within one­
quarter mile of a bus route.

\le~icle~ssjJinmel1tPolicy ..

Buses will be assigned to routes so that each group of buses of the same age will be evenly
distributed across the service area. low Floor buses will be deployed on high ridership routes to
facilitate expeditious boarding and alighting.
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Transit Amenities Policy

Installation of Transit amenities along bus routes are based on:
1. The number of passengers boarding at bus stops along each route.

2. The availability of sidewalk space or property behind the sidewalks that could
accommodate amenities.

3. The physical capabilities of passengers anticipated to use the amenities, e.g. stops used
frequently by disproportionately large numbers of senior citizens or passengers with
disabilities are more likely to receive amenities.

4. The distribution of boardings during the hours service is provided. Stops that board
large numbers of passengers once or twice each day and few during the remainder of
the day will be less likely to receive amenities than stops with fewer boardings
distributed more evenly throughout the day.
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APPENDIX A

MAX'S Non-Discrimination Statement..................•....... ....•.............

Modesto Area Express (MAX) is committed to a policy of non-discrimination in program
services pursuant to the requirements of Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964. Any person who
believes that he or she has been subjected to discrimination under Title VI on the basis of race,
color or national origin may file a complaint with MAX. To receive additional information on
MAX's non-discrimination obligations, or to file a complaint, please call the MAX administrative
office at 209.577.5295 or write to: City of Modesto, Transit Division, P.O. Box 642, Modesto, CA
95353.

Modesto Area Express (MAX) se compromete a una norma de no discriminacion en sus
programas de servicio de acuerdo a los requisitos del Articulo VI del Acto Derechos Civiles de
1964. Cualquier persona que crea que ha sido discriminada bajo el Articulo VI basado en raza,
color, u origen nacional puede asentar una demanda con MAX. Para recibir mas informacion
acerca de las obligaciones de no discriminacion de MAX 0 para archivar una demanda, favor de
lIamar al 209.577.5295 0 escriba a: City of Modesto, Transit, P.O. Box 642, Modesto CA 95353.
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APPENDIXB

City of Modesto Transit Civil Rights Complaint Procedure

The City of Modesto operates its transit services without regard to race, color, and national
origin in accordance with Title VI of the Civil Rights Act. Any person who believes he or she has
been aggrieved by an unlawful discriminatory practice under Title VI may file a complaint with
the City of Modesto Transit Section. Any such complaint must be in writing and filed with the
Modesto Transit within 180 days following the date of the alleged discriminatory occurrence.

City of Modesto Transit Title VI Complaint forms are available at the office of the City of
Modesto Transit Section located at 1010 10th St. Modesto, CA 95354 and online at
www.modestoareaexpress.com. Completed forms should be mailed to:

City of Modesto Transit
P.O. Box 642
Modesto, CA 95353

Verbal complaints will be accepted and transcribed by the Title VI Coordinator for any
complainant unable to complete the form. Verbal complaints may be filed in person at 1010
10th St or by phone 209-577-5201.

A complainant may file a complaint directly with the United States Department of
Transportation and/or the California Department of Transportation. If a complaint is filed with
the City of Modesto Transit and an external entity simultaneously, the external complaint may
supersede the complaint to the City of Modesto Transit and the internal complaint procedures
will be suspended pending the external entity's findings.

Within 15 business days of receipt of a formal complaint, the Title VI Program Coordinator will
send the complainant an acknowledgement letter and begin an investigation (unless the
complaint is filed with an external entity first or simultaneously). The investigation will address
complaints filed against transit service offered by the City of Modesto and will include
discussion(s) of the complaint with all affected parties. City of Modesto Transit will provide
appropriate assistance to complainants who have difficulty with disabilities, or who are limited
in their ability to communicate in English. Failure of the complainant to provide requested
information within 15 business days of the date of the Modesto Transit's information request
letter may result in the administrative closure of the complaint. The complainant may be
represented by a representative of his or her choosing and may bring witnesses and present
testimony and evidence in the course of the investigation.
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The investigation will be conducted and completed within 60 days of the receipt of the formal
complaint. City of Modesto Transit will send a letter to the address provided by the
complainant stating the final decision of the Transit Manager by the end of the 60-day time
limit. The complainant shall be notified of his/her right to appeal the decision. Appeals may be
made to the California and/or United States department of transportation.

For more information on how to file a complaint, contact the Title VI Coordinator by any of the
following methods:
By Phone: (209) 577-5201
By Mail: CityofModestoTransit.P.O.Box642.Modesto.CA 95353
E-mail: transit@modestogov.com

Titulo VI Procedimientos Para Quejas

La Seccion de Transito de la Ciudad de Modesto opera sus programas sin distincion de raza,
color, religion, genero, orientacion sexual, origen nacional, estado civil, edad 0 discapacidad de
conformidad con el titulo VI de la ley de derechos civiles, 0 de otras leyes aplicables. Para mas
informacion:

Uame a Telefono: (209) 577-5201
o Escriba a: City of Modesto Transit Section

P.O. Box 642
Modesto, CA 95353

o envie un Correo electronica: transit@modestogov.com

Modesto Declaracion de politica de tn3nsito

Titulo VI de la ley de derechos civiles de 1964 declara que:

Ninguna persona en los Estados Unidos, por motivos de raza, color u origen nacionai, se
excluira de la participacion en, ser negado los beneficios de 0 ser objeto de discriminacion
bajo ningun programa 0 actividad que reciba asistencia financiera Federal.

Modesto Transito se compromete a cumplir con los requisitos del Titulo VI en todas sus
actividades y programas financiados por el Gobierno Federal.

Haciendo una Queja bajo la ley de Titulo VI

Cualquier persona que cree que el 0 ella ha sido perjudicada por una practica discriminatoria
ilegal bajo el titulo VI puede presentar una queja con la ciudad. Cualquier queja debe ser por
escrito y presentada con la ciudad dentro de los 180 dfas siguientes a la fecha de la supuesta
ocurrencia discriminatoria. Para obtener informacion sobre como presentar una queja,

B-2 1 City of Modesto Title VI Program



comunfquese con la Seccion de Tnlnsito de la Ciudad de Modesto por cualquiera de los
siguientes metodos:

Correo: City of Modesto Transit Section
P.O. Box 642

Modesto, CA 95353

Telefono: (209) 577-5201
FAX: (209) 571-5521
Correo electronico: transit@modestogov.com
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Title VI Complaint Form
City of2Vfodesto Transit Office

Offic~ of Complian".

The City ofModesto is cOllunitted to e1b-uring that 110 person is ex-cluded from participation in or denied
the benefits of its services on the basis ofrac,'\ color, national ori.gi.n., age. gender, or disability pursuant
to Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964

0
as amended. Title VI complaints must be filed within 180

d.1YS from the date of the alleged di.:serimlnatioo.

The follo'IAing info11l1ation :is necessary to assist us :in processing yom complaint If you require any
assistance in completing this form, please contact Melissa Molina" Title \"1 Coordiuator~ by calling (109)
577-5201. The cotnplet:ed:fu:rm must be returned to City ofModest:o Transit Office, Title \:'1: Coordinator,
1010 Tenth Stre€t, Suite #4500, Modesto, CA 95354.

Your Same: Phone"

Street Address: other Phone:

City, State and Zip Code:

Person(s) Discriminat€"d against (ifsomeone other than complainant): Name{s):

Street Address. Cify\ State.and Zip Code:

Which ofthe following best describes the reason for the alleged discrimination? (Chec-k one)

, R.....;\CE

COLOR
XATIONAL ORIGIN (LIMITED ENGUSH ?ROFICIEKcy)

j AGE
GTh"DER
DISABn.rn.~

Dm -ofrucident:

Time ofIncident

Please describe the alleged discrimination incident Provide the names and titles of aU persons
im....olved. Explain 'Wilat happened, v.<hom you believe W<i5 responsible. and other specific relevant
infonnation. Please use the neJct page ofthis fOlmif additional space is required.

(Complete next page offonn)
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Title VI Complaint Form
City ofModesto Transit Office

Office of Compliance

Please describe the alleged discrimination incident (continued)

Have: you filed a complaint v.-ifu any other federaL state, or local agencies? (Check one)
n YES , NO

If so, list agency: agencies and contact infonnation below:

Ag-ncy;=:--:--:-:--:-c--::c---=--=--:c---- ContactName'=_________
Street.Address, City, State & Zip Code: Phone:

Ag6OCy:.=--:--:-~-~~:_~~~~--_CrurtactNmn~~-----------
Slreet Address, City, State & Zip Code: Phone:

I affirm that I have:read the above charge and it is true to me best ofmy knowledge.

Complainant's Signatore~

Print or Type Name ofComplainant

IDale Received:

~ece!ved By.
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Formulario de Quejas Tifle VI
Cindad de "Io,lesto Oficiuia de Transito (City of Modesto)

Oficina de Cllmplimiento

Ciudad de Modesto centra 5,-U5 esfuerzos en garantizar que nadie sea excluido de 1a participilci6n en sus
serrlcios ill que nieguen los: benencios de estos~ ron base en raza:, reIDf, origell nacional, edad, SeKO, y
distapacidad, en-confonnidad con las disposiciones del Title VI de 1a Ley -de I)ere.chos Cuues de 1964.
Las quejas bajo £0'1 Title ·VI debro presentarse en el transcurso de 180 ilias: a partir de que ocun:e
13 discriminaciOn supuesta_

La informad6n siguiente- es necesaria para ayudarnos en el proces."Ulliento de- su queja. Si requiere ayuda
para llenar este fOl1llulario, Ie agradecerernos que se dirija al :Melissa Molina, Coordinadora del Title
Vl, a1 teh~-fono (209)577-5:::0L El fornmIario cOl1lpletQ debe devolverse at CiudaddeModesto
Oficinia de Transito, Title 'lI COQrdinator, 1010 10th Street, Suite #4500, Modesto, CA 95354.

~unom_: m"tono:

lJlreCC1QU: ,egunoo 1Nerono :

Cl_d, .stadO, YCOUtgv Postal '

,$) que sulueron ClOn (Sl es otra que e- el' "omm"W:

vmeccrOll, "'Udact, es"'UO, y c ""'go ~ostal:

l.CuaI de los siguientes describe mejor ia rnz.6n por 1a supuesm discrimin.aci6n? (lvIarque llOO)

o RAZA
o COLOR
o ORIGENNACIONAL

EDAD
SEXO

C DISCAPACIDAD

Fecna de11ncideute:

Rota del incidenre:

Por favor, describa el 5upuesto incidente de- discriminacion. Proporcione los nombres y titulos de todos.
involucrados. si cnenta coo la informaciOn.
E.""<plique 10 socedido: quien considera que foe responsable; y otra infonnacioo espedfica pertinente"
For mtr, use el reverso de este formulario si requiere espacio adicionaL

(Llene el revet'S() de este "f'OfiIIDlario)
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Formulario de QlIejas Title V
Ciudad de Modesto Ofieillia de Transitu (City of Modesto)

Ofidna de Cumplimiento

POI' favor. describa el snpuesto 1ncidente de discriminaci6n (continuacion).

lRa presentado algona queja ante- otra agencia federal, estatal, 0 local con respecto este 1ncidente?
(Marque Uno)

:No

81 Ja respuesta es afirmati,,7l, por fuv"O!, a continuacioll e:uumere la agencia -or agencias y ill infonnacion
de contacto:

Agencia:::C--~-=C-C:-7-,-;--c:c:-::_=-c-:-_Nombre de cOllt~cto:_=-:=______
Direcci6n, Ciud.'lQ estado, y C6digo Postal: TeL~f01lQ:

Agencia~c-·~-cc~=--c-c-_~_~~-=-_-,-__ Nombre de ('ontacto:_:;;:c~:-=-:c-c____
Direc-ciOn, Ciudad, estado. y C6di:go- Postal: Telefono:

Confi.rmo que he Ieido el cargo que se indica arriba Yque es verdadero basta donde tengo conocimiento_

Finna deldecl=nle: Fecha:

~riba 0 esCliba en letra de -imprenta el nombre de declarante

IF""ba de =epciOn

Recibido por:
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Stanislaus C"undl of Governments
11111 Street, Suite 308

Modesto, California 95954
209/525.4600

www.stancog.org
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INTRa ION

'£t'ervdav we on streets/ sidewalks Dnd transportation to us where we need
to go to shop, attend school, visit and do all the other things we do in our doily lives.

rella!lle, accessible transportation systems are important to eoch of us and to the wei/-being of
our communities.

But good transportation does not It tokes a lot of work elected olficials, state,
[regionolJ and local transportation agencies, c,on:,munltvgroups and individuals to see that the (aads,
pedestrian ways, ond public modes ore plonned, finonced, built and maintained in the
best possible manner. involved in planning for transportation projects,. YDU can ensure
that your needs considered when decisions are made in your m,mrnwoit,V.

Caltrans, Community Primer on Environmental justice and Transportation P/cmr,ina.

STANISLAUS COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS

2011 Public Participation Plan

2010

I 1



stanCOG is the federally-mandated Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) and state-recognized
Regional Transportation Planning Agency (RTPA) for the Stanislaus County region, consisting of
Stanislaus County and the nine incorporated cities of Ceres, Hughson, Modesto, Newman, Oakdale,
Patterson, Riverbank, Turlock and Waterford. stanCOG, which was originally named the Stanislaus Area
Association of Governments (sAAG), was formed in 1971, through a Joint Powers Authority between the
lO-members agencies listed above.

A MPO is a federally-mandated and federally-funded transportation policy-making organization that is
made up of representatives from local governments. In 1962, the United States Congress passed
legislation that led to the formation of a MPO for any urbanized area with a population greater than
50,000. The legislation ensures that designated federal funding for transportation projects and
programs are channeled through the MPO regional planning process. MPOs were created to ensure

that existing and future expenditures of governmental funds for transportation projects and programs
are based on a continuing, cooperative, and comprehensive ("3-(") planning process.

MPOs are primarily federally-funded; therefore federal policies serve as direction to the MPOs regarding
intended functions and service improvements to the local agencies and the public. The following chart
highlights key federal transportation policy milestones.

Federal Transportatian Policy Milestones

Year Action

1962 Federal Highway Act (FHWA) focused on the need for transportation planning in urbanized areas; and

. .. led to the creation of Metropolitan Planning Organizations (MPO) for any area over 50,000 persons.

1964 Urban Mass Transportation Act (UMTA), the first U.S. government public transportation program.

1964 Civil Rights Act, Title VI prohibited discrimination in any program receiving federa! funds.

"1978 Surface Transportation Act was the first time Congress considered transit, highways, and safety in the

': same legislation.

1990 Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) required virtually all public transportation service to be accessible

to persons with disabilities.

19111 Intermodal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act (iSTEA), landmark transportation reform amended

federal transportation law; created programs oriented toward community building, and strengthened.....
public involvement and shared decision-making with localities.

. .

1994 Executive Order 12898, Environmental Justice required that to the greatest extent practicable and

... permitted by law each agency receiving federal dollars should identify and address disproportionately

high and adverse human health or environmental effects of its programs, policies, and activities on

. .. minority populations and low-income populations.

1998 Transportation Equity Act for the 21" Century (TEA-21) continued and extended reforms of ISTEA,

:.. added some new programs, and designated special projects.

:ilQOO Executive Order 13166, Umited English Proficiency (LEP) required the improvement of access to

.;. services for persons with limited English proficiency.

2005 Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient Transportation Efficiency Act-A legacy for Users (SAFETEA-LU)
continued most ISTEA reforms; emphasized transportation safety and security; added requirements to

... coordinate transportation plans with environmental and land use plans; and supported special projects.
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The 1962 Federal Highway Act and subsequent 1970 update prescribe the five (5) core functions of an
MPO: 1) Prepare a Regional Transportation Plan (RTP), 2) Prepare a Transportation Improvement
Program (TIP), 3) Prepare an Overall Work Program (OWP), 4) establish a setting for regional decision­
making, and 5) involve the public in all functions of the agency.

MPOs not only receive federal funding, but also receive state funding and therefore must also comply
with State policies, for example Assembly Bill 32 (AB 32) and Senate Bill 375 (SB 375), which are further
discussed in Chapter 2.

Introduction
The involvement of the public is critical to successful regional transportation planning and programming.
When the public is engaged in the process, the feedback gathered helps assure projects address
community needs. likewise, the public gains a better understanding of the tradeoffs and constraints
associated with transportation planning.

The transportation law is clear that the public is to have access to, and participate in, the development
of the long-range transportation plans (RTP) and capital programs (FTIP/STIP), as well as the
development of other planning studies. SAFETEA-LU requires the MPOs to develop a participation plan
[this Plan] that spells out the methods by which the MPO will provide reasonable opportunities for the
public to comment on the two core planning documents and all other efforts.

It is clearly in the best interest of the MPO to share information with the public, to make clear the
technical aspects of issues and to listen to the thoughts and ideas of the citizens who use the
transportation facilities and services, live and work in the communities in which projects are being
considered, and are the neighbors of these facilities.

Good public participation rests on several basic premises-that there is open and timely sharing of
information about choices before decisions are made, that the information is complete and clear, and
that the agencies and the public are able to openly and honestly discuss the issues. The preparation and
implementation of this Plan will ensure that StanCOG continues to improve on the way we provide
information and to ensure that we provide a venue for the public to openly discuss transportation
related issues.

One challenge to effective public participation is the complexity of transportation related information
provided as technical data. However, MPOs are required, to the maximum extent possible, to use
visualization techniques-drawings, computer models, visual simulation, geographic information system
(GIS) maps, and other state-of-the-art techniques-to help the public understand complex problems and
projects, and their impacts in developing transportation plans and capital programs. These techniques
should help to demystify many of the issues in the plans and programs. Having more timely information
with accompanying analysis will allow appropriate assessments of proposals or plan elements.

StanCOG is required to make information available pursuant to governing laws. But, it is incumbent on
the public to provide feedback on what kind of information is most helpful and the types of analysis that
would provide a better indication of impacts that a project will have on issues or areas of concern to the
public. StanCOG will continue our goal to provide easily accessible information to as much of the public
as possible. Most information is made available electronically, via our website. Other ways to acquire
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information or to participate in the planning process are also available. These are further discussed in
Chapter 2, Planning Process.

During the planning process, there are numerous instances in which information must be made available
to the public for comment. Making information available and engaging the public in a meaningful
discussion about the issues and choices may be two different exercises. The earlier the public is
involved and the better the information, the more likely it is that there will be successful outcomes.

This Public Participation Plan (PPP) serves as a guide for the Stanislaus Council of Governments'
(StanCOG) public involvement process as well as the continuing, comprehensive and coordinated
planning process among the stakeholders to ensure the ongoing opportunity for broad-based
participation in the development and review of regional plans and programs managed and produced by
StanCOG.

Good transportation options are essential for travel to everyday needs. Transportation affects the
economic well-being of an area through access to work and through the transport needs of local
businesses. Transportation also affects air quality, water, noise, and general quality of life. It affects
where you live and work, how you spend your time and even how much you spend for housing. In
short, transportation affects nearly every part of your life for better or for worse. The public has in­
depth knowledge about the region and its transportation needs which is vital to making good
transportation decisions. By working with StanCOG and the local agencies, the public can determine the
best use of transportation resources to meet needs of all residents. The PPP outlines goals and
procedures to ensure StanCOG is providing all interested parties with a reasonable opportunity to be
involved in the planning process. The PPP also contains guidance to the public on how transportation
decisions are made through the MPO process (Chapter 2).

Organization of the PPP
The Public Participation Plan is organized into 5 sections: Introduction, Planning Process, Goals and
Procedures, Public Involvement Evaluation and Appendix. The following is a brief description of each
section.

11 Introduction provides background into the function of a MPO; introduces the intent of the PPP; and
outlines the remaining sections of the document.

21 Planning Process further describes StanCOG and its function; identifies federal and state
requirements for public participation; and describes how to get involved.

31 Goals and Procedures outlines the specific goals of the PPP and the actions (procedures) used to
accomplish these goals; and identifies the StanCOG outreach techniques and strategies.

41 Public Involvement Evaluation describes the evaluation techniques utilized by StanCOG to measure
the effectiveness of the outreach program; and recommends improvements to the system.

51 Appendix provides detailed information on items referred to in the PPP.
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StanCOG has, since its formation in 1971, sought to include the public in the transportation planning
process. Recently, state and federal agencies have placed a stronger emphasis on MPOs to actively seek
input from all areas of the community, not just those that typically participate. StanCOG is constantly
trying to improve our public involvement efforts to reach a wider portion of the public. We strive to not
only meet state and federal requirements but to create an environment where public input leads to an
interactive dialogue between the public, the regional government and the local governments. If the
public better understands the process and the ramifications of transportation planning deciSions, the
entire process will run smoother and the resulting plans will better accommodate a wider range of
needs.

Regional Planning Process

In total, there are four levels of government that make decisions on transportation issues in California:
the federal government, the State of California, regional transportation planning agencies-of which
StanCOG is one-and local governments. StanCOG staff works closely with the other three levels of
transportation decision-makers and acts as a liaison to the state and federal agencies on behalf of the
local governments in the Stanislaus County region.

Each MPO is a federally-mandated, primarily federally-funded agency. The federal government, which
collects and distributes the largest amount of transportation-related dollars, establishes the basic rules
and regulations of how MPOs are run and how dollars are distributed.

MPOs are primarily planning agencies; and are responsible for the preparation of numerous
transportation planning documents. Plans at each geographical scale are intended to be both upward
and downward consistent, meaning the MPO prepared Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) should be
consistent with both the California Transportation Plan (geographically upward) and local general plans
(geographically downward).

Another key function assigned to StanCOG is the distribution of State and Federal dollars to the local
agencies-referred to as programming. StanCOG receives various types of transportation related dollars
intended for various parts of the transportation system. These monies have different restrictions or
guidelines for their use depending on their intent. It is the role of StanCOG to work with the State and
Federal agencies in receiving the dollars and then the local governments in distributing the dollars.

StanCOG's primary requirement is the preparation of three documents: the Regional Transportation
Plan (RTP), the Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) and the Overall Work Program (OWP). Put
succinctly, StanCOG has two basic functions: Planning and Programming.

Planning is a process of analyzing data and trends and producing a long-range vision of the
transportation system based on the analysis of this data. The key planning document is the RTP, which
is a 25-year planning document utilizing regional and local data including population and traffic
projections to set a transportation system vision for Stanislaus County. The transportation system
includes all modes of transportation, including roadways, bicycle and pedestrian improvements, public
transit and aviation.

Programming is the allocation of funding to local agencies to help accomplish the goals outlined in the
RTP. The TIP is a specific funding document, consisting of the first four years of the projects outlined in
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the RTP. These projects are the more immediate, higher priority projects. The TIP states how the

federal, state and local monies will be allocated to each project.

In addition, a StanCOG core function is the preparation of an OWP. The OWP outlines to our funding
agencies and also to the public how we will utilize the transportation planning dollars we receive, i.e. the
monies used to staff the agency and used to prepare the required plans.

StanCOG v,,,,,.,n.
StanCOG is governed by a decision-making body called the Policy Board. The Policy Board is comprised
of 16 elected officials from the ten local jurisdictions within the Stanislaus County region, including, five
Supervisors from Stanislaus County, three Councilmembers from the City of Modesto, and one
councilmember from each of the other eight jurisdictions. StanCOG staff prepares plans and programs
for the Policy Board to ultimately approve, deny or modify.

To provide well-vetted information to the Policy Board, StanCOG has established a series of standing
and ad-hoc advisory committees. This provides the opportunity for staff to work with the public and the
local agencies to discuss issues and create solutions.

Standing Committees
The standing committee structure provides the local agencies and the public an opportunity to discuss
issues prior to the Policy Board's decisions. StanCOG staff prepares a 'staff report' on all issues that
need to be elevated to the Policy Board. These staff reports first go through the committee structure
and recommendations are made to the Policy Board.

Executive Committee

The Executive Committee is comprised of five members of the Policy Board-two members from the
County Board of Supervisors, one member from the Modesto City Council and two other representatives
from among the other cities. The Chair and Vice-Chair of the Policy Board shall serve as members of the
Executive Committee as representatives from their respective agencies. The primary function of the
Executive Committee is to recommend the annual budget. In addition, the Committee makes
recommendations on special matters that are referred to it for review by the Policy Board, such as
personnel issues. The Committee is also responsible for appointing members of the Standing and Ad
Hoc Committees, where appropriate.

Technical Advisory Committee (TAC)

The first committee in the structure is the Technical Advisory Committee (TAC). The TAC is comprised of
one technical-level staff member from each jurisdiction, plus one member from each transit operator
within the County.

Management and Finance Committee (MFC)

The MFC is comprised of one City Management or Chief Executive Office staff member from each
jurisdiction. This committee addresses each issue from a policy standpoint and makes
recommendations directly to the Policy Board.
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Citizens' Advisory Committee (CAC)

The CAC, unlike the TAC and MFC, which are made up of professional local government employees, is
comprised of up to 15 residents from Stanislaus County, which are appointed by the Policy Board. The
CAC makes recommendations directly to the Policy Board. The intent of the CAC is to provide the Policy
Board with input on transportation related issues from a body of residents.

Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS) Steering Committee, Social Services Transportation Advisory Council
(SSTAC), and Bicycle/Pedestrian Advisory Committee (BPAC)

In addition, StanCOG has three standing committees, which are not directly related to providing
recommendations to the Policy Board; the Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS) Steering Committee
Social Services Transportation Advisory Council (SSTAC) and the Bicycle/Pedestrian Advisory Committee
(BPAC).

SCS Steering Committee
The passage of California Senate Bill (SB) 375 calls for a new planning paradigm for the MPO, which has
ramifications on the local governments. The Bill requires the regional transportation plan (RTP) to
integrate with land uses, of which the local agencies still maintain control and authority. Therefore it is
imperative to team up with the local agencies to determine how to best approach SB 375. StanCOG has
created a standing committee which is open to the public to address this requirement. The Committee
indudes a representative from the 10 local agencies, a representative from the SSTAC, BPAC (below) and
CAC, a member of the Policy Board and the Stanislaus Local Agency Formation Commission (LAFCo).

The SCS meets on the first Tuesday of each month at 10:00 am at the StanCOG offices.

SSTAC

In accordance with the California Transportation Development Act (TDA), StanCOG has established the
Social Services Transportation Advisory Council (SSTAC) to identify and address Stanislaus County's
transportation needs. The SSTAC, whose primary role is to identify the region's transit needs, consists of
members representing various transit dependent groups and transit providers, including the elderly,
handicapped, private social service agencies, and public transit operators. Specifically, the SSTAC is
responsible for overseeing StanCOG's annual Unmet Transit Needs (UTN) Assessment process. Any
unmet transit needs that are identified as reasonable to meet through the UTN Assessment process
must be addressed before TDA funds can be allocated to the region for non-transit purposes, such as
street and road claims.

Pursuant to TDA regulations, the SSTAC has the responsibility to advise StanCOG on any other major
transit issues, including coordination and consolidation of specialized transportation services. The
SSTAC currently meets every month at the StanCOG offices to discuss the region's transportation/transit
needs. However, the Consolidated Transportation Services Agency (CTSA), which was formed in
response to an unmet transit need identified in a previous UTN Assessment process, provides continued
coordination between the region's existing social service agencies and public transit operators to
address the unmet transit needs throughout the year. The CTSA works closely with the region's existing

transit providers to establish regional transit programs, such as a travel training program and volunteer
driver program, which greatly assist Stanislaus County's transit dependent populations.
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BPAC
The BPAC was created during the preparation of the first regional Non-Motorized Transportation Plan
(NMTP) in 2008. At that time an ad-hoc committee was formed to assist in the preparation of the plan.
However, the group has taken on a new form and recently adopted a set of by-laws to become a full
standing committee. The BPAC is comprised of up to one citizen selected by each jurisdiction, which are
confirmed by the Executive Committee.

The BPAC is charged with reviewing transportation plans in Stanislaus County and recommending
projects that will enhance non-motorized transportation opportunities in the region. This body will
continue to review and assist in the development ofthe StanCOG NMTP.

The BPAC meets on the first Tuesday of every other month (starting in January) at 5:30 pm at the
StanCOG offices.

Ad Hoc Committees
Occasionally, there are issues that arise within the metropolitan planning framework that require
additional consideration-for example, the NMTP, which led to the creation of the BPAe. On these
occasions, StanCOG shall consider the formation of an ad-hoc advisory committee to call together a
specialized group of persons to work through an issue. These committees are typically comprised of

professional planning or engineering staff and are typically not open to the public like the Standing
Committees. StanCOG, through these committees continues to position the region to best
accommodate the requirements of new and changing legislation.

The term ad-hoc refers to a temporary committee. Several of these committees have been formed and
since been disbanded; for example, the Congestion Management Process committee, and the RTP
Planning committee. Others are still in formation including the Planning and Programming Working
Group (PPWGJ, which provides a venue to forecast and discuss issues in the pipeline to prepare for
upcoming events.

Mobility Advisory Committee (MAC)

The Mobility Advisory Committee (MAC) was formed to provide ad hoc support to StanCOG's
Consolidated Transportation Services Agency (CTSA). In coordination with the CTSA, the MAC is
primarily focused on identifying and addressing the transit needs of Stanislaus County's senior and
disabled populations. Representatives from local private social service and transit agencies, public
transit operators, and the elderly and disabled communities make up the MAC The MAC meets every
other month.

Project Implementation Plan (PIP) Teams

A Project Implementation Plan team is a type of Ad Hoc Committee. A PIP Team will be formed, when

necessary, to address specific needs and/or to include representatives from a specific geographical area.
Instances calling for this type of committee include corridor studies, major investment studies, access
management strategies, and regional impact fee assessments among others. The purpose of the PIP
team is to form a public-private partnership to address the region's most critical transportation issues.
One PIP team is currently active to address improvements to the SR-99/State Route 132 Interchange.

These teams are comprised of elected officials, representatives from state level elected offices,
Chamber of Commences, affected business owners, Caltrans representatives, neighborhood
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associations, business representatives, and other interested citizens. The objective of the PIP is to
compile a diverse group of interests to focus efforts on a specific project to expedite project delivery and
reduce project related concerns of the general public.

In conclusion, StanCOG has created a series of standing and ad-hoc advisory committees to better meet
the intended responsibilities of the agency. StanCOG is in essence a planning and programming agency
created to involve the public in the transportation planning process; the committee structure is an
essential tool for these two functions.

A recent state law, Senate Bill 375 (SB 375), requires the development of a regional Sustainable
Communities Strategy (SCS) with each future Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) update. The SCS will
integrate transportation planning with land use planning to outline goals and a strategy for reducing
greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions. SB 375 creates major changes to not only the way MPOs plan, but
how they coordinate with local agencies and how they reach out to the public. The SCS Steering
Committee, is in the process of further expanding the list of interested parties and is adding additional
outreach and consultation provisions to ensure broad stakeholder participation in the development of
this first SCS.

According to SB 375, 'each Metropolitan Planning Organization shall adopt a public participation plan for
development of the sustainable communities strategy'. StanCOG, in conjunction with the SCS Steering
Committee, will undertake the development of a Public Participation Plan (PPP) for the SCS process. The
intent of the SCS PPP is to establish a process and outline specific activities for communicating with the
public throughout the SCS development. The StanCOG SCS PPP will be rooted in the principles that are
included in this document, the federally required agency-wide PPP. The overall concept of the SCS PPP
is to promote an open, transparent process that encourages the ongoing and active participation of local
governments and a broad range of stakeholders.

As the Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO), StanCOG is responsible for preparing and utilizing a
participation plan which is developed in consultation with all interested parties and provides reasonable
opportunities for interested parties to comment on the content of the: Regional Transportation Plan
(RTP) and Transportation Improvement Program (TIP). Because these two documents are part of our
five core functions, the Federal government requires that these documents are developed in
consultation with all stakeholders, including the public, federal, state, regional and local agencies, tribal
governments, local businesses and others.

The legislation that dictates the responsibilities of regional governments and the allocation of federal
dollars to the MPOs is the Surface Transportation Authority Bill. The latest bill is called SAFETEA-LU,
Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient Transportation Equity Act: a legacy for Users. SAFETEA-lU was
preceded by the Intermodal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act (lSTEA) in 1991. This legislation set
the stage for a new era in transportation planning. The law aimed to advance needed reforms, including
the strengthening of planning requirements, flexibility in use of transportation funds, meaningful public
participation, greater attention to safety and system preservation, higher transit investment, and
control of a larger portion of funding for transportation. SAFETEA-LU has built on this foundation and
made further improvements.
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StanCOG is specifically required to consult with agencies and officials for other planning activities within
the region that are affected by the RTP and TIP, including land management agencies, natural resource
agencies~ environmental protection agencies, and conservation and historic preservation agencies­
referred to as Resource Agencies; in addition to local governments, organizations and the public­
referred to as Stakeholders. As part of developing other plans and programs for which StanCOG is
responsible, StanCOG carries out additional participation activities, including but not limited to:
collaboration with transportation partners in development of the OWP, scoping meetings and public
review of the Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) for the RTP as required by the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), and public participation for the development of the Regional Housing
Needs Assessment (RHNA) Plan-which is a state requirement to ensure that each local agency is
supplying their fair share of housing.

Partnerships
StanCOG staff has developed 'coordination partnerships' as a way to maximize resources. Since
transportation affects nearly every aspect of daily life, the MPO goes beyond simply a transportation
planning agency. And while we may not have the expertise in some of these related areas, we can rely

on our coordination partners for their expertise. We feel that these partnerships are critical to the
success of many of StanCOG's functions and we will continue to expand and strengthen these

partnerships.

StanCOG staff maintains regular contact with a number of coordination partners. Our coordination
partners include federal, state, regional and local agencies, air districts, private companies, public
institutions and others. StanCOG plans to further expand our coordination partners list to include
education institutions, health agencies, water purveyors, national transit providers, environmental
protection agenCies, and others. StanCOG also incorporates all interested individuals, groups and/or
organizations; this combined with the Coordination Partners makes up the Stakeholders List. Please
refer to Appendix B for the Stakeholders List. We have also included a contact list of the Resource
Agencies as Appendix C.
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The following goals and procedures are designed to encourage participation and provide opportunities

to comment on the development and approval of StanCOG's planning and programming documents,
including the RTP, FTIP, SCS and other products prepared by StanCOG.

Goals
The four primary goals of StanCOG's Public Participation Plan are:

Goal 1:

Goal 2:

Goal 3:

Goal 4:

Strive for a balanced representation of all groups of the public, including the typically
under represented in the planning process; while providing ample opportunities for
public review and input of all planning and programming documents

Promote a culture of dialogue and partnership among residents, property owners, the
business community, organizations and public officials; while educating local officials
and the public in the transportation planning process

Make both technical information and meeting notices involved in the planning process
available in accessible formats; while providing communications and agency reports that
are understandable and timely

Demonstrate explicit consideration and response to public input received during the
planning and programming process; while treating all interested participants fairly and
respectfu lIy

Meeting these goals, through the 'procedures' described below, will improve our region's ability to
reach consensus on all transportation planning related decisions. StanCOG staff will implement all

procedures to the greatest extent possible.

Procedures
StanCOG has developed a set of procedures to accomplish each goal. For each procedure, StanCOG

will...

Goal 1:

Procedures

Strive for a balanced representation ofaI/ sectors of the public in the planning process;
while providing ample opportunities for public review and input of all planning and
programming documents

• Hold al/ public meetings at convenient and accessible locations

• Provide opportunity for the public to comment on any relevant subject, whether on the agenda or
not at 01/ public meetings

• Provide 14-45 day notice of 01/ plan and/or program specific public meetings and 3 day notice for all
Policy Board meetings

• Provide notice of 01/ public meetings in via one of the fol/owing methods: the StanCOG website,
notice posted outside the office building, and available by contacting Staff. The Public can also
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request to be added to our distribution list to receive notice of all meetings either through email or
ground mail.

a Provide a contact list for all interested members of the public who would like to be mailed or emailed
information when appropriate

• Interact and seek input from a broad spectrum of interested stakeholders through various
committees that meet on a regular, an-going basis to review, discuss and provide feedback on
various StanCOG initiatives, plans and programs

• To the extent possible, hold meetings accessible to public transit and located and scheduled to
maximize citizen participation

• To the extent possible, hold meetings in different communities in the County to solicit comments
from new areas of the County

• To the extent possible, attend public events throughout the county to inform the public of who we
are and what we do

• Provide a interpreter for anyone wishing to address the Board (given 72 hour notice)

• Make all agendas available upon request in appropriate alternative formats to persons with
disabilities as required by ADA

Goal 2:

Procedures

Promote a culture ofdialogue and partnership among residents, property owners, the
business community, organizations and public officials; while educating the public and
local afficials in the transportation planning process

• To the extent possible, attend public events throughout the county to inform the public of who we
are and what we do

• Utilize visualization techniques to describe planning and programming concepts to make
understandable to non-tronsportation planning professionals

• Continue to hold and add, as appropriate, advisory committees to the Policy Board relating to
various portions of the planning process and/or county demographic; for example the Social Services
Transportation Advisory Council, the Bicycle Pedestrian AdviSOry Committee, and the Sustainable
Communities Strategies Steering Committee

• Continue to add to the expanding Stakeholder List; a list ofall interested members of the public and
other interested groups who would like to be contacted during future planning processes

• Provide opportunity for the public to comment on any relevant subject, whether on the agenda or
not at all public meetings

• Update as appropriate the Public Participation Plan and pravide other informational material to not
only inform the public ofopportunities to comment on planning and project specific information, but
also to inform the public of the impacts of decisions made by making the transportation planning
process as clear as possible

• To the greatest extent possible, provide a comfortable atmosphere at all meetings for the public, to
gather comments from those that are traditionally uncomfortable speaking in public
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• Encourage praponents and opponents of plans/pragrams to participate in the planning process by
providing opportunities to discuss and debate issues of concern and acknowledge the value of all
input

Goal 3:

Procedures

Make both technical information and meeting notices to the planning
process available in accessible formats; while providing communications and agency
reports that are understandable and timely

• Make public information available in electronically accessible format and means as appropriate to
afford reasonable opportunity for consideration ofpublic information

• Provide informational materials, including one-page fact sheets of plans and programs, explaining
the transportation planning process to better inform the public of the impacts ofdeCisions made

• Continue to update the StanCOG website to provide informational material, meeting notices,
agendas and minutes, announce draft and final plan releases, make plans available for review and
encourage feedback and comments from the public

• Seek input from local agencies, organizations, committees and the public on additional methods of
providing information to those that connot access the internet

• Utilize visualization techniques to describe planning and programming concepts to make
understandable to non-transportation planning professionals

• Provide clear, consistent and concise primary messages for media and public involvement interaction

• Keep interested parties informed with progress reports, when applicable, during document
development, review and adoption phases

Goal 4:

Procedures

Demonstrate consideration and timely response to public input received during the
planning and programming process; while treating all Interested participants fairly
and respectfUlly

• To the extent possible, respond to every relevant letter, fax or email submitted by individual
members of the public

• Hold public hearings and workshops regarding planning and programming activities to allow enough
time for comments received, as apprapriate, to be fully incorporated into the activity

• Continue to include all public comments received on planning documents, as an appendix of that
document

• Provide opportunity for the public ta comment on any relevant subject, whether on the agenda or
not at all public meetings

• To the extent possible, regard commenting participants as working partners
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Public Oilltn';:u'n Process

The following describes the StanCOG planning and public outreach structure-our planning process and
how the public can be involved in the process. Also these sections outline recent improvements to
involve the public. It is our belief that the better aware and knowledgeable the public is in the process,
the better the opportunity they have to provide comments that will achieve real improvement to the

region. One of the overall purposes of this document is to demystify the planning process to elicit
further public participation.

As described in Chapter 2, the Stanislaus Council of Governments is governed by a Policy Board, Each
month StanCOG staff takes critical and informational items (via Staff Reports) to the Policy Board for
review and approval. First these issues are vetted through a series of Advisory Committees. This
information is all made available to the public; and meetings are open to the public.

Advisory Committees and Policy Board
Advisory Committees

The series of advisory committees are held during the first week of each month; the Citizens' Advisory
Committee (CAC) is held on first Wednesday at 6:00 pm; and the Management and Finance Committee
(MFC) is held on the first Thursday at 3:30 pm. All meetings are held at the StanCOG offices, located at
11111 Street, Suite 308 in downtown Modesto, California.

The agendas for the CAC and MFC are posted outside the StanCOG offices at least 72 hours before the
first meeting. Also, the agenda and the staff report package is posted on our website at
www.stancog.org and copies are made available at the StanCOG office during typical business hours,
The meeting notice/agenda is provided to the local Spanish language newspaper, Vida, which has a
weekly circulation of approximately 30,000 papers, covering Stanislaus and San Joaquin Counties.

Time is allotted to any person wishing to address the committee for an item relating to transportation
planning not on the agenda at the beginning of each meeting.

Policy Board

Ultimately, all policy decisions are made by the StanCOG Policy Board. The Policy Board is comprised of
16 elected officials from each jurisdiction within Stanislaus County, including five County Supervisors,
three City of Modesto councilmembers and one councilmember from each of the remaining eight
agencies. The Policy Board meetings are held on the third Wednesday of each month at 6:00 pm at the

StanCOG offices.

An agenda is available for these meetings and is posted in the same manner as the Advisory Committee
agendas described above. The Policy Board meetings are held outside of typical business hours to
provide the greatest opportunity for members of the public to participate. As with the Advisory
Committee meetings, time is available at the beginning of each Policy Board meeting to address issues
not on the agenda. In addition, the public is provided the opportunity to address the Board on each

agenda item after staff has provided the staff report.
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A list of the Policy Board members is provided on the stanCOG website. Also, previous agenda and staff
report packages for each meeting dating back to 2006 are available on the stanCOG website for review.
Copies of the packages can be made available upon request.

Public Meetings, Conferences, Workshops and Forums
StanCOG staff will, at times, hold events outside of the Advisory Committee and Policy Board structure
to solicit input from the public on key issues or documents. Most prominently, such events are held
during the preparation of the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP), but meetings on specific issues are
held as needed.

StanCOG also conducts workshops, forums, conferences and other events to keep the public and/or
local officials informed and involved in various key transportation projects and plans, and to elicit
feedback from the public and StanCOG's partners. stanCOG holds meetings throughout Stanislaus
County to solicit comments on major plans and programs. Meetings are located and scheduled to
maximize public participation (including evening meetings).

StanCOG typically provides notice of such events through press releases, postings on the stanCOG
website, and if appropriate through mailed notices, fiyers, email notices.

During the early stages of the 2011 RTP development process, stanCOG held five public workshops
throughout the County (in four cities) to gather public input into the planning process; this ensured that

comments were used to produce the plan, not simply as input on a draft plan. StanCOG staff also
provided updates to groups and organizations upon request.

FEDERAL AND STATE OUTREACH REQUIREMENTS
Safe, Accountable, Flexible and Efficient Transportation Equity Act - A Legacy of Users (SAFETEA-LU)

sAFETEA-LU is the 2005 Federal Transportation Authorization Bill, which outlines how federal
transportation dollars are distributed and outlines the required planning process. sAFETEA-LU
continues the strong federal emphasis on public participation from the 1991 IsTEA and 1998 TEA-21
Transportation Authorization Bills, requiring that the public participation plans of MPOs 'shall be
developed in consultation with all interested parties and shall provide that all interested parties have
reasonable opportunity to comment on the contents of the transportation plan:

MPO public participation shall be coordinated with statewide public involvement processes wherever
possible to enhance public consideration of the issues, plans, and programs and reduce redundancies
and costs.

Brown Act (Government Code sections 54950-54962)

The Policy Board and the Standing Committee meetings (except the TAC) must comply with the Ralph M.
Brown Act (Brown Act), which governs all public meetings and actions of governing boards or local and
regional public agencies and their created bodies. Requirements of the Brown Act also apply to any

committee or other subsidiary body of a local or regional agency, whether permanent or temporary,
decision-making or advisory, which is created by such a governing board.
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The Brown Act sets minimum standards for open meetings relative to access to the public, location of
meetings, notice posting, agenda distribution, and public input. It is StanCOG's aim to achieve and
exceed these minimum requirements.

California Environmental Quality Act (CEQAj / Nationol Environmental Policy Act (NEPAj

Both CEQA and NEPA define the minimum standards for reasonable public access to the decision­
making process for 'projects'. A 'project' is defined as the whole of an action which has the potential for
resulting in either direct or indirect physical change in the environment. Because StanCOG is primarily a

planning agency, most of StanCOG's actions do not fall under CEQA/NEPA as they are not 'projects', but
StanCOG must abide by the statutory requirements as outlined in these acts should we act on a
'project'. An example of a 'project' that StanCOG took action on which was subject to CEQA/NEPA was

the State Route 132 East widening project. In addition, StanCOG must complete some form of
environmental analysis for the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) per CEQA.

Other Requirements

A number of other federal and state laws require StanCOG to involve and notify the public in its
decisions. StanCOG complies with all other public notification requirements of the California Public
Records Act, Disadvantaged Business Enterprise Plan and other applicable laws.

Outreach to Resource Agencies and Tribal Governments

Resource Agencies
StanCOG engages resource agencies in the development of all plans, and specifically the RTP, to elicit
their input into the planning process. StanCOG will distribute notifications to these state, local and tribal
agencies responsible for planned growth, economic development, environmental protection, airport
operations, freight movement, land use management, natural resources, conservation and historic
preservation. A state and federal resource agencies listing is maintained by the California State
Department of Transportation, Division of Transportation Planning and update periodically. StanCOG
has also developed working relationships with other agencies and distributes information to local
organizations and contacts. A complete list of all StanCOG stakeholders, including resource agencies, is
included as Appendix A.

Tribal Governments

Although there are no federally-recognized Native American Tribal Governments located in Stanislaus
County, StanCOG will outreach to the following Northern California Native American organizations:

• US Indian Affairs Bureau
• Tuolumne Band Me-Wuk Indians of the Tuolumne Rancheria
• Calaveras Band of Me-Wuk
• Central California Indian Tribal Council
• Native American Heritage Commission
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REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN (RIP) AND
FEDERAL TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (FTIP)
There are two key initiatives of StanCOG's that are specifically called out in federal law as needing early
and continual opportunities for public participation-development of the RTP and the TIP. These two
documents are linked; the TIP is the programming document that identifies funding for only those
programs and projects that are included in the RTP. The following is a description of each document.

Regional Transportation Plan (RTP)

Because of its comprehensive, long-term vision, the RTP provides the earliest and the best opportunity
for interested persons and public agencies to influence StanCOG's policy and investment priorities for
the transportation network. It is at this stage where investment priorities and major planning-level
project design concepts are established, and broad, regional impacts of transportation on the
environment are addressed.

The RTP prioritizes and guides all of the region's transportation development over 25 years. The RTP is
the comprehensive blueprint for transportation investment (transit, highway, local roads, bicycle and

pedestrian projects), and establishes the financial foundation for how the region invests in its surface
transportation system by identifying how much money is available to address critical transportation
needs and setting the policy on how projected revenues are to be spent. The RTP is updated at least
every four years to reflect reaffirmed Or new planning priorities and changing projections of growth and
travel demand based on a reasonable forecast of future revenues available to the region.

Under new state law, SB 375, requires that future RTPs include a Sustainable Communities Strategy
(SC5) which is intended to achieve a regional target for reducing greenhouse gases for cars and light
trucks and identifying specific areas in the region to accommodate the entire region's projected
population growth for a 25-year timeframe. The legislation requires 5tanCOG to develop a 5CS to
integrate planning for growth and housing with long-range transportation investments.

The law calls for increased public outreach efforts for this process. 5B 375 requires 5tanCOG to develop
a separate public outreach strategy for the development of the SC5 that includes:

• Outreach efforts to encourage the active participation of a broad range of stakeholder groups in the
planning process;

• Workshops throughout the region to provide the public with the information and tools necessary to
provide a clear understanding of the issues and policy choices;

• Preparation and circulation of a Draft SCS not less than SS days before adoption of a Final RTP and SCS;
• At least 3 public hearings on the Draft SCS, held in different parts of the region;
• At least 2 informational meetings within the region for members of the Board of Supervisors and City

Councils on the SCS; and
• A process for enabling members of the public to provide a single request to receive notices, information

and updates.

StanCOG will develop a separate 5C5 PPP, expected to be adopted in fall 2011.

In association with the RTP update, StanCOG prepares other companion documents, including a
program-level Environmental Impact Report (EIR), per CEQA guidelines; a transportation air quality
conformity analysis, per the federal Clean Air Act and an environmental justice analysis, per Title VI of
the Civil Rights Act and federal policies on environmental justice.
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Federal Transportation Impravement Program (HIP)

The federally required Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) is known as the Federal
Transportation Improvement Program (HIP) in the Stanislaus Region. It is a short-term listing of surface
transportation projects that receive federal funds, are subject to a federally required action, or are
regionally significant. All regionally significant transportation projects and federally funded capital

projects are part of the HIP. This means that many-but not all-transit, highway, local roadway, bicycle
and pedestrian investments are included in the FTIP. The Stanislaus Council of Governments (StanCOG),
as the federally designated Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) prepares and adopts the FTiP
about every four years.

Only projects included in with the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) may be incorporated into the HIP.
The HIP derives all its projects either directly from the RTP or indirectly from the policies and lump
sums within it. The RTP is the long range policy and planning document while the HIP is the short range
implementing document that enables those planned project to begin work. Specifically, the FTIP lists
those projects from the RTP that have committed or reasonably available funding and intend to begin a
phase of work during the 4 years of the HIP.

The HIP must comply with three key tests. First, it must give the public the opportunity to comment.
Second, it must demonstrate that the amount of dollars programmed (committed) to the projects does
not exceed the amount of dollars estimated to be available. Therefore the HIP includes a financial
summary that demonstrates financial constraint, namely that sufficient financial capacity exists for
programmed projects to be implemented. Third, it must conform to the State Implementation Plan for
the region with consideration to federal Clean Air Act.

Updating and Revising the HIP
Federal regulations require that the HIP be updated at least once every four years. From time to time,
circumstances dictate that revisions be made to the HIP between updates.

StanCOG will consider such revisions when the circumstances prompting the change are compelling, and
the change will not adversely affect transportation-air quality conformity or negatively impact the
financial constraint findings of the HIP.

In addition to an HIP update, revisions to the FTIP may occur as an HIP Formal Amendment, HIP
Administrative Modification or an HIP Technical Correction. Further explanation about FTIP updates
and how the types of amendments are processed are shown in the table and narrative that follows. The
criteria for Administrative Modifications and Amendments are defined in federal legislation, specifically
SAFETEA-LU in Title 23, CFR part 450.104.

The Federal Highway Administration, Federal Transit Administration, and Caltrans agreed on

Amendment and Administrative Modification Guidelines on June 3, 2011. The guidelines are posted
online at:

http://www.dot.ca.gov/hg/transporg/federal/fedfiles/res publications/rev amend proc.pdf.
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Expedited Project Selection Pracedures (EPSP)
Outside of FTIP updates and revisions, Expedited Project Selection Procedures (EPSP) is a project
selection process developed by the MPO, State, and public transportation operators, including transit
operators, that provides for the advancement or delay of projects for implementation purposes within
the active period of the approved FTIP and FSTIP without the need for immediately processing HIP
amendments, unless the EPSP action results in the project crossing analysis years for air quality
conformity determinations. However, the impacts of the EPSP action must be included in future FTIP
updates, amendments or administrative modifications. StanCOG does not require a formal public
participation process for EPSP actions.

FTIP Update
This is a complete update of the existing HIP, to reflect new or revised transportation investment
strategies and priorities. An update of the FTIP is required at least once every four years. StanCOG has
been updating the HIP every two years. Because all projects included in the HIP are consistent with
the RTP, StanCOG's public outreach for development of the RTP is reflected in the HIP as well. The FTIP
implements, in the short-term, the financially constrained element of the RTP and is responsive to
comments received during the development of the RTP. FTIP updates will be subject to the conformity
and interagency consultation procedure.

FTIP Formal Amendment
This is a revision that involves a major change to the FTIP, such as the addition or deletion of a project; a
major change in project cost or project/project phase initiation date; or a major change in design
concept Or design scope (e.g., changing project termini or the number of through traffic lanes).
A formal amendment is a revision that requires public review and comment, re-demonstration of fiscal
constraint, or an air quality conformity determination. Formal amendments requiring a transportation­
air quality conformity analysis will be subject to the conformity and interagency consultation
procedures.

FTiP Administrative Modification
An administrative modification includes minor changes to a project's costs or to the cost of a project
phase; minor changes to funding sources of previously included projects; and minor changes to the
initiation date of a project or project phase. An administrative modification does not require public
review and comment, re-demonstration of fiscal constraint, or conformity determination.

FTIP Technical Correction
Technical corrections may be made by StanCOG staff as necessary. Technical corrections are not subject
to an administrative modification or a formal amendment, and may include revisions such as: changes to
information and projects that are included only for illustrative purposes; changes to information outside
of the HIP period; changes to information not required to be included in the HIP per federal
regulations; or changes to correct simple errors or omissions including and data entry errors. These
technical corrections cannot significantly impact the cost, scope, or schedule within the HIP period, nor
will they be subject to a public review and comment process, re-demonstration of fiscal constraint, or a
conformity determination.
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Stanislaus Council ofGovernment's
Public Participatian Process for Updoting & Revising the

Federal Transportation Impravement Program (FTIP)

HIP Update

1. Notify public of opportunities to participate using such methods as local media, newsletter and

electronic mailings

• Conduct Publicized Workshops through various strategies, including a postcard mailer, a
public notice in English & in Spanish, a news release to print & broadcast media, personal
phone calls and visits, and through the StanCOG website.

2. Release Draft HIP for 45-day public review and comment period

• Inform media, as appropriate

• Copies of the Draft HIP distributed to (13) Libraries in County

• Respond to significant comments; and include in the final HIP

3. Review by StanCOG's Advisory Committees

4. Adoption by Policy Board at a public meeting

• Approval by Caltrans

5. Approval by Federal Highway and Federal Transit Administrations (FHWA/FTA)

HIP Formal Amendments

Amendment Type 2 - Funding Changes.

Type 2 amendments primarily include project cost changes that are greater than 40% of the total project cost
or $10 million, whichever is higher. Type 2 amendments require approval by StanCOG, Caltrans, and FHWA.

Public notification of a Type 2 formal amendment is posted on StanCOG's website at least 14 days prior to
StanCOG action, and are taken through the Advisory Committees and Policy Board structure for public input.

Amendment Type 3 - Exempt Prajects.

Type 3 amendments primarily include adding or deleting projects that are exempt from regional air quality
emissions analyses. These amendments typically include transit or safety projects. Type 3 amendments require
approval by StanCOG, Caltrans, and FHWA.

Public notification of a Type 2 formal amendment is posted on StanCOG's website at least 14 days prior to
StanCOG action, and are taken through the Advisory Committees and Policy Board structure for public input.
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Amendment Type 4 - Conformity Determination that Relies on a Previous Regional Emissions Analysis.
Type 4 amendments primarily include adding or deleting projects that have already been appropriately modeled
for air quality purposes as part of the RTP. In this case, the federal approving agencies can use a previous analysis
of the project's impact on air quality for approval purposes. Type 4 amendments may be accompanied by an RTP
amendment to maintain consistency. The HIP amendment and RTP Amendment (if applicable) fOllow the same

public process. Type 4 amendments require approval by StanCOG, Caltrans, and FHWA.

Public notification of a Type 4 formal amendment includes:

1. Legally noticed 3D-day public comment period.

2. Legally noticed public meeting.

3. Posting of amendment information on StanCOG's website during public comment period.

4. Publishing amendment information as part of the following publicly available StanCOG agendas: Technical

Advisory Committee, Citizen's Advisory Council, Management and Finance Committee, and StanCOG
Policy Board.

5. Consideration and response to public comments received during comment period.

Amendment Type 5 - Conformity Determination and New Regional Emissions Analysis.
Type 5 amendments are the highest level amendment and primarily involve adding or deleting new projects that
must be modeled for their air quality impacts, or significantly changing the design concept, scope, or schedule of
an existing project. Type 5 amendments are accompanied by a new Air Quality Conformity Document that
demonstrates conformity with applicable air quality requirements, and if applicable, an RTP amendment to
maintain consistency. The FTIP amendment, Air Quality Conformity Document, and RTP Amendment (if
applicable) follow the same public process. Type 5 amendments require approval action by StanCOG, Caltrans,
and FHWA.

Public notification of a Type 5 formal amendment includes:

1. Legally noticed 3D-day public comment period.

2. Legally noticed public meeting.

3. Posting of amendment information on StanCOG's website during public comment period.

4. Publishing amendment information as part of the following publicly available StanCOG agendas: Technical
Advisory Committee, Citizen's Advisory Council, Management and Finance Committee, and StanCOG
Policy Board.

5. Consideration and response to public comments received during comment period.
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FTIP Administrative Modification
Administrative modifications include minor changes to project cost, schedule, or funding sources. Additional
funding is limited to the lesser of 40 percent of the total project cost or $10 million; programming capacity
must be available in the FSTIP/FTIP prior to programming the modification. Administrative modifications
require approval by the Stanislaus Council of Governments Executive Director, who has the delegation
authority to approve administrative modifications to the FTIP and FSTIP. Federal and State agencies are
notified, but do not take approval action on an administrative modification.

Public notification of an administrative modification is posted on stanCOG's website at the time of StanCOG
action, and subsequently posted on Caltrans website. No public review or comment is required.

FTIP Technical Correction
Technical corrections may be made by stanCOG staff as necessary. Corrections may include revisions such as:
changes to information and projects that are included only for illustrative purposes; changes to information
outside of the FTIP period; changes to information not required to be included in the FTIP per federal
regulations; or changes to correct simple errors or omissions including data entry errors. No public review or
comment is required.

Annual Lisnng ofObligated Projects

By federal requirement, StanCOG publishes at the end of each calendar year an annual listing of
obligated projects, which is a record of project delivery for the previous year. The listing also is
intended to increase the awareness of government spending on transportation projects to the
public. Copies of this annual listing may be obtained from StanCOG's web site at www.stancog.org.

Congestion Management Process

Under Federal SAFETEA-lU regulations, StanCOG is required to prepare a congestion management
process (CMP) for Stanislaus County that includes strategies for managing travel demand, traffic
operational improvements, public transportation improvements, and other transportation issues.
StanCOG adopts a CMP at a public hearing approximately every two years, with the results of this
technical evaluation used to inform decisions on program and investment priorities, including the
Regional Transportation Plan. Those interested in this exercise may obtain copies of the plan via
StanCOG's web site, or by contacting the StanCOG office.

Air Qualitv Conformity and Interogency Consultation

A dialogue between agencies over transportation-air quality conformity considerations must take
place in certain instances prior to adoption of its RTP or FTIP. These consultations are conducted
through the San Joaquin Valley Interagency Consultation Group which includes representatives of
the U.s. Environmental Protection Agency, the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), Federal
Transit Administration (FTAL the California Air Resources Board {CARBL Caltrans, the San Joaquin
Valley Unified Air Pollution Control District, the 8 San Joaquin Valley MPOs, and Caltrans. These
agencies review updates and, in certain instances, amendments to the RTP and FTIP to ensure they
conform to federal transportation conformity regulations via transportation-air quality conformity
analysis.
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OTHER STANCOG DOCUMENTS
Overall Work Program (OWP)

The OWP is a critical document for the scheduling and distribution of work, especially the allocation of
resources needed to address each task required of StanCOG. In effect, the OWP constitutes a set of
instructions for the planning and programming work to be carried out by staff or consultants each year.

Through the course of the year, StanCOG staff works with the local agencies, Caltrans, other
transportation planning agencies, other public and private associations and the general public
independently and through StanCOG committees to develop the program for the year. A draft of the
OWP is taken through the committees and the Policy Board, typically around March, to gather public
input prior to the adoption of the Final OWP.

Unmet Transit Needs (UTN) Assessment

Each year, pursuant to TDA requirements, StanCOG, as the RTPA and MPO for Stanislaus County, is
required to identify any unmet transit needs that may exist in the Stanislaus County region. Should any
unmet transit needs be identified, a further determination must be made to establish whether or not
those needs are reasonable to meet. In accordance with state law, TOA funds must be allocated first to
unmet transit needs, which are found to be reasonable to meet, before any remaining funds can be
distributed to local jurisdictions for non-transit purposes such as street and road claims. At the
conclusion of each UTN process, the StanCOG Policy Board must adopt a resolution making one of the
following three findings: there are no unmet transit needs; there are no unmet transit needs that are
reasonable to meet; or there are unmet transit needs, including transit needs that are reasonable to
meet.

Under TDA regulations, the UTN Assessment must include the following elements:
1. An annual assessment of the size and location of identifiable groups likely to be transit

dependent or transit disadvantaged, including, but not limited to, the elderly, the
handicapped, including individuals eligible for paratransit and other special transportation
services, and persons of limited means, including, but not limited to, recipients under the
CalWORKs program;

2. An analysis of the adequacy of existing public transportation services and specialized
transportation services, including privately and publicly owned services; and

3. An analysis of the potential alternative public transportation services and specialized
transportation services, including privately and publicly owned services.

To further implement the UTN Assessment process, the StanCOG Policy Board has adopted definitions
for both "unmet transit need" and "reasonable to meet" in compliance with the TOA requirements. As
previously mentioned, any unmet transit need that is received during the UTN Assessment process is
reviewed by the SSTAC.

Public participation is an important component in the UTN Assessment process. The TOA requires
StanCOG to hold at least one public hearing for the purpose of receiving public input regarding potential
unmet transit needs in the region. This public hearing is typically held during a regularly scheduled
meeting of the Policy Board. Public notice of the hearing, including the date, time, location, and specific
purpose is provided at least 30-days in advance of the meeting through publication in one or more
newspapers of general circulation, including a Spanish language publication. Written notification is also
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provided to those persons and organizations that have indicated an interest in the unmet transit needs
process, including the private social service agencies and public transit operators that are represented
on the SSTAC.

A public hearing is held to give members of the public the opportunity to identify potential unmet
transit needs in the region. After the conclusion of a hearing(s), a report is prepared that addresses the
three required UTN Assessment elements listed above, analyzes any identified unmet transit need for
reasonableness to meet, and provides a recommended finding for the Policy Board to adopt. Any new
comments received after the public hearing, or during the Policy Board's hearing to adopt the UTN
finding, are assessed during the subsequent year's UTN Assessment process.

Air Quality Conformity (AQC) Analysis

The Clean Air Act and U.S. Environmental Protection Act (EPA) transportation conformity regulations
require that each new RTP and HIP be demonstrated to conform to the State Implementation Plan (SIP)
before the RTP and FTIP are approved by the MPO or accepted by FHWA. This analysis demonstrates
that the criteria speCified in the transportation conformity regulations for a conformity determination
are satisfied by the RTP and HIP; a finding of conformity is therefore supported.

Air quality conformity findings are distributed for a 30-day public comment period, and a public hearing

is held by the StanCOG Policy Board to elicit public input. All applicable posting requirements will be
followed.

REGULATORY AND PLANNING CONTEXT FOR ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE

Under 1998 guidance from the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and the Federal Transit
Administration (HA) on environmental justice, MPOs must, as part of the planning process:

a Enhance analytical capabilities to ensure that the long-range transportation plan and
transportation improvement program comply with Title VI.

a Identify residential, employment and transportation patterns of low-income and minority
populations, identify and address needs, and assure that benefits and burdens of transportation
related investments are fairly distributed.

• Improve public involvement processes to eliminate partiCipation barriers and engage minority
and low-income populations in transportation decisions.

StanCOG carries out each of these directives through the public outreach process of the RTP and other
major documents and through the development of standalone environmental justice analyses or those
tied to the RTP.

Compliance with Federal Requirements

As illustrated in the Table on Page 3, the Federal Government has enacted several pieces of legislation
regarding the involvement of all sectors of the population and removal of discrimination in the planning
process, recently referred to as Environmental Justice (El).

Title VI
Title VI is a statue provision of the Civil Rights Act of 1964. Under this statute, each federal agency or
agency receiving federal dollars is required to ensure that no person is excluded from participation in,
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denied the benefit of, or subject to discrimination under any program or activity receiving federal
financial assistance on the basis of race, color, national origin, age, sex, disability, or religion. StanCOG is
committed to a policy of nondiscrimination in the conduct of its business, including its Title VI
responsibilities. Any person who believes that he or she has been subjected to discrimination under
Title VI may file a complaint with StanCOG within 180 days from the date of the alleged discrimination.
To ensure that any member of the public has the ability to submit a formal complaint, StanCOG staff has
created a Title VI Complaint Form (Appendix F), which can be found on our website. This form is
provided in both English and Spanish.

Executive Order 12898
Federal Action to Address EnvironmentJustice in Minority Populations and Low Income Populations
On February 11, 1994, President Clinton signed Executive Order 12898. The Order requires that each
federal agency or agency receiving federal dollars shall, to the greatest extent allowed by law,
administer and implement its programs, policies, and activities that affect human health or the
environment so as to avoid 'disproportionately high and adverse' effects on minority and low-income
populations.

To comply with this Executive Order, the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and the Federal
Transit Administration (FTA) issued a memorandum, 'Implementing Title VI Requirements in
Metropolitan and Statewide Planning' on October 7, 1999. The memorandum provides clarification for
field offices on how to ensure that environmental justice is considered during current and future
certification reviews of MPOs such as StanCOG. While Title VI and EJ have often been raised during the
project development process, it is important to recognize that the law also applies equally to the

process and products of planning.

Executive Order 13166
Improving Access to Services for Persons with Limited English Proficiency
EO 13166 states that people who speak limited English should have meaningful access to federally­
conducted and federally-funded programs and activities. It requires that all federal agencies identify
any need for services to those with limited English proficiency and develop and implement a system to
provide services so all persons can have meaningful access to services.

Americans with Disabilities (ADA)
The Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990 stipulates involving the community, particularly those with
disabilities, in the development and improvement of services. All events held for programs with federal
funding and open to the public must be made accessible to everyone, including the disabled.

Public Participation/Involvement Activities
For members of the public to provide input about StanCOG projects and programs, they must be aware
of what StanCOG is and what issues are under consideration. To raise public awareness, and encourage
participation, StanCOG conducts the following outreach activities.

Written Materials

Written information about StanCOG activities ;s available on an ongoing basis. Agenda packages for
public meetings containing reports and updates on a multitude of transportation topics are sent to the
13 public libraries in the Stanislaus region each month for the availability and accessibility of the public.
When preparing these documents, StanCOG's goal is to make the information understandable to the
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public, to make the documents as concise as possible, to reduce or eliminate jargon, to explain
acronyms, and to provide the information in a visually legible and appealing format. Staff reports always
include brief background and discussion sections to provide proper context on an issue. Plans,
handouts, and other documents available for public review include pictures, graphs, maps and/or visual
aids to make them more reader-friendly and understandable.

Executive Order 13166, Limited English Proficiency

This Executive Order directs Federal agencies, recipients and sub-recipients of Federal financial

assistance to examine services they provide, identify any need for services to those with limited English
proficiency (lEP), and develop and implement a system to provide services so LEP persons have
meaningful access to them. As a recipient of federal funds, StanCOG offers accommodation to
individuals with special needs as identified on our agendas for public meetings. For the large amount of
Spanish-speaking individuals in the Stanislaus Region, StanCOG includes information translated into
Spanish on each public meeting agenda. The Executive Summary of the 2011 Regional Transportation
Plan is also translated into Spanish. Additionally, the StanCOG website has the capability of being
translated into over 30 languages using a tool called Google Translate. By clicking on a particular
language, the web page is refreshed into the selected language.
Publications-Newsletter and Annual Report

StanCOG maintains a database of stakeholders interested in the transportation planning process that
includes a variety of groups ranging from governmental agencies to traditionally underserved groups
and resource agencies. A quarterly e-newsletter, On the Move, is distributed to this growing list of
approximately 1,000 individuals, groups and businesses. The newsletter is a valuable information tool
that presents transportation planning information to the general public. Article topics range from
project delivery and funding issues to highlights of the region's transportation activities. An annual

report is also distributed by StanCOG summarizing the past fiscal year's activities. Copies of the
newsletter and annual report can be viewed on the StanCOG website, and can be obtained at the
StanCOG office, 1111 I Street, Suite 308, Modesto, California. To be placed on the distribution list, call
the StanCOG office at 209-S2S-4600 or visit the website at www.stancag.org.

Media Relations

StanCOG maintains an open and cooperative relationship with the local media to help improve the
community's awareness of StanCOG programs and ongoing work activities. Under direction of the
Executive Director, StanCOG staff prepares press releases highlighting StanCOG's projects and programs.
News releases and/or public service announcements encouraging involvement will continue to be
published to address key decision-making points. When possible, the briefing of reporters and editorial
boards of both newspaper and broadcast media with in-depth background on a project or program shall
occur. This will assist them to understand StanCOG's approach, issues and challenges and foster
objective and accurate reporting. StanCOG promptly returns all phone messages from reporters and
other media representatives.

Public Notice and Review

It is important for the public to know when StanCOG is seeking their input. For this reason, press
releases for public meetings, hearings or workshops are issued to the following local daily and weekly
papers: Ceres Courier, Hughson Chronicle, Modesto Bee, Vida en el Valle, Oakdale leader, Patterson
Irrigator, Riverbank News, Turlock Journal, Waterford News, and the Westside Index (Newman).
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Translation of Public Notices

StanCOG provides translated public notices for publication in the Spanish newspaper Vida en el Valle to
involve and elicit the participation of the Spanish-speaking population of the Stanislaus region. StanCOG
will translate public notices into other languages as deemed appropriate to the subject or project area
and will post these to the website.
Website

StanCOG maintains a website at www.stancog.org that offers important information about the agency,
its programs, projects, and events. The site is consistently updated to provide the public with the most
up-to-date information available. The latest documents being reviewed or updated are posted for
comment, public notices and public hearings are listed, and all public meeting agenda packages are
downloadable. Comments from the public are encouraged and can be sent to StanCOG via the website.
When questions or comments are received, StanCOG replies appropriately and in a timely fashion. Also
provided on the site so that the public can garner further information if needed, are links to other
transportation sites as well as phone and email contact information for StanCOG offices. The StanCOG
website is also a link on a variety of governmental, transportation- and transit-related sites within the
region as well as outside of the region.

Email Notifications

As appropriate, StanCOG notifies various sub-groups of the StanCOG stakeholders database to provide
them with pertinent information related to trainings, grant opportunities, events and activities, and to
encourage their involvement in the transportation planning process.

Events

StanCOG participates in a variety of community-based events, and fairs/festivals throughout the region.
Participants are encouraged to view exhibits, ask questions, consider the information and give
comments. Events create interest in a plan, program or project through visualized and interactive
graphics. Several examples include:

Bike to Work Week
StanCOG takes part in activities to promote the annual Bike to Work Week. It hosts the kick-off

awareness event along with the City of Modesto and Stanislaus County that is open to the public in
downtown Modesto. There, a booth is staffed where information is provided about bicycle/pedestrian
projects planned and included in the region. StanCOG also coordinates bike safety seminars and
bicycling-related events at local Stanislaus area employers to encourage the workforce to bike instead of
drive when possible.

Rideshare Week
StanCOG participates in events that encourage the public's involvement in Rideshare Week, an annual
program. Presentations are made at area businesses to encourage commuting with others, where
information is provided about the regional StanCOG Commute Connection program. An event is also
held in Modesto where StanCOG hosts an exhibit so that information and handouts can be provided to
the public about ridesharing.
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Public Meetings/Workshops

Regularly-scheduled public meetings are held monthly for standing committees and the Policy Board.
The opportunity for the public to provide comments in person on issues of importance to them is
provided on every agenda so that StanCOG decision makers can hear what is on the public's mind.
There is also a specific standing committee, the Citizens Advisory Committee (CAe), comprised of
representatives of the general public from the various cities in the Stanislaus region, that meets monthly
to provide their comments and feedback on issues. The opportunity to serve on this committee is open
to anyone residing in the Stanislaus region.
Speakers Bureau

StanCOG provides speaking presentations about its programs, projects and activities to a variety of
businesses, civic, community and faith-based organizations to involve them in the planning process, and

to get their feedback on issues of importance in an interactive format. To request a speaker, contact
StanCOG at 209-525-4600.

How Involved
There are a number of ways to participate in the regional transportation planning process. For further
information or to be added to the information/notice distribution list, please contact StanCOG at
209/525.4600 or visit our website at www.stancog.org.

StanCOG encourages and promotes the public's involvement in the transportation planning process,
both through the attendance of workshops or meeting, but also through serving on a StanCOG
committee. To become a member of one of the eligible standing or ad hoc committees, please contact
Staff for further information.
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'By participating in the transportation planning and de'ci;;lo,n-Inakillg process, you can decisions
about the transportation system serving your community. a difference does not take a lot
time or expertise.'

Co/trons; Community Primer on Environmental Justice and TranSpDrtation Planning!
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StanCOG's Public Participation Plan is not intended to be a static document, but an on-going strategy
that will be periodically reviewed and updated based on our experiences, changes in legislation or
changing circumstances of the Policy Board and the transportation community it serves. Updates to the
Public Participation Plan are expected; all future updates shall be published and available for public
review and comment atleast 4S-days before final adoption of the Plan.

As part of this PPP update, and all future updates, StanCOG will include a public outreach evaluation
process. StanCOG will set performance measures to measure the effectiveness of the participation plan.
This will serve to inform and thus improve future outreach efforts.

This chapter identifies the specific performance measures used to gauge progress toward accomplishing
the goals established in Chapter 3.

Performance Measures
In order to effectively evaluate the Public Participation Plan, StanCOG has established five performance
measures:

• The accessibility of the outreach process to serve diverse geographic, language and ability needs
(Accessibility);

• The extent or reach of the process in involving and informing as many members of the public as
possible (Extent);

• The diversity of participants involved in the outreach process (Diversity);
• The impact of public outreach efforts on the plan, program or project (Impact); and
• The satisfaction with the outreach process as expressed by participants

(Participant Satisfaction).

To determine if StanCOG's goals for pUblic participation are being met, we need to be able to
quantifiably measure the effectiveness of the outreach efforts. Therefore, for each of the five
performance measures, StanCOG has created a set of quantifiable indicators, which correlate to the

procedures outlined in Chapter 3.

Accessibility
1. Meetings are held throughout the County
2. All meetings are reasonably accessible via transit
3. All meetings are accessible under the requirements of the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA)
4. All participants, induding those with limited English proficiency, have reasonable access and the

ability to contribute

Extent
1. Number of participants and comments logged
2. Number of news releases and other public notices

Diversity
1. Demographics of participants at workshop/event/meeting roughly mirror the demographics of the

Stanislaus County region
2. Participants represent a cross-section of various interests, places of residence and primary modes of

travel
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Impact
1. All verbal, written and transcribed comments are logged, analyzed, summarized and communicated

to the Policy Board prior to action or adoption of a plan or program

2. All verbal, written and transcribed comments are placed in a public comment appendix of each final
plan or program

PartiCipant Satisfaction
Participants overall satisfaction with ...
1. The accessibility to meeting locations
2. The appropriateness of presented materials for all audiences
3. The adequateness of meeting notices
4. The opportunity to comment
S. The educational value of presentations and materials
6. The clearness and appropriateness of information presented

7. The responsiveness to which comments are received

StanCOG staff will collect attendance data at each meeting and will, as appropriate, conduct various
surveys to gather and analyze the information from the indicators. StanCOG staff will use this
information to ensure that we are meeting the goals of the PPP. Should the data collected indicate that
StanCOG is not meeting a goal, a revision or modification to a policy or program of the PPP will be made
and incorporated into an update of the PPP.

StanCOG Staff will record statistics pertaining to the performance measures and indicators and will
periodically review this information in an effort to improve our outreach efforts. This will ensure that
StanCOG maintains or exceeds the goals established in this Public Participation Plan.

STANISLAUS COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS

2011 Public Participation Plan



This page left intentianally blank

STANISLAUS COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS

2011 Public Participation Plan



Appendix A

Appendix B

Appendix C

Appendix D

Appendix E

Appendix F

Open Meeting Schedule

Stakeholders list

Resource Agency list

APP

Public Hearing and Comment Period Chart

Comments Received during Public Review Period

Title VI Complaint Form (English and Spanish)

STANISLAUS COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS

2011 Public Participation Plan



Place

APPENDIXA
OPI#~MEEnNG SCHEDULE

Management
and Finance

Sustainable
Communities

Strategy Steering
Committee

(sCS)
1s1Tuesday
01 the month

.sOl,;iS,simces
irarispoEtatfon

Ai:Msory Council

" (SSTAC)

1i;J:r"".sd"y
'iJf.the mor>Ih

BicycleJPedestrian
AdviSOry Committee

(BPAC)

Tuesday of
Ih

All public meetings are held at StanCOG, 1111 I Street, Suite 308, Modesto, California, unless otherwise announced.

Agenda Information
Posted agendas for public meetings are available at StanCOG offices, or by visiting www.stancog.org.
Policy Board agendas are also available at all Stanislaus County Public Libraries.
To be placed on a list to receive email notification of public meetings, please call 209-525-4600.

Other Opportunities for Information
StanCOG is also available to provide information to the public in the following ways:
1. Call StanCOG during business hours (8 am to 5 pm) at 209-525-4600 with any questions/requests.
2. Email StanCOG at info@stancog.orgwith any questions/comments.
3. Make a request for StanCOG to speak to your club or organization by calling 209-525-4600.
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RESDURCEAGEfic'{cLIST

California Energy Commission
1516 Ninth St., MS-40
Sacramento, CA 95814
Dale Edwards, Manager
Environmental Protection Officer
T: 916-654-4074
F: 916-651-8868

Department of Conservation
801 KSt., MS-24-02
Sacramento, CA 95814
Rebecca Salazar
T: 916-445-8735
F: 916-324-0948

Office of Historic Preservation
P.O. Box 942896
Sacramento, CA 94296-0001
Michelle Messenger
T: 916-653-5099
F: 916-653-9824

Department of Parks and Recreation
P.O. Box 942896
Sacramento, CA 94296-0001
Environmental Stewardship Section
T: 916-653-6725
F: 916-657-3355

Central Valley Flood Protection Board
3310 EI Camino Ave., Suite LL60
Sacramento, CA 95821
Jon Yego, Division of Flood Management
T: 916-574-2363
F: 916-574-0681

San Joaquin River Conservancy
1330 Broadway, Suite 100
Oakland, CA 94612-2530
T: 510-286-1015

Department of Water Resources
901 P St., 2nd Floor
Sacramento, CA 95814
Nadall Gayou, Senior Engineer
T: 916-651-9642
F: 916-651-9289

Department of Fish & Game
Environmental Services Division
1416 Ninth St., 13th Floor

Sacramento, CA 95814
Scott Flint
T: 916-653-9719
F: 916-653-2588

Business, Transportation & Housing Agency
Housing & Community Development
1800 Third St., Rm. 430
Sacramento, CA 95814
CEQA Coordinator, Housing Policy Division
T: 916-445-4775
F: 916-327-2643

California Highway Patrol
2555 1st Ave.
Sacramento, CA 95818
Scott loetscher, Special Projects
T: 916-657-7222
F: 916-452-3151

Caltrans, Division of Aeronautics
1120 N St., Rm. 3300
P.O. Box 942874, MS-40
Sacramento, CA 94274-0001
Sandy Hesnard
T: 916-654-5314
F: 916-653-9531



Caltrans, Division of Transportation Planning
P.O. Box 942874, MS-32
Sacramento, CA 94274-0001

Mike Brady/Garth Hopkins
T: 916-653-1067
F: 916-653-0001

Caltrans, Division of Programming
P.O. Box 942874, MS-82
Sacramento, CA 94274
Muhaned Aljabiry

Caltrans, District 10
1976 E. Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. Blvd.
P.O. Box 2048
Stockton, CA 95205-7015
Ken Baxter/Tom Dumas
T: 209-941-1921
F: 209-948-7906
www.dot.ca.gov/distlO

California Air Resources Board
Airport Projects
10011 St., PTSDAQTPB
Sacramento, CA 95814
James I. Lerner, Ph.D.
T: 916-322-6007
F: 916-322-3646

California Air Resources Board
10011 St., PTSDAQTPB
Sacramento, CA 95814
Douglas Ito/Dennis Wade
T: 916-322-2085
F: 916-322-3646

Federal Highway Administration
6S0 Capitol Mall, Suite 4-100
Sacramento, CA 95814
Sue Kiser

Federal Transit Administration
201 Mission St., Suite 1850
San Francisco, CA 94105
Alex Smith

Governor's Office of Planning & Research
1400 10th St.
Sacramento, CA 95812-3044
Scott Morgan
T: 916-445-0613
F: 916-323-3018

Native American Heritage Commission
915 Capitol Mali, Rm. 364
Sacramento, CA 95814
Debbie Treadway
T: 916-653-4038
F: 916-657-5390

San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control
District (SNAPCD)
1990 E. Gettysburg Avenue
Fresno, CA 93726

State Lands Commission
100 Howe Ave., Suite 100-S
Sacramento, CA 95825
Marina Brand
T: 916-574-1880
F: 916-574-1885

Office of Emergency Services
3650 Schriever Ave.
Mather, CA 95655-4203
Dennis Castrillo
T: 916-845-8270
F: 916-845-8382

Public Utilities Commission
505 Van Ness Ave.
San Francisco, CA 94102
Leo Wong
T: 415-703-5933
F: 415-703-1184

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
P.O. Box 6790
Incline Village, NV 89450
Karina O'Connor



U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Office of Air Planning, Mail Code Air-2
75 Hawthorne St.
San Francisco, CA 94105
lisa Hanf

U.S. Bureau of Land Management-Folsom
63 Natoma St.
Folsom, CA 95630
T: 916-985-4474

www.blm.gov/ca/folsom

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
Sacramento District
1325 J St.
Sacramento, CA 95814-2922
T: 916-557-5100
www.spk.usace.army.mil

Department of Fish & Game
Central Region
1234 E. Shaw Ave.
Fresno, CA 93710
T: 559-243-4005
www.dfg.ca.gov/regions/4/

u.s. Fish Wildlife Service
Stockton Fish & Wildlife Office
4001 N. Wilson Way
Stockton, CA 95205
T: 209-946-6400
www.delta.dfg.ca.gov/usfws

National Forest Service
Stanislaus
100 Forni Rd.
Placerville, CA 95667
T: 530-622-5061

National Marine Fisheries Service­
Sacramento
650 Capitol Mall, Suite 6070
Sacramento, CA 95814-4706
T: 916-930-3600

Department of Water Resources
Central District
901 PSt., 3'" Floor
Sacramento, CA 95814
T: 916-651-0725
www.cd.water.ca.gov

Department of Water Resources
San Joaquin District
3374 E. Shields Ave.
Fresno, CA 93726-6913
T: 559-230-3300
www.sjd.water.ca.gov
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STAKEHOLDERS LIST

A CTrucking Company
A. L. Gilbert
AARP
AAUW Stanislaus County
AFl/CIO
AI Waggoner
American Citizens
American GI Forum
American GI Forum-Modesto Chapter
Angeles Perez
Anthony Valdez
Armando Castillo
Beard land Improvement Co.
Beatriz Barocio
BIACC
Bill Axtell
Bill Strand
Blackburn Consulting
Bob Taylor
Bright Development
Burchell Nursery
Bureau of Indian Affairs
Burlington Northern Santa Fe
CalCOG
California Air Resources Board
California Highway Patrol
California Rural legal Asst.
California Trucking Association
Caltrans District 10
Cari Anderson Consulting
Catholic Charities
CBS 13
Cent. Cal. Indian Tribal Council
Center for Senior Employment
Central Sierra Planning Council
Central Valley Credit Union
Central Valley Hispanic Chamber
Central Valley Report

Central Valley Water Board
Ceres Chamber of Commerce
Ceres Courier
Ceres library
Ceres Planning Commission
Charter Communications
Charter Communications Channel 9
Chatom Union School District
Children & Adults of Stanislaus County
Chinese Association
Chris Esther
Chuck Shoup
Citizens league
City of Ceres
City of Hughson
City of Modesto
City of Newman
City of Oakdale
City of Patterson
City of Riverbank
City of Turlock
City of Waterford
Clear Channel Radio
Coalition On Aging
Coit
Coldwell Banker-Endsley & Associates
Comcast Cable
Comcast Channel 98
Comcast-Public Access
Community Resources Center
Congressman Jerry McNerney
Consolidated Transportation Services
Agency
Continuum College
CRLAF
Dacy Rutter
Dale Parkinson
Darren Johnson



Dave & Millie Wing
David Ruby
Del Monte Foods
Del Puerto Health Care District
Denair Public library
Denair School District
Department of Aging & Veterans Services
Department of Rehabilitation
DMC Foundation
Dolly & Jerry Hamby
Dolores Naranjo
Doris Kurtz
Dowling & Associates
DRAIL
Duarte Nursery
E & J Gallo Winery
Ecology Action
Employee Development Department
Edwin Penfold
Empire Public library
Empire Union School District
Enedina Chavez
Environmental Science Associates (ESA)
Erika Arias
Esther Tovar
Federal Highway Administration
Federal Transit Administration
Fehr & Peers (F&P)
Frank Corwin
Fresno Council of Governments
Friends of the Tuolumne
G3 Enterprises
George Radanovich's office
Gil Bostwick
Gilton Waste Management
Great Valley Center
Greg Jacquay
Hart-Ransom Union School District
Haven's Women Center of Stanislaus County
Hispanic Leadership Council
Howard Training Center ARC of Stanislaus
Hughson Chamber of Commerce
Hughson Chronicle c/o Mid-Valley

Publications

Hughson Library
Hughson Union School District
Ian Tovar
IMS Infrastructure Management Services
Innovative Paradigms
Integrated Marketing Systems (IMS)
Intermodal Terminal Operation
Inter-Tribal Council of California
Interwest Consulting Group
Irene and Doug Joe
Irma Y Rodriguez
Isabel Saucedo
J S West and Company
Jacobs Engineering
James Wright
Janet Neal
Jeff Lustgarten
Jenny Kenoyer
Jerry Osborne
Jerry Wylie
Jim & Suzanne Comfort
Joe Hollstein
John Arroyo
Jon Miller
Joyce & James Robinson
Joyce McClain
Judith Buethe Communications (JBC)
Judy Flodman
Julie Stanton
Justina Sezoviano
Karen Vella
KATM-KAT Country 103
KAl'J Channel 14 UHF (Analog)
KCAG
KCFA 106-1
KCIV 99.9 Bott Radio Network
KCRA3 NBC
KCRA Channel 3
Kelly Napuunoa
Kern Council of Governments
KESP 970 AM
Keyes MAC
Keyes Public Library
KHKK-Hawk 104.1



KHOP 95.1
Kim Teeples
KMPH 840 AM Talk Radio
KOVR Channel 13/CW Channel 31
KQCA My 58
KRVR The River 105.5
KTXl FOX 40
KVIN The Vine 920 AM
KWIN 97.7

KXTV Channel 10
laidlaw Transit Services

landing School District
lark Downs
league of Women Voters
lennox Harris
Linda Gonzales
Lori Presley
Manufacturer's Council
Mapes Ranch
Margaret Middleton
Maria E. Rodriquez
Marianne Fosnaugh
Mark Wallace
Martin Zonligt
Mary Van Loon
Maya Media lLC
Merced County Association of Governments
Madera County Transportation Commission
Meced Economic Development Corp
MECHA
Mickey Peabody
Mike Gilmore
Mike lynch Consulting
Miquel Sanchez
Modesto Chamber of Commerce
Modesto City Schools
Modesto Convention & Visitor's Bureau
Modesto Irrigation District
Modesto Planning Commission
Modesto Public Library
Mohammed Fareek
Montie Rojas
Muir Trail Girl Scout Council
Mundo Hispano

NAACP
Native American Heritage
Neumiller & Beardslee
Newman Chamber of Commerce
Newman Library
Newman Planning Commission
Newman-Crowslanding USD
Noel Quesenberry
Nolte Associates, Inc.
Norm Fox
NOW
Oakdale Chamber of Commerce
Oakdale Irrigation District
Oakdale Joint Union School District
Oakdale Leader
Oakdale Library
Oakdale Planning Commission
Omnimeans
OMNI-MEANS, Ltd.
Operating Engineers 3
Outreach
PG & E
Parsons
Patterson Chamber of Commerce
Patterson Frozen Foods
Patterson Irrigation District
Patterson Irrigator
Patterson Library
Patterson Planning Commission
Patterson School District
Paula Graves

Port of Stockton
Prudential California Reality
Rajappan & Meyer Consulting Engineers, Inc.
Ray Mercado
Reuben Peterson
Rex Anderson
Richard Braun
Ripon City Council
Rita Konechney
Riverbank Chamber of Commerce
Riverbank Library
Riverbank News
Riverbank Union School District



Roberto Ortiz
Rocha Transportation
Roland Enz
Ron & Deb Losinski
ROTA
RRM Design Group
Ruben Solorno
Russ Garman
Salida Regional Library
Salida Union School District
Samuel Bribiesca
San Joaquin Council of Governments
San Joaquin lAFCO
SCFPD
Scott Calkins
Services District
Sierra Club
Sierra Pacific Warehouse Group
Silveira General Construction
SJRRC
San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control

District
Smart Transport
Soroptimist
Specialty Gardens
Stanislaus County Department of Education
Stanislaus County latino Round Table
Stanislaus County Rail Passenger Adv.
Stanislaus Audubon Society
Stanislaus Co. Farm Bureau
Stanislaus County
Stanislaus Food Products
Stanislaus LAFCO
Stanislaus Union School District
StanWORKS
Stephen Bonrepos
Susan Aced
Suzan lopez
Suzanne Guthrie
Sylvan Union School District
Tulare County Association of Governments
Telemundo 34 KCSO
Terry Beams
Thai Life Center

The Alliance
The Escalon Times
The Horizon Group
The Modesto Bee
The Ripon Record
The Turlock Journal
Thomas Wayne Johnson
Tim Colbert & Associates, Inc.
Timm laVelle
Tom Lynd
Tony Avila
Tracy Sunde
Tuolumne Me-Wuk Tribal Council
Tuolumne River Trust
Turlock Chamber of Commerce
Turlock Irrigation District
Turlock Journal
Turlock Planning Commission
Turlock Public Library
Turlock Scavenger
Turlock Union School District
U.s Fish and Wildlife
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
UCP of Stanislaus County
Union Pacific Railroad
United Way of Stanislaus County
Valley First Credit Union
Valley Mountain Regional Center
Vance Kennedy
Vicky Boyd
Vida en el Valle
Wallace Transport
Waterford Chamber of Commerce
Waterford library
Waterford News
West and Associates
West Side Index
Westside Community Alliance
Women's lawyer's Association
Xavier lugo



APPENDIXO
.public Hearing and Comment. Period Chart

Federal Transportation Improvement PrOQram (FTIP)

- Type 1 No NONE

- Type 2 Yes 14 Days

- Type 3 Yes 140ays

- Type 4 Yes 30 Days

- Type 5 Yes 30 Days

Public Participation Plan (PPP) Yes 45 Days

Place
All Public Hearings are held at StanCOG, 11111 Street, Suite 308, Modesto. California, unless otherwise announced.

Comment Information
Posted agendas for public hearings are available at StanCOG offices, or by visiting www.stancog.org.
All comments can be mailed to 1111 I Street, Suite 308, Modesto, California or emailed to the project manager of the document being adopted

To be placed on a list to receive email notification of public meetings, please call209-S2S-460D.
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PUBIJCCOMMENTS RECEIVED

No public comments were received during the 4S-day Public Comment Period

1



I APPENDlXF
TITLE·VICOMPtA1NTFOftMS I

A Title VI Complaint Form in English and in Spanish is attached.



Title VI Complaint Form
Stanislaus Council of Governments (StanCOG)

Office of Compliance

StanCOG is committed to ensuring that no person is excluded from participation in or denied the benefits
of its services on the basis of race, color, national origin, age, gender, or disability pursuant to Title VI of
the Civil Rights Act of 1964, as amended. Title VI complaints must be filed within 180 days from the
date of the alleged discrimination.

The following information is necessary to assist us in processing your complaint. If you require any
assistance in completing this form, please contact Rosa Park, Title VI Coordinator, by calling (209) 525-
4642. The completed form must be returned to StanCOG's Office, Title VI Coordinator, 1111 "I" Street,
Suite #308, Modesto, CA 95354.

Your Name: Phone:

Street Address: Other Phone:

City, State and Zip Code:

Person(s) Discriminated against (if someone other than complainant): Name(s):

Street Address, City, State and Zip Code:

Which ofthe following best describes the reason for the alleged discrimination? (Check one)

DRACE Date oflncident:
o COLOR
o NATIONAL ORIGIN (LIMITED ENGLISH PROFICIENCY) Time of Incident:
o AGE
o GENDER
o DISABILITY

Please describe the alleged discrimination incident. Provide the names and titles of all StanCOG
employees responsible. Explain what happened, whom you believe was responsible, and other specific
relevant information. Please ose the next page ofthis form ifadditional space is required.

(Complete next page of form)



Title VI Complaint Form
Stanislaus Council of Governments (StanCOG)

Office of Compliance

Please describe the alleged discrimination incident (continued)

Have you filed a complaint with any other federal, state, or local agencies? (Check one)
DYES

If so, list agency I agencies and contact information below:

o NO

Agency:,,-__-,-_-,___--:-::-______Contact Name:--:___________
Street Address, City, State & Zip Code: Phone:

Agency::::-_-:--:-:-_-c::--::_-::-=:--:-:-___ Contact Name:,-::c;__________
Street Address, City, Stale & Zip Code: Phone:

I affirm that I have read the above charge and it is trne to the best ofmy knowledge.

Complainant's Signature: Date:

Print or Type Name ofComplainant

Date Received:____________

Received By:



Formulario de Quejas Title VI
Stanislaus Couucil of Governments (StanCOG)

Oficina de Cumplimiento

StanCOG centra sus esfuerzos en garantizar que nadie sea excluido de la participaci6n en sus servicios ni
que nieguen los beneficios de estos, con base en raza, color, origen nacional, edad, sexo, y discapacidad,
en conformidad con las disposiciones del Title VI de la Ley de Derechos Civiles de 1964. Las quejas bajo
el Title VI deben presentarse en el transcurso de 180 dias a partir de que OCllrre la discriminaci6n
supuesta.

La informacion siguiente es necesaria para ayudarnos en el procesamiento de su queja. Si requiere ayuda
para llenar este formulario, Ie agradeceremos que se dirija al Rosa Park, Coordinadora del Title VI, al
telerono (209) 525-4642. EI formulario completo debe devolverse al StanCOG's Office, Title VI
Coordinator, IIII "I" Street, Suite #308, Modesto, CA 95354.

Su nombre: Telefono:

Direcci6n: Segundo Telefono :

Ciudad, estado, y C6digo Postal :

Persona(s) que sufrieron discriminaci6n (si es otra que el firmante): Nombre(s):

Direcci6n, Ciudad, estado, y C6digo Postal:

i,Cuiil de los siguientes describe mejor la raz6n por la supuesta discriminaci6n? (Marque uno)

o RAZA Fecha del incidente:
o COLOR
o ORIGEN NACIONAL Hora del incidente:
o EDAD
o SEXO
o DISCAPACIDAD

Por favor, describa el supuesto incidente de discriminaci6n. Proporcione los nombres y titulos de todos
los empleados de StanCOG involucrados, si cuenta can la informaci6n. Explique 10 sucedido: quien
considera que fue responsable; y otra informaci6n especifica pertinente. Por favor, use el reverso de este
formulario si requiere espacio adicionaL

(Llene el reverso de este formulario)



Formulario de Quejas Title VI
Stanislaus Council of Governmen ts (StanCOG)

Oficina de Cumplimiento

Pro favor, describa el supuesto incidente de discriminaci6n (continuaci6n).

lHa presentado alguna queja ante otra agencia federal, estatal, 0 local can respecto este incidente?
(Marque Uno)

o Si o No

Si la respuesta es afirmativa, por favor, a continuacion enumere la agencia or agencias y la informacion
de contacto:

Agencia:.--:-_-:-:-_=:--:--:-_-:-_-::c-:c-:c--c:c_-:-__Nombre de contacto:_-::-=-:-______
Direcci6n, Ciudad, eslado, y Codigo Postal: Telefono:

Agencia:-,-_.,...,-_-:--,-____--:--:,---:c_....,-__ Nombre de conlacto:_-::--:-:c:-______
Direcci6n, Ciudad, eslado, y Codigo Postal: Telefono:

Confirmo que he leido el cargo que se indica arriba y que es verdadero hasta donde tengo conocimiento.

Firma del declarante: Fecha:

Escriba 0 escriba en letra de imprenta el nombre de declarante

Fecha de recepcion:___________

Recibido por:



APPENDIXD

Limited Erl~li~h and

Individuals who do not speak English as their primary language and who have a limited ability to read, write,
speak, or understand English, can be limited English Proficient (LEP) and, therefore, are entitled to language
assistance under Executive Order 13166 and Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964.

Language for LEP individuals can be a barrier to accessing important benefits or services, understanding and
exercising important rights, complying with applicable responsibilities, or understanding other information
provided by federally funded programs and activities. As a recipient of ITA funds, Modesto Transit is obligated
to reduce language barriers that can preclude meaningful access by LEP persons to transit services.

This plan establishes guidance for Modesto Transit's LEP plan. It is Modesto Transit's policy to provide
meaningful access to its programs and services to persons who, as a result of national origin, are limited in
English proficiency. This plan is established pursuant to and in accordance with Executive Order 13166 for
"Improving Access to Services for Persons with Limited English Proficiency."

Modesto Transit is required to take reasonable action to ensure LEP meaningful access to its transit services.
In order to determine the appropriate mix of LEP services to offer, Modesto Transit performed an analysis of
the following four factors:

1. The number of or proportion of LEP Persons served or encountered in the Modesto Transit service
population:
Modesto transit relied upon educational demographics data from California Department of Education
of the school districts in the service area. The tables included at the end of this report show that the
one LEP Population in our service area with a numerically significant demand for language support
services is our Spanish speaking LEP population. Census data state that Modesto has a population of
30,439 individuals over the age of for which the language spoken at home is Spanish. Of these, 13,987
census respondents reported that they speak English less than "very well."

2. The frequency with which LEP individuals come in contact with the program:
Modesto Transit serves LEP persons daily through MAX fixed route and MADAR paratransit services.
MAX customer service receives multiple requests daily for service information in Spanish both at the
customer service windows and on the phone. Similarly, MADAR receives mUltiple daily information and
reservation calls from passengers requiring support in Spanish. MADAR estimates 5% of the
reservations are made in Spanish only conversations.

3. The nature and importance of the program, activity, or service provided by the recipient to people's
lives:
Modesto Transit provides important transit services to the public through its fixed route and
paratransit services. Modesto Transit is the primary resource for transit dependent individuals for daily
life tasks such as medical appointments, shopping, and commuting to school and work.

D-1 I City of Modesto Title VI Program



4. The resources available to the recipients and costs:
Modesto Transit currently provides almost all information in Spanish, including the Ride Guide,
applications, information brochures, and all route or schedule changes. Both MAX and MADAR have
bilingual staff providing verbal assistance to LEP individuals who may also have limited reading skills in
their native language. Modesto Transit utilizes City staffing for document translation services and
consolidates printing orders whenever possible.

Language Assistance Plan

Modesto Transit is committed to making its services and programs available to LEP persons and recognizes the
need to continue providing language services in Modesto. Modesto Transit is committed to continuing the
following practices:

• Providing customer services staff members who are bi-lingual and are trained to assist persons with
limited English language proficiency

• Providing bi-lingual supervisors and customer service representatives to assist Spanish speaking riders

• Providing the MAX Pass Outlet Program, which utilizes a variety of community-based organizations and
small businesses to provide similar access to bus passes throughout the MAX service area. This
program provides an additional opportunity to obtain written and verbal information about MAX
services, as well as opportunities to purchase MAX passes in the language most common to the
neighborhood.

• In addition, Modesto Transit will work with community organizations to determine other areas of need
and coordinate with other agencies to reach any additional LEP populations.
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Modesto Transit Vital Documents

Spanish
English!

Document Title Version
Spanish
Version Comments

Application for MAX

Senior/Disabled Discount Card Yes
Modesto Area Dial-A-Ride
(MADAR) Certification Yes
Application

Modesto Area Dial-A-Ride
(MADAR) Brochure Yes

Modesto Area Dial-A-Ride
CONSUMER GUIDE Yes

Modesto Area Express (MAX) Yes
Ride Guide

Modesto Area Express (MAX) The limited text portions on the map contain

System Route Map No information that is available in Spanish in the Ride

Guide and on the website

Service Announcement Notices
(Route/ Schedule /Fare, etc.) Yes

Title VI Complaint Procedures Yes

Dial-A-Ride Comment Form Yes

MAX Bus Signs Yes

211201'3
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I 2010-11 :1
Select Year .,:J

California Department of Education
Educational Demographics Office
Prepared: 2/13/2013 5:12:48 PM

I NJrrber of English Learners by Language
Select Report ,c-.--------------.......,

I 5071167--WODESTO CITY REMENTARY ,,:'
Select District _J

fin' 'on
KtI Gr Gr Gr Gr Gr Gr Gr Gr Gr ,Gra 'Gra,\p' Gr. ,\!J ,,0'" q" ~!)l.;

Rank/LanguageName gn. ade1 ade2 .de3 adell adeS .deG adeZ, ollea, adeS lie 10 lIeM- 11612- ngr. :liolal'lIH,olal

1 Spanish

2 Khmer (Cambodian)

3 Arabic

4 Lao

5 Hmong

6 Hindi

7 Punjabi

8 Vietnamese

9 Russian

10 Other non-English
languages

11 Assyrian

12 Filipino (Pilipino or
Tagalog)

13 Portuguese

14 Samoan

15 Rumanian

16 Thai

17 Korean

18 Gujarati

19 Bengali
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3

o
o
o
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20 Cantonese 1 0 0 a a a a a a a a a a 2 0.0

21 Farsi (Persian) a 1 a a a a a a a a a a a 2 0.0

22 Urdu a a a a a a a a a a 0 a 2 0.0

23 Japanese a a 1 a a a a a a a a a a a 1 0.0

24 Pashto 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0

25 Polish 0 0 0 a 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0

EL Totals
89

941 865 855 66 46 39 34 31
0 0 0 0 0

5,74 100
5 9 1 3 7 6 2 .0

% ofTotal
15. 16. 15. 14. 11.

8.0 6.8 6.0 5.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0 100.
6 4 1 9 7 .0 0

County EL Totals
2,9 2,9 2,9 2,7 2,2 1,7 1,4 1,3 1,2 1,2 1,1

994 949 9
24,0

54 79 77 91 16 75 24 16 83 34 56 57

% of County Total 12. 12. 12. 11.
9.2 7.4 5.9 5.5 5.3 5.1 4.8 4.1 3.9 0 100.

3 4 4 6 .0 0

State EL Totals
13 136 129 111 96, 78, 63, 55, 53, 56, 51, 46, 42, 1 1,05

4,369 ,143 ,035 ,764 437 598 868 806 549 165 118 386 323 ,514 7,075

California Department of Education
Educational Demographics Office

Select Year
I 2010-11 .:1

Prepared: 2/13/2013 5:15:01 PM

B1glish Learners by Language
Select Report

! 5071290--SYLVAN UNION B-EMENTARY -3
Select District

1 Spanish 11 116 120 126 90 60 69 55 59 0 0 0 0 0 813 68.0
8

2 Assyrian 11 10 9 10 10 7 8 4 8 0 0 0 0 0 77 6.4

3 Hindi 9 7 6 5 4 3 3 6 0 0 0 0 0 44 3.7

4 Arabic 9 9 3 8 5 2 4 2 1 0 0 0 0 0 43 3.6

5 Punjabi 6 4 5 2 3 2 8 0 0 0 0 0 32 2.7

6 Filipino (Pilipino or
10 6 7 2 0 2 2 0 0 0 0 a 31 2.6

Tagalog)

0-5 1 City of Modesto Title VI Program



7 Vietnamese

8 Russian

9 Other non-English
languages

10 Khmer (Cambodian)

11 Lao

12 Farsi (Persian)

13 Hmong

14 Cantonese

15 Pashto

16 Portuguese

17 Urdu

18 Ukrainian

19 Mandarin (Putonghua)

20 Cebuano (Visayan)

21 Armenian

22110cano

23 Japanese

24 French

25 Tongan

26 Thai

27 Rumanian

28 Gujarati

29 Korean

30 Bunmese

31 Chaldean

32 Chamorro
(Guamanian)

EL Totals

% ofTotal

County EL Totals

% of County Total
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State EL Totals

% of State Total

3
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4
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96,
437

9.1

78,
598

7.4

63,
868

6.0

55,
806

5.3

53,
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5.1

56,
165

5.3

51, 46,
118 386

4.8 4.4

.0 0

42, 1 1,05
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Select Year I 2010·11 _:1

California Department of Education
Educational Demographics Office
Prepared: 2/13/2013 5:16:08 PM

I r-.lIrrber of English Learners by Language
Select Report

r-5::0::'71::2":"82:-.-:.S:::TA::-::NI::'SLA:~US=U:-N-:IO:-N-:EL=EMEN1:=:::A-R--Y"--":;1
Select District .::1

ELiF n
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Rank/Language Name gn. ade 1 ade 2 ade 3 ade'l ade 5 ade 6 ade 7 ade 8 ade 9 ae 10 de 11 de 12 ngr. !total ofrl'oial

1 Spanish

2 Vietnamese

3 Assyrian

4 Hindi

5 Punjabi

6 Arabic

7 Other non·English
languages

8 Khmer (Cambodian)

9 Cantonese

10 Russian

11 Filipino (Pilipino or
Tagalog)

12 Gujarati

13 Japanese

14 Farsi (Persian)

15 Urdu

16 Lao

17 Korean

18 French

19 Portuguese

20 Thai

21 Tongan

22 Rumanian
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23 Mandarin (Putonghua) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.1

24 Hungarian 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.1

25 Armenian 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.1

EL Totals
12

129 116 113 83 75 61 50 38 0 0 0 0 0 786
100.

1 0

% ofTotal 15. 16. 14. 14. 10.
9.5 7.8 6.4 4.8 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

0 100.
4 4 8 4 6 .0 0

County EL Totals
2,9 2,9 2,9 2,7 2,2 1,7 1,4 1,3 1,2 1,2 1,1

994 949 9
24,0

54 79 77 91 16 75 24 16 83 34 56 57

% of County Total
12. 12. 12. 11.

9.2 7.4 5.9 5.5 5.3 5.1 4.8 4.1 3.9
0 100.

3 4 4 6 .0 0

State EL Totals 13 136 129 111 96, 78, 63, 55, 53, 56, 51, 46, 42, 1 1,05
4,369 ,143 ,035 ,764 437 598 868 806 549 165 118 386 323 ,514 7,075

% of State Total 12. 12. 12. 10.
9.1 7.4 6.0 5.3 5.1 5.3 4.8 4.4 4.0

0 100.
7 9 2 6 .1 0
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Select YearI 2010-11 :::I
I Nurrber of B1glish Learners by Language

California Department of Education
Educational Demographics Office
Prepared: 2/13/2013 5:17:20 PM

Select Report ,-___=___________
S I D
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e ect Istnct _:J

EUFEP definition
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RanklLanguageName gn. adel ade2 ade3 ade4 odeS adeG adeZ adeS adeS de10 da11 de12 I1gr. Total of Total

1 Spanish

2 Hindi

3 Assyrian

4 Lao

5 Khmer (Cambodian)

6 Arabic

7 Filipino (Pilipino or
Tagalog)

8 Punjabi

9 Ukrainian

10 Other non-English
languages

11 Gujarati

12 Cantonese

13 Farsi (Persian)

14 Hmong

15 Italian

16 Samoan

17 Vietnamese
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6 6 8 2 5 5 ,0 0

County EL Totals 2,9 2,9 2,9 2,7 2,2 1,7 1,4 1,3 1,2 1,2 1,1
994 949 9

24,0
54 79 77 91 16 75 24 16 83 34 56 57

% of County Total
12, 12, 12, 11,

9,2 7.4 5,9 5,5 5,3 5,1 4,8 4,1 3,9 0 100,
3 4 4 6 ,0 0

State E L Totals 13 136 129 111 96, 78, 63, 55, 53, 56, 51, 46, 42, 1 1,05
4,369 ,143 ,035 ,764 437 598 868 806 549 165 118 386 323 ,514 7,075

% of State Total
12, 12, 12, 10,

9,1 7.4 6,0 5,3 5,1 5,3 4,8 4.4 4,0 0 100,
7 9 2 6 ,1 0
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Select Year I 2008-09 ::J
I NJrrber of English Learners by Language

Select Report r----'

I 5071266--SALIDII UNION B..EMENTARY
Select District

E FEP d fi ',

California Department of Education
Educational Demographics Office
Prepared: 2/13/2013 5:19:42 PM

Rank/Language Kd Gr Gr Gr Gr Gr Gr Gr Gr Gr Gra S,,. Gr. U %of
Name gn. ade 1 ade 2 ade 3 ade 4 ade 5 ade 6 ade 7 ade 8 ade 9 ile 10 de 11 de 12 ngr., 110lal 110lal

1 Spanish

2 Punjabi

3 Arabic

4 Assyrian

5 Hindi

6 Farsi (Persian)

7 Khmer
(Cambodian)

8 Pashto

9 All other non­
English Ian

10 Filipino (Pilipino or
Tag

11 Portuguese

12 Vietnamese

13 Rumanian

14 Mandarin
(Putonghua)

15 German

16 Lao

17 Urdu

18 Thai

19 Russian

20 Ukrainian

10
o
1

2

3

o
o

o

o
o

o

o
o
o
o

o

97

1

2

2

1

o

o

o
o
o
o
o
o
1

o
o
o
o

105

3

2

3

o
o
2

2

2

o

2

o
o

o
o

87

3

2

o
2

o

o
1

o

2

o
o
o
o
o
o
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71

1

2

2

o
2

o
o
o
o

o
o
o
o
o
o
o

61

5

1

2

2

o

o
o

o

o

o
o
o
o
o
o
o
o
o

65

1

o
o

o

o

o

1

o
o

o
o
o
o
o
o

56

o

3

o
o

o
o
o
o

o

o
o
o
o
o
o

52

o
2

o
2

o

o

o

o

o
o
o

o

o
o

o
o
o

o

o
o
o
o
o

o

o
o

o

o
o
o

o

o
o
o
o
o
o

o
o
o
o
o
o

o

o

o

o

o
o
o

o

o
o
o
o
o
o

o
o
o
o
o
o

o

o

o

o

o
o
o
o

o
o
o
o
o
o

o

o
o
o
o
o

°
°
°
o

b
o
o
o

°o
°o
°o

o

°o
°
°
°
o
o

o

o

°o
o

°
°
°
°
°°
°

694

15

14

13

12

7

6

5

4

3

3

3

2

2

2

1

1

o

88,0

1,9

1,8

1,6

1,5

0,9

0,8

0,6

0,5

0.4

0.4

0.4

0,3

0,3

0,3

0,1

0,1

0,1

0,1

0,0



21 French 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0

EL Totals 11
106 126 101 81 72 71 63 58 0 0 0 0 0 789

100.
1 0

% of Total
14. 13. 16. 12. 10.

9.1 9.0 8.0 7.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
O. 100.

1 4 0 8 3 0 0

County EL Totals 3,2 3,3 3,1 2,7 2,2 1,9 1,7 1,6 1,4 1,3 1,35 1,19 1,01
0

26,3
69 16 01 35 56 10 88 46 06 43 4 2 0 26

% of County Total
12. 12. 11. 10. 8,6 7.3 6,8 6,3 5,3 5,1 5,1 4,5 3,8 O. 100.

4 6 8 4 0 0

State EL Totals
18 186 179 149 127 106 96, 90, 80, 92, 78,1 64,9 57,4 1 1,51

4,770 ,337 ,892 ,641 ,604 ,370 063 058 436 571 47 80 47 8,917 3,233

% of State Total
12. 12. 11.

9.9 8.4 7.0 6.3 6,0 5,3 6.1 5.2 4.3 3.8
1. 100.

2 3 9 3 0

Note: 2008~2009 Data used for Salida because this district did not complete and certify the Spring 2010·11 CALPADS Data Submission.
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MEMORAl'i1>lJM OF UNDERSTANDING
between tlte

CITYOF MODESTO
and the

CITY O~'RIPON

"Regarding tlte Co.l"<linati.Oli ofOngoing :Federol Transportation Administration (lITA)
-Sectian 5301 Fonded Aelivities for the l\fodesto UrblUliY,cd Ar",,"

'I1Us Memorandum of Understauding (MOD) is entered into between the City ofModesto,
hereillftftcr refetred to as "Modesto" and the City ofRipon, hereinafter referred to as "Ripen", this
22. day of September, 2009. .

This MOU is made with reference to the following recilals:

1. The Slaaislaus Council ofGo_ents (SlllnCOG) has been dellignated by the Fedeml
Transit Administration (F'TA) to receive Section 5307 fedem! tnmsit funds, which are
made available to the Modesto Urbanized Area.

2: The San Joaquin Council ofGovernments (SJCOG) is the Melropolitrul Plwning
Organization for the San Joaquin County region. .

3. SJCOG8J1dStanCQG enterndinto 8J1MOUMarch 15, 2004 to definetherol"" and
:respO!lBibilitioo ofthe two M.etropolit8J1 P!8J1ning OrgnnizatiOilll in the tnmsitp~ug and
prognunmiog offederal funds for the Modesto l.libarrized Area. This MOU between
SleOG and StanCOG i. attached to this MOU as AlllIchment A.

4. Modesto, as designated by the U.S. Census Boteau, i. the majorpopulation center in the
federallY defined Modesto l.libanized Area. Modesto is currently the .w.ignalad applicant
for FTA Section5307 funds within the Modesto Urbanized Are•.

5. Located in San Joaquin Comly, Ripon is included:in the Modella Urbanized Area, as
designated by the U.S. CensusBoreau. Ripon has eurrent and futore eligible activities for
FfA Section 5307 federal transit fonds that have and will be included in the StanCOG and
SJCOG tnmsit planning and progmmming dccnmetats.

6. Modesto and Ripon nmst enler into llnMOU to define roles and responsibilities ofthe two
cities in the FfA Section 5307 grant application and grant l1Wl!lgeruentprocess to ensure
the smooth am! equitable distribution of funds and ensure compliance with all federal
grant regulations and requiretnents.•

7. Ripon and MOOesto mutually agree that the re.'lponsibilities outlined in this MOU foster
btia!thycollaboration for the purpose oftoans;! planning and programming fadem! fends
wi!bin!beModesto Urbanized Area.

NOW, THEREFORE, in cO!IBideration ofthemulUal covenants, promises, and agreements herein
contained, the parties hi:reto :lmrtually agree as follows:

1
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SECTION 1: Fnm!)Sc

1.1 Purpose

The putpose ofthis MOU is to sci forth thebasic structure for FrASection 5307 grant application
and administration in the Modesto Urbanized Area. This MOU builds upon an existing MOU
between SJCOG and SllmCOG. The e,xisting MOU between SJCOG and StanCOG is attached w this
MOU as Attaclune.o1 A.

SECTION],; Cooperative Relationship

2.1 Communication

Modesto and Ripon shall relynpon a cooperative relationship w fucilitate the application for and
administration ofFrA Section 5307 funds. A critical cotnponent ofthis relatiooship involves open
and prodneiive conununication, which leads to setting1U!rISitproject priorities and following all
federal funding requirements.

The Mod""w Transit Manager and the Ripon City Engineer ate the primary indh~duals responsible
for ensuring implementation ofthe p,ovi.sions of this MOU.

SECTION 3: liTA Section 5367 RegulnroIentli

3.1 Gran."" Role

Modesw, as the grantee, will review proposed projects whelp ensure that all FrA supported
activities inwhichllipon engnges roruply wilh all applicable Federal regulations, Grant Agreements
and FrA circulars. Ripon shull cooperate wilh Modesto to provide supporting doclltllentl!, data and
other infunnation as maybe reasonshly requeatedby Mndesto to ensure saW Clltllpliauce.

Modesw, will make a good fuilh effurt to Provide Ripon an annual allocation amount reflecting
estimated Ripon'. funding share, incledingrelatedmethndology and teclmical calculations that were
used to idcnti(ylhe allocation ligore. Ripon shnll review the allocation and prmide COJllIllents to
Morl..to withilllhirty days on the methodology and calculation.

Within 30 calendar days ofpuhlication oflhe apportionm<:nIs in the Federal Register, Modeato will
calculate and furnish Ripon with their allocation amount Modesto will track Ihe amOlll1! ofthe
Modesto Uilianized Area'. total appomomnent, th.e cumolatlve amount afssi.d apportionment that i.
allocated to Ripon, and lhe cumulative amount"fllipOll's allocation that bos been obligated by the

2
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PTA in approved grants. Modesto will provide Ripon with a report on these amounts within 30 days
ofRipon'srequest fur infonnation

3.2 Annual Certific.ti~n. and Assnran"""

Mod""to shall annually submit Certifications and Assurances to the FTA that det;ril the fuderul
requirements willi which il must comply to be eligible to reedve redoral transit assistance. The
IIlrnual s"b1t1iBsiol1 ofth_ Certifications and Assurances is required by Federal law prior to tbe
submission ofany grant application.

Fod.eral regulations require that Modesto, as a grant applicant, secure sufficieJJt doCUJlle11tatiol1 from
subrecipicnts such as Ripon to ensure the subrecipient's compliaru:e with all ilie requirements
included in the Certifications and Assurances. To ensure that Ripon is aware ofall federal
regulations, Ripoo shall submit to Modesto, within thirty (30) days ofModesto'. request, a sigued
copy ofthe PTA'. Annual CertmcallollS and Assurances. Ripon shall comply with all requirements
set furth in the annual Certifications and Assurances.

3.3 Civil Rights ReguJronents

Mudes!o and Ripon agree to comply with all applicable civil rights statutes and inaplementing
regulations including, but not limited to, the fullowing: nOll discrimination in Federall'ublic
Transportation Programs; non dlscrimination following the requirements ofTille VI ofthe Civil
Rigbis Act of1964; Equal Employment Opportunity; non discrimination on the basis ofsex; non
discrimiriatioo on the basi. ofage; non discrimination on the basis ofdisability; and, Disa<iV1ll1taged
Business Entraptlse.

3.4 Federal Transportation Improvement ffOl!)1!m

SJCOGis responsible for the periodic devek>pmenl, adoption, and ru:nendment ofa Federal
Tranapmfation improvement Program {FfIP} fur San Joaquin County. Federally funded projects are
progrntnll1(ld by SJCOG OnbehalfofRipon to provide for Ripon's receipt ofted"",1 funds through
Ibe FTIP. Ripon will be·responslble to ensure thel its Federal Section 5307 projects are progranuued
into SJCOG's PTIP in addition to being inclllded in the StllllCOG PTIP as an infunnlllion item only.
Ripon shalirequest the inclusion ofils projects in the trieunial PTIP'. prepared by StanCOG and
SJCOG. .

The SICOa FTIP will be prapru:ed and coordinated with SbmCOG pc< the MOD between SJCOG
and SbmCOG. Ripon shall be ellgt'ble to receive FTA funding only for projects that are included in
said FTIP'. when properly adopted by both SJCOG and StanCOG, in acoordanee with regulations
promulgated by the U.s. Department ofTranapor!ation, and approved by the FTA. Projects not
.inchu.led inboth the SJeoo and StanCOO FTIP's will not be inclllded in Modesto'. Section 5307
gran! application.

3
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3.5 Annual Re,,1ew alld Request for Funding

Modesto and Ripon shall meet amrually for thepurpose ofreviewiog the tnmsit needs in the Modesto
Url>anized Area and defining the apporti<>lllllent amounts for eligible tnmsit activiliesin Ripon. The
meeting ,)mlJ be held after the PTApublishes !he annual apportionments in ilie Federal Register..

Roqu..,ts submitted to Modesto by October I" will be ineluded in an application thatModesto will .
submit to the FTA by June 30'" ofili. follawing year. Said written notification shall include C()pies
of!he SJCOG and StanCOO PTIP's as approved by Caltraos, the FHWA and the PTA. Ripoo shall
notuy Modesto in writing ifit has an PTA eligible project tbet it desires Modesto to include in its
annual Section 5307 grant application.

In the even! that application requests are filed after October 1", Modesto will amend its annual grant
applicatiun to Inchlde Ripon's PTA eligible project, iftime permits.

IfRipon dres not submit a project annually, Ripon's 1lllUualapportionmentshal!be carried over
automatically into the next year and the next year(s}, if applicable. The apportionment halance shall
be comulatively traCked byModesto. Ripon's annual apportionmnnts will not be expended by
Modesm without Ripon's express written approval. Ripon will he able to submit an eligibleproject
based upon its cumulalive unexpended apportionmani balance. Modesto will provide Ripon the
cumulatiye belance within thirty (:iO) calendar days ofRipon's request

All parties agree that Ripon'. share ofthe Modesto Urbanized Area's annual Sectioo 5307 allocation
sllllll be b",,'e(\ on the percentage ofthe JlO!1Ulation (according to tbe most reccnl federal census) oflbe
Modesto Urbanized Area that resides within San Joaquin County. This percentage sball be applied to
theportion oftbe Modesto Urbanized Area's Section 5307 apportionment that is calculated on
population .lnce and the portinntbet is calculated using populationmultipliodby population density.
The remainder ofilie apportionment shallbe distnbuted to Modesto. Ripon shall ""treceiVe any
portion of the ETA Section 5307 apportiomnent that i. dctOOnined, ill whole or in part, OJI the basis of
bus revenue miles or other data obtained through the Natioual TrlUlSit Database process, unless Ripon
submits NTD reporting dma "" specified in Section 4.3 ufthi. MOD.

SECTION 4; Grant Applkation and Managem....t

4.1 Fed"....l Transit Adminlstration Section S~J!7 Furu!lng Aiwn""tlnn .

Modesto shall complete the application for Section 5307 funding fur the Modesto Urbanized Area
and include funding reqnesled by Ripoo in the manner prescribed In Sections 3.4 and 3.5 offuis
MOD. Modesto shall submilthe application to the Federal1'nmsit Admini.frlItion fur processing.

Ripon shall provide Modesto wi!hproject information Oll a timely basis to ensurethat greet
application deadlines are met. This information shall inclnde a project description, bu.dget and
bodgel detail, projeotmilestones and environmental findings, Modesto may submit the anoual

4
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application without funding for Ripon ifit does not receive the nooessaryprqJect infonnanon wj,thin
thirty (30) calendar days ofDafirying Ripon in writingofthe deadline for receipt ofproject
fnfunnation.

After the grant bas hee'll approved by the FTA, StanCOG has OOUlpleted the SupplemectaJ Agreement
appJOval and Modesto has executed the grant, Modesln will notifyRipon ofthe final approval of
PTA grant funding. A flow chart detailing the gran! applieation process is attached ro theMOD as
Attacinncnt B.

4.2 Federal. TransltAdmlnlsrration Section 5367 Grant Reporting Requirements

FinancW Status Reports (PSR) and Milestone Progress Reports (MPR) are dlle to the FTA within 30
days after the end ofeach quarter. Thesereports areused by the PTA to dctennine ifthe purposes of
the grant are being achieve.!, ifthe project is progressing on time aod within hudget, if the grant"" is
demonstrating compet»ncein executing the project, ifthe project meet. program requirements and if
any future probl= are UlIticipate<L The FTAmaywilhhold payment fur fml,,!'e to submit FSR or
MPR reports on time.

The FSR is to provido a current, complete and accurate financial picture ofthe grant on an aCClUal
basis as specified in FTA Circular 5010.1D, as that circrilar may he subsequentlyupdated or
amended.

The MPR is the narrative portion nf the quarterly report. Infonnation'in the MPR includes status
reports and progress ou the milestones included in fhe grant application. FTA Circular 5010.1D
describes theMPR.

Modesln will combine the information onModesto's projects with~on's projects fur these
quartedyreports. To meet the quarterly reportingdeadline, hy the 10 day ofthe month following
the end ofeach quarterRipon will provide Modesin with the finance and rnilesroneinfum:uttlon
needed for Modesto ro properly complete the reports.

4.3 Federal Transit Administratlrut N.oonal Transit Database IN,TD) Reporting

IfRipon does not receive a waiver ftom the PTA furNfDreporting, Ripon will submit NTD reports
that bave boon compiled in the Dlann<:t""prescribed bYtheFTA. IfRipon desires to receive FTA
funding bJlsed on services provided, or any faC'ror other than population and popuJati.Oll dcoslty,
Ripon must submit NID information ro the PTA. This would require RljJon ro provide adequate and
properly trained staffresources ro collect and compile the infurmation. fu addition, aRipon staff
member would need to regularly attaod FTA ttaining onNTD reporting. IfRipon submits NTD
reports, bard copies afthe reports will be sent ro Modectn.

PTA grantees and suI, recipients are required by Jaw ro snhmit monthly and annual N1D reports ro
the PTA. There are three types ofNTD reports; aruma!, moofuly and safuty and security incidents.
The largest oflhe tlrree is the annual report, which includes information on transit operations
including riderslrip, miles, hours ""d vehicles with details onactual eltpenditares. The PTA uses this
infunnation to calculate the .Modesto Urbanized Area's amrnal apportionment Daia collection

5
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mefuodologies and reporting procro= are highly l=hnlcal and .nnuallraioing is required ro
complete the reporta accurately.

Durillg an ITA Triennial Review, M<lde..to is required to provide the NTD reporting identification
numb", fur all sub recipients ofFfA Section 5207 funds. As a sub recipient, Ripon slu!U provide
Modesto with a copy ofits NTD reports that incl1!des Ripon'. "eporting identification nnmber or a
letter from Ille PTA waiving the requiremenL

M<ldesro will not be available ro ass;'t in the collection and assimilation ofNTD data for Ripon.
Modesro will no! be abJe to enter into its NTD database information on Ripon's behalf. n """11 be
Ripon's responsibility to "CI.-"UIandy conc,ct and enter infonnation into the NTD reporting .yatem.

Section 5: ReimJmr.ements for Grrutt Activities

Thirty daya after M<ldesto's submission oflbo Quarterly reports ro !be Fl'A, Ripoo win submit a
detsiJ<ld expense report and invoice based on the FSR (Sectioo 4.2, Reports) to Modesto fur
reimbursement. Tho expense report will be submitted by!be first day of March, Jnne, September and
Dt;cember fullowing any quarter in wlriub Ripon has incurred reimlnnsablo expenses. Modesto will
reimburse Ripon fur eligible activities witbin 30 days after !be receipt ofthe expense iovoice. Ripon
will maintain all original invoices fur a period often years fur fumre PTA audits and reviews.

Ripon sball reimbnrse M<ldesro for fully allocated labor exponses for activities related to FTA grants
that benefit Ripon. To reeeive reitnlnnsement for rontine activities eoostitnting less than 20 hours of
labor, lVlodesto shalt subrolt an iovoice ro Ripon within 30 days ofthe eM ofeach six-monfh poriod
in which costs were incurred. To receive reimbursement fur actlvities beyond the routine activities,
or in execessof 20 hours ofJalnn, Modesto sball provide Ripon wifu written notice of!be labor
expenditores prior ro undertaking fhe non-rontine activities. Aoy invoice subroltted by Modesto to
Ripon sballlist labor bours by employee, fhe fully allocated ""Pense rate per labor hour and the cost
by employee and a total fur all Modesto employees and must be approved, in writing, by fue Ripon
City Engineer. Ripon sIu!ll remitpayment to Modeslo witbin 30 days ofreceipt ofsaid invoice. PTA
funda may not be used for this paymenL

Section 6: Errors lind Omil!siollS

Ripon and Modesto agree lbat neltberparty sballhold fhe otbcrrespoosible for errors, omissions or
other negligence lba! rnigbt result in!be Joss offundiog or"delay in receiving funding.

Section 7: MOU Aqren<!ment

TIlls MOU maybe amended by lbe written conseat ofbofh parties.

6
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Section 8: MOU T...mlrurtion

Either party upon thitty days wrillennotifkation to the othennay t<:!minate this MOU.

&ciIon 9: Allthorizatlon ofMOU

IN WITESS "IIWRBDF, the aty ofModooto, a mnniclpai corporation, has authorized tho exeCtlti<m

ofthis MOn in duplicate byils aty MJmager and attestation byiis aty C!edt under aullwrltyof

.Resolution No. 2009-~___->, adopted by the Council oflh.e Ci.tyofMOOesh>"" the

22 duyof September, 2009.

CITY OFMODESTO, CITY OF RIPON
A c.Jifumi. municlt,.l corporation A California lllllI1iclpai corporation

~ .. -By: .
ClluCKMa:YOr

ATT~- ~

,By: .
slIIELOPEZ;Citci

(SEAL)

1
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APPROVED AS TO FORM:
SUSANA ALCALA WOOD, City Attomey

BY:~
lWiANJ:}~'laut City Attornoy

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

'"~ t2bv-~MARY , Manager < <

• Coroomtiona ~lIij!ua_01_ (2)0_
reqoooo (If(lW}{l) offioerpllliJ oorpomre-settl..

l'o-..Jrlp-Ilign>.""ofa _ required

8
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THOMAS II. TERPSTRA, City Attw:ney
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CITY of MODESTO

Dejn:l1'imc11t of

PJtblic W/m-ks
1010 Tenth Street
P.O. Box 642
M,d"",, CA 95353

A(JmilIistTiIf~'(m

2091341-2Y34
2091577-5477 PttX

Ab'jJfff'J

209/577-5318
2091576-1985 Fax

FJNt Sc~'V;';es

209/342-2220
209/523-:3730 Fax

Parking Ser'i'if/¢$.

2091342-2216
209/523-3130 Fax

Stqell

2091342··2244
209/491-59.:3"0 F(J~

T1<J,IJ;SJ!

2091577-5295
2-09/571-.5521 Fax

Wd.l'tNPdt.n-

209l577~6200

209lj15-3911 Fax

Waler
2091342-2246
209/577-4983 fax

H"";ng ""d Sped>
imjJ4ired Only
TDD J-&m-735~29291

1
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february 22, 2013

Kevin Werner
City of Ripon
259 N. Wilma Ave.
Ripon, CA 95366

Dear Kevio,

Now that Ripon has receiverllts first bus funded by the Federal Transit

Administration I would like to take the opportunity to remind you that Ripon

needs to submit its annual Certifications and Assurances as required by

Section 3.2 of our Memor.mdum ofUnclerstanding. I have attached a copy of

the form for your convenience. This year's Certifications were: published in

the Federal Register this week and Ihave included the notice along with the

form. Please send me a copy of th e completed form along with the

supporting documentation required try the FTA.

This annual submission is required t<:> assure the ITA that aH of the ITA

Section 5307 requirements are being met. These Certifications confirm

Ripon7s compJlance with Federal requirements. As we: have discussed in

previous meetings, these requirements include, but are not limited to, Title

VI, Drug and Alcohol Testing of safety sensitive employees, the Americans

with Disabilities Act and charter bus regulations.

Modesto needs to submit its Certification as SOOn a5 possible_ We will need

Ripon's Certification and documentation by the end of Marth 2013 to comply

with FTA requirements.

Thank you for your attention to this important matter.

;l~
Transit Manager

Cif;wlf Pirl!!
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U.S.O"f>"r1ment
of Transportation
Fedoral Transit
AdmJnJstratlon

Mr. Fred Cavanah
City of M1:1ciesto

{

REGIONtx
Arlrona, C.mlroflll~
.Hawa!f, Ncwoo, Guam

Engineering and Transportation Department
1010 Tenth Street
Sulte4500
Modesto, CA 95353

2011'vt1ssronstreet
SolteWO .
Sanfmncisoo,CP; 94105,18~9

415--744-3133
41$.144·2726 (Tax)

Reo Finding of No Significant Impact for the
Modesto Bus Maintenance FaCllily

Dear Mr- Cavanah:

Based on OUf review of the Environmentel Assessment dated June, 2000, we have issued
a Finding of No Slgnfficant Impact (FONSI) for the Modesto Bus Maintenance FacIlIty.

A copy of the FONSlls enclosed. A notice of availability of the FON~I shall be sent by
the'appHc8nl to the 8ffecled units of Federal, State and local gOV6rnment and the
document shall be avanable from the applicant and the FTA upon "",ues! by the public.
Notice shall alSo be sent to the stale inleJ90vernmental review contacts established.
under Executive Order 12372.

Please note that when the grant is approved for this project, the standard terms and
condllions of the grant contract Will require. the CIty of Modesto to undertake the mltiga~on
meesures Identltled in this document

Thank you for your cooperation in meetlng the requirements of the National
Envlronmentel Policy Act. ffyou have any questions. please contact your Transportaliol'l
Representative, Jerome Wiggins at (415)744-3115..

Sincerely,~

i6~
....-:-

as/Ie T. Rogel) .
Regional Adml~tor
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FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT II,!•• ACT

,FTA Project No.: CA 030562-00

GTant Applicant: Gity ofModesto

Proposed Project: Bus Maintenance FacDity

Prolect Location: Moileslo, Callfomla

A. Request

This Is a request for approval ofa Finding of No SignifICant Impact under 40 CFR 1508.13
to construct a bus maintenance facil~y for the Modesto Area Express, '

B. Background.

The City ofModesto proposes to construct a new bus maintenance faciltty on a site
adjacent to the existln~ maintenance facility and the CKy Corporation Yard. The site is
roughly bounded by 8 street, Washington Street, Elm Street, and the Modesto Irrigation
Dlslrtct Canal. The new bus maintenance facility wtllinciude a mainlehance building,
parking for 65 transit vehicles, fuel island, wash house, and 24 spaces ofoff-s!reel
employee and visitor parl<lng. Two parcels would need to bo acquired forlhis project; Ihe
four commercial tenants on these two parcels would be relocated.

C. Environments,1 Finding

The City In anticipation of submUting a Section 5309 application for the expansion of lhe
existing operations and maintenance racility Project has prepared an Environmental
Assessment (EA) In. accordance wtth 24 CFR 771.119: The'project environmen!al
document is In compliance wtth the Cityof Modesto's General Plan Master Environmelltal
Impact Report, in accordance wtll! the california Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).

1. The City has adopted spectflc environmental commitments as partof the project
description to address typical impects that occur from anyconstruction preck>se of the
requirements ofUle Uniform Relocalion Act wHI apply to the four commercia! tenanls.

2. The final Initial StudyfEnvironmental Assessment identified potentially significant
effects which the pr~ect could have in Ihe areas of water quality;land use and aesthetics,
safelylseGurlty, hazardous materials, and construction, The City has agreed to the
mitigation measures listed in the,EA WhiCh will avoid the effects or mitigate the effecl$ to a
level wthere no signHlcan! impacts wtll OCClJr.

3. Compiiance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservat,ion Act has been
completed. No historic properties were Identified. '
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{
D. Environmental Ft,ulnq

Based on the Environmental Assessment (EA) end the above discussion; ft is the Federal
Trans!tAdministratfon's finding under 23 CFR 771,121 that there are no significant .
Impacts on fhe environment associated wt1h the development and operation of the
proposed project In addition, the environmental assessment complies wlih the criteria
setforlh under 40 CFR 1508.13 end conforms 10 the guldanca in FTA Circular 5620.1.

The Environmental Assessment has been independently evaluated by the Federal Transit
Administration and determined to accurately di~"CUss the need, environmental issues, and
impacts of the proposed project and appropriatl' m)ligation measures. It provides
sufficient evidence and analysis for determining that an EIS Is not required.

The applicant is directed to distribute this Findll1g of No SignifiCant lropac! to the affected
units of Federnl, State and Local governments pursuant to 23 CFR 771 .121(b) upon
execution of this ocumenl

Date
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MODESTO TRANSIT CONTACTS

For further information regarding Modesto Transit Title VI Program, please contact the Title VI Program
coordinator or the Transit Manager at 209.577.5295 or 1010 10th St, Suite 4500, Modesto CA 95353.

End I City of Modesto Title VI Program



MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-165

RESOLUTION ACCEPTING THE WORK BY CONCO WEST, INC., FOR THE
"JENNINGS WASTE WATER TREATMENT PLANT POTABLE WATER
SUPPLY PROJECT" AS COMPLETE, AUTHORIZING THE CITY CLERK TO
FILE A NOTICE OF COMPLETION WITH THE STANISLAUS COUNTY
RECORDER UPON RECEIPT OF APPROVED WARRANTY BOND, AND
AUTHORIZING PAYMENT OF AMOUNTS TOTALING $333,417

WHEREAS, a report has been filed by the Director of Utility Planning and

Projects that the Jennings Waste Water Treatment Plant Potable Water Supply Project has

been completed by Conco West, Inc., in accordance with the contract agreement dated

October 4,2011,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that Jennings Waste Water Treatment Plant Potable Water Supply Project is hereby

accepted as complete from said contractor, Conco West, Inc., that the City Clerk is

authorized to file a Notice ofCompletion with the Stanislaus County Recorder upon

receipt ofapproved Warranty Bond, and that payment of amounts totaling $333,417 is

authorized as provided in the contract.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 23 rd day of April, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Burnside,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

ATTEST:

By: SUSAN~fWOOD, City Attorney
v
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-166

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING STAFF TO PROCEED WITH A
WASTEWATER TREATMENT FACILITY RELOCATION STUDY TO
FURTHER EVALUATE THE CONCLUSIONS IDENTIFIED IN THE SUTTER
AVENUE PRIMARY TREATMENT FACILITIES LAYOUT PLAN

WHEREAS, in 2007, Council, by Resolution No.2007-179, adopted the

Wastewater Master Plan Update (WWMP Update), and

WHEREAS, the WWMP Update indicated that additional study is necessary to

address flood protection at the Sutter Facility as it is vulnerable to flooding near the

Tuolumne River, and

WHEREAS, the WWMP Update recommends that flood protection be

accomplished by constructing various flood walls, levees, and berms around the Sutter

Facility, and

WHEREAS, in 2012, the City contracted with Carollo Engineers to prepare the

Sutter Avenue Primary Treatment Facilities Layout Plan (Sutter FLP) to serve as a guide

for the near-term and future use ofthe Sutter Facility; specifically, to identifY and avoid

conflicts with proposed flood protection infrastructure and where to best locate current

and future facilities, and

WHEREAS, Carrollo Engineers calculated that the estimated cost for upgrading

the current primary facilities and providing flood protection at the Sutter Facility at

approximately $80.5 million, and
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WHEREAS, given the significant cost for flood protection and that the current

facility has little land available for long tenn growth needs; consideration was given to

the feasibility of this financial commitment at the present site, and

WHEREAS, Carollo has identified an alternative that would move the current

primary wastewater treatment processes at the Sutter Facility to the Jennings Facility at a

cost of approximately $80.5 million, and

WHEREAS, moving primary treatment processes to the Jennings Facility could

provide some operational and treatment process advantages, as well as to create greater

regional treatment opportunities, and

WHEREAS, in order to evaluate this alternative, this project will study the

feasibility of relocating the primary wastewater facilities from the Sutter Facility to the

Jennings Treatment Facility location. The anticipated length of the study is approximately

6 months,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby authorizes staff to proceed with a Wastewater Treatment Facility

Relocation Study to further evaluate the conclusions identified in the Sutter Avenue

Primary Treatment Facilities Layout Plan.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 23 rd day ofApril, 2013, by Councilmember Burnside,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Cogdill,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

By:
~~f+~~~~~~~~--~----
SUS A ALCALA WOOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-167

RESOLUTION CREATING A NEW CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
PROJECT 100644 - WASTEWATER TREATMENT FACILITY RELOCATION
STUDY, AND AMENDING THE FISCAL YEAR 2012-2013 CAPITAL
IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM BUDGET IN THE AMOUNT OF $200,000 FROM
WASTEWATER RESERVES TO FUND THE PROJECT

WHEREAS, in 2007, Council, by Resolution No.2007-179, adopted the

Wastewater Master Plan Update (WWMP Update), and

WHEREAS, the WWMP Update indicated that additional study is necessary to

address flood protection at the Sutter Facility as it is vulnerable to flooding near the

Tuolumne River, and

WHEREAS, the WWMP Update reconunends that flood protection be

accomplished by constructing various flood walls, levees, and berms around the Sutter

Facility, and

WHEREAS, Carollo has identified an alternative that would move the current

primary wastewater treatment processes at the Sutter Facility to the Jennings Facility at a

cost of approximately $80.5 million, and

WHEREAS, City staff recommends creating new Capital Improvement Program

Project 100644-"Wastewater Treatment Facility Relocation" to study this alternative, and

WHEREAS, certain budgetary transactions are necessary in the amount of

$200,000, in order to fund the "Wastewater Treatment Facility Relocation Study" Project,

including Engineering/DesignlAdministration support, and

WHEREAS, it is staff's reconunendation to fund the CIP at this time, in order to

complete the project in a timely manner, and
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WHEREAS, the Fiscal Year 2012-2013 Budget must be amended as shown in

Exhibit A, which is incorporated by reference herein,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves the creation of Project 100644 "Wastewater Treatment Facility

Relocation and the amendment of the Fiscal Year 2012-2013 Budget as shown in Exhibit

A".

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Director of Finance, or her designee, is

hereby authorized to implement the provisions of this resolution.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 23 rd day of April, 2013, by Councilmember Burnside,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Cogdill,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

By: ____-,~~~~~~-=________
SUSAN . ALCALA WOOD, City Attorney

//
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EXHIBIT A

In order to create Capital Improvement Program Project 100644 "Wastewater Treatment
Facility Relocation" and establish a budget for EngineeringlDesigniAdministration
support, funds need to be transferred in the amount of $200,000. This would be done by
reducing Wastewater Reserves by <$200,000> and appropriating funds to Project 100644
as follows: Engineering/Design!Administration by $200,000, within Project 100644
"Wastewater Treatment Facility Relocation".
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-168

RESOLUTION ACCEPTING WITH REGRET THE RESIGNATION OF LEE
HEDGEPETH FROM THE CITIZENS' HOUSING AND COMMUNITY
DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE

WHEREAS, Lee Hedgepeth was appointed a member of the Citizens' Housing

and Community Development Committee on March 13,2012, and

WHEREAS, Lec Hedgepeth has tendered his resignation from the Citizens'

Housing and Community Development Committee, and

NOW, THERFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the resignation of Lee Hedgepeth

from the Citizens' Housing and Community Development Committee be, and hereby is

accepted with regret.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Council of the City of Modesto, on its

own behalf, and on behalfof the citizens of the City, hereby expresses its sincere

appreciation to Lee Hedgepeth for his service to the community.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 7th day of May, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Burnside,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Mayor Marsh

None

Muratore

By: ____~~~~~------------__
OOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-169

A RESOLUTION RETAINING THE LAND VALVES FOR THE 2011 CAPITAL
FACILITIES FEES PROGRAM AT $150,000 PER ACRE, AND WAIVING THE
CAPITAL FACILITIES FEES ANNUAL INFLATIONARY ADJUSTMENT FOR
FISCAL YEAR 2013-14

WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of Modesto has adopted Modesto

Municipal Code Section 8-1.904 et seq., creating and establishing the authority for

imposing and charging Capital Facilities Fees (CFF), and

WHEREAS, the current Capital Facilities Fees are set forth in Resolution No.

2003-309 as amended and restated by Resolution Nos. 2006-055, 2010-272, and 2011-

105, and

WHEREAS, the current CFF Policies and Procedures (Policies and Procedures)

are set forth in Resolution No. 2008-070, and

WHEREAS, according to Resolution No. 2011-106, the CFF land valuation costs

shall be reviewed by staff and the Finance Committee to ensure that huge swings in land

value are accounted for in the CFF Program, and

WHEREAS, in 2010, land values were set at $150,000 per acre, and

WHEREAS, in February 2012, the 2011 local land sales for residential, industrial,

commercial and agricultural uses were examined to determine average sales prices, and

WHEREAS, the data revealed a considerable range in square footage costs for

comparison, and

WHEREAS, the average price per square foot ranged from $0.69 for agricultural

land to $97.15 for medical office properties, and
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WHEREAS, it was found that the land values were within a reasonable range of

the 2011 data and should remain the same, and

WHEREAS, the 2012 local land sales for residential, industrial, commercial and

agricultural uses have been examined to determine average sales prices, and

WHEREAS, while there is a slight uptick in the struggJiog economy, the sample

of sales data is still limited and the data revealed a considerable range io square footage

costs for comparison, and

WHEREAS, the average price per square foot ranged from $0.61 for agricultural

land up to $142.23 for medical office properties, and

WHEREAS, it has been found that the land values are somewhat low in

comparison with the 2012 sales information; and

WHERAS, staff is not recommending an increase at this time as a comprehensive

fee update will be undertaken in Fiscal Year 2013/14 to align the CFF Program with the

Regional Transportation Impact Fee program and the City's General Plan update; and

WHEREAS, adjustments to land values will be considered during the

comprehensive update; and

WHEREAS, according to Section 3C of the Policies and Procedures the CFF shall

be automatically adjusted annually for all land use categories according to the annual

change in the San Francisco Bay Area News Record Construction Cost Index through the

month of December of the year preceding each inflation adjustment, and

WHEREAS, the construction cost index (CCl) inflation adjustment scheduled for

the upcoming fiscal year is 1.5%, and
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WHEREAS, the nation, State of California, and City of Modesto have been faced

with unprecedented economic circumstances, and

WHEREAS, increasing the fee will not benefit the City ofModesto, and

WHEREAS, staff has recommended the 1.5% CCI be waived this year, and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that the land values for the 2011 Capital Facilities Fees Program shall be retained at

$150,000 per acre.

NOW BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the CFF annual inflationary

adjustment for Fiscal Year 2013-14 shall be waived.

NOW BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, the current 2011 CFF Program rate shall

remain in effect through June 30, 2014.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City ofModesto held on the ih day of May, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Cogdill, was

upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)
APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, CogcliU, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

By:
~~~~~~~--~~~~---------SUS ALCALA WOOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-170

RESOLUTION APPROVING THE ANNUAL INFLATIONARY ADJUSTMENT
OF CERTAIN DEVELOPMENT USER FEES AS IDENTIFIED IN THE
DEVELOPMENT USER FEE SCHEDULE PER RESOLUTION NO. 2011-106
AND AMENDED BY RESOLUTION NO. 2011-231

WHEREAS, Resolution Nos. 2003-446 and 2005-278 previously allowed for an

automatic annual inflationary adjustment to fees; and

WHEREAS, on March 22, 2011, Resolution No. 2011-106 amended those

resolutions to require Finance Committee and City Council review and approval for the

annual inflationary adjustment to fees; and

WHEREAS, on June 28, 2011, Resolution No. 2011-106 was amended by

Resolution No. 2011-231; and

WHEREAS, Development User Fees recover the cost of service recovery,

primarily composed of staff time; and

WHEREAS, Council's direction has been "full cost recovery" in most cases; and

WHEREAS, in order to achieve self-sustaining services, fees must be adjusted

annually to reflect increases in administrative costs; and

WHEREAS, in 2011 the Fees Task Force recommended that Development User

Fees be adjusted annually; and

WHEREAS, the adjustment is based on the U.S. Department of Labor

Employment Cost Index - State & Local Government Employees, as published by the

Bureau of Labor Statistics; and

WHEREAS, these figures are published on a quarterly bases; and
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WHEREAS, the Development User Fees annual adjustment is based on the 4th

quarter adjustment figure for the previous calendar year, ending December 31; and

WHEREAS, the adjustment percent for the 4th quarter ending December 31, 2012

was 1.9%; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves the 1.9% annual inflationary adjustment of certain Development

User Fees as identified in the Development User Fee Schedule.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the in day of May, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Cogdill, was

upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:
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Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-171

RESOLUTION APPROVING A WILL SERVE LETTER FOR THE PROPERTY
LOCATED AT 5301 YOSEMITE BLVD., EMPIRE, APN: 133-014-023 TO
CONNECT TO THE CITY OF MODESTO'S EXISTING WATER SYSTEM, AND
AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE TO SIGN THE
WILL SERVE LETTER

WHEREAS, on May 22,2012, the City Council approved a resolution number

2012-203, and

WHEREAS, it amended city of Modesto Municipal Code section 11-1.05 and

Council Policy 5.001 relating to water connection charges and

WHEREAS, it required that the City Manager upon the recommendation of the

Director responsible for utility system planning to request City Council approval for all

extensions of water and sewer services into unincorporated areas.

WHEREAS, the property located at 5301 Yosemite Blvd. in Empire, is not

connected to City's water system and

WHEREAS, this property is located outside Modesto City limits and

WHEREAS, City staff has completed an analysis and determined that it is

reasonable for the City of Modesto to extend water service to this property and

WHEREAS, it has been detennined that a sufficient quantity ofpotable water is

available for normal usage by the proposed development and

WHEREAS, the water connection fees are paid and associated permits be

obtained prior to connecting to the City water system.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves the Will Serve letter for a property located at 5301 Yosemite

Blvd. (APN 133-014-023) in Empire.
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BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to approve the Will Serve letter.

The foregoing documents were introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the i h day of May, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Cogdill, was

upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

By: ____~~~~__----____-
SUSAN CALA WOOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-172

RESOLUTION APPROVING AN OUTSIDE SERVICE AGREEMENT
BETWEEN THE CITY OF MODESTO AND GUILLERMO G. OCHOA, A
MARRIED MAN, FOR WATER SERVICE FOR THE PROPERTY LOCATED
AT 5301 YOSEMITE BLVD. IN EMPIRE, APN: (133-014-023) AND
AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO EXCUTE
THE AGREEMENT

WHEREAS, the property located at 5301 Yosemite Blvd. is not connected to

City's water system, and

WHEREAS, this property is located outside Modesto City limits, and

WHEREAS, if it is determined that it is reasonable for the City to extend water

service to this property, and

WHEREAS, it has been determined that a sufficient quantity of potable water is

available for normal usage by the proposed development, and

WHEREAS, the water connection fees will be paid and associated permits be

obtained prior to beginning any on site construction, and

WHEREAS, that the property owner enters into an outside service agreement for

water with the City, as required for water service outside of City limits.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves the outside service agreement for the property located at 5301

Yosemite Blvd. in Empire APN (133-014-023)

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute the agreement.

05107/2013/CEDIBSandhuiltem 8 2013·172



The foregoing documents were introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 7th day of May, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Cogdill, was

upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

By: ~~~~~~~~~-=~_____
SUSAN ALCALA WOOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-173

RESOLUTION REJECTING ALL BIDS FOR THE PURCHASE OF SHELTERS
FOR CHLORINATION SYSTEMS FOR THE DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC
WORKS, WATER DIVISION, AND AUTHORIZE THE PURCHASING
MANAGER TO RE-ISSUE FORMAL REQUEST FOR BIDS (RFB) FOR THE
PURCHASE OF SHELTERS FOR CHLORINATION SYSTEMS

WHEREAS, the City Manager authorized the Purchasing Manager to issue formal

Request for Bids (RFB) for the purchase of Shelters for Chlorination Systems for a two

(2) year agreement with three (3) one-year options at the sole discretion of the City and

WHEREAS, the Purchasing Division issued RFB No. 1213-04 Shelters for

Chlorination Eqnipment to thirty-four (34) prospective bidders, none ofwhich are local

vendors. The RFB was posted on the City's website, and

WHEREAS, bids were formally opened in the City Clerk's office. Two (2)

companies chose to respond and provided responsive and responsible bids. No local

vendors can provide this equipment, and

WHEREAS, it was discovered that similar shelters were being provided to

various agencies within California at a significantly lower cost than original bids

received, and

WHEREAS, per RFB specifications, the City reserves the right to decline to

award a contract if it is determined that the proposed pricing is not competitively priced

based on similar contracts with public agencies within the State of California, and

WHEREAS, in the best interest of the City and to provide all vendors a fair and

competitive process, staff recommends rejection ofall bids and to re-issue a formal

Request for Bid with revised specifications, and
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NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Couucil of the City of Modesto

that it hereby authorizes the bid rejection ofall bids for the purchase of shelters for

chlorination systems for the Public Works Department, Water Division.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Purchasing Manager re-issue formal

Request for Bids for the purchase of shelters for chlorination systems.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 7th day of May, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Cogdill, was

upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:
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Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

ATTEST:
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-174

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE AWARD OF BID FOR THE PURCHASE
OF A BOBCAT COMPACT LOADER FOR THE PUBLIC WORKS
DEPARTMENT, WATER DIVISION THROUGH THE FLEET SERVICES
DIVISION, BY "ACCESSING THE TERMS" OF A COMPETITIVELY BID
CONTRACT WITH THE NATIONAL JOINT POWERS ALLIANCE (NJPA), TO
CLARK EQUIPMENT COMPANY, WEST FARGO, ND, AND AUTHORIZING
THE PURCHASING MANAGER TO ISSUE A PURCHASE ORDER FOR A
TOTAL ESTIMATED COST OF $94,445

WHEREAS, the City Manager authorized the Purchasing Manager to issue formal

Request for Bids (RFB) for new vehicles and heavy equipment, throughout FY 12/13

through various competitive processes, with the Purchasing Division coming back to

Council for award authorization. The compact loader is included in the FY 12/13 new

vehicles and heavy equipment list authorized by the City Manager, and

WHEREAS, the Public Works Department, Fleet Services Division, has requested

the purchase of a compact loader for use by the Public Works Department, Water

Division. The compact loader is used with several attachments to grind, sweep, and

remove debris from utility cuts, and

WHEREAS, the compact loader is a replacement for a 2003 model year trench

compactor unit that is at the end of its useful life. The trench compactor has been

subjected to a thorough evaluation and has met or exceeded the replacement criteria

before being placed on the replacement list. The trench compactor is being replaced with

a more productive multi-use piece ofequipment, and

WHEREAS, sufficient funds are budgeted in Fiscal Year 12113, in Fleet

Replacement account 5409-53246-57003, and

05/0712013IFinanceIPWIMTorres/Item 10 2013-174



WHEREAS, the National Joint Powers Alliance (NJPA) went through a

competitive bid process for the purchase ofheavy construction equipment and issued

contract #060311. The most responsive and responsible bidder that met the bid

specifications was Clark Equipment Company, West Fargo, ND. Clark Equipment

Company is extending the NJPA discount to the City of Modesto, and

WHEREAS, there are no local vendors for this type of equipment. Taking

advantage of this process and awarding a contract by "accessing the terms" of the NJPA

contract is an efficient and effective way to purchase the compact loader, and saves the

time and expense for the City to formally solicit RFB' s, and

WHEREAS, The Modesto Municipal Code (MMC), Section 8-3.203, generally

requires all purchases, which meet or exceed $50,000.00 for material, equipment or

contractual services to be formally bid. However, there are exceptions to the rule set forth

in the Modesto Municipal Code. One exception, MMC 8-3.204 (d), is available where the

Purchasing Manager, in his discretion, determines that a process other than the usual

formal bid procedure set forth in Section MMC 8-3.203 will result in procurement for the

City at the lowest possible cost commensurate with the desired quality. Acting within his

discretion, the Purchasing Manager invoked that exception for this purchase.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City ofModesto

that it hereby authorizes the award of bid for the purchase of a Bobcat Compact Loader

for the Public Works Department, Water Division through the Fleet Services Division, by

"accessing the terms" of a competitively bid contract with the National Joint Powers

Alliance (NJPA) to Clark Equipment Company, West Fargo, ND.
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BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Purchasing Manager or his designee to

issue a purchase order for a total estimated cost of$94,445.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting ofthe Council of

the City of Modesto held on the i h day of May, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Cogdill, was

upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

05107/20 I3lFinance/PWnvtTorresJItem 10

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-175

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE AWARD OF BID FOR THE PURCHASE
OF TWO (2) ALTEC AERIAL BUCKET TRUCKS FOR THE COMMUNITY
ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT DIVISION, TRAFFIC AND ELECTRICAL
DIVISION, THROUGH THE PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT, FLEET
SERVICES DIVISION, BY "ACCESSING THE TERMS" OF A
COMPETITIVELY BID CONTRACT WITH THE NATIONAL JOINT POWERS
ALLIANCE (NJPA), TO ALTEC INDUSTRIES, BIRMINGHAM, AL, AND
AUTHORIZING THE PURCHASING MANAGER TO ISSUE A PURCHASE
ORDER FOR A TOTAL ESTIMATED COST OF $272,780

WHEREAS, the City Manager authorized the Purchasing Manager to issue formal

Request for Bids (RFB) for new vehicles and heavy equipment, throughout FY 12/13

through various competitive processes, with the Purchasing Division coming back to

Council for award authorization. The two (2) aerial bucket trucks are included in the

FY 12/13 new vehicles and heavy equipment list authorized by the City Manager, and

WHEREAS, the Public Works Department, Fleet Services Division, has requested

the purchase of two (2) Altec Aerial Bucket Trucks for use by the Community Economic

and Development Division, Traffic and Electrical Section. Aerial Bucket Trucks are used

by the Traffic and Electrical Section to maintain or repair street lights, and

WHEREAS, the Aerial Bucket Trucks are replacements for 2002 model year units

that are at the end of their useful life. The trucks being replaced were part ofthe CARB

retrofit program. The diesel exhaust filters approved for these units increased

maintenance, operating costs, equipment downtime, and decreased overall dependability.

The Aerial Bucket Trucks have been subjected to a thorough evaluation and have met or

exceeded the replacement criteria before being placed on the replacement list, and

WHEREAS, sufficient funds are budgeted in Fiscal Year 12/13, in Fleet

Replacement account 5409-53246-57003, and
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WHEREAS, the National Joint Powers Alliance (NJPA) went through a

competitive bid process for the purchase of heavy construction equipment and issued

contract #060311. The most responsive and responsible bidder that met the bid

specifications was Altec Industries, Birmingham, AL. Altec Industries is extending the

NJPA discount to the City of Modesto, and

WHEREAS, there are no local vendors for this type of equipment Taking

advantage of this process and awarding a contract by "accessing the terms" of the NJPA

contract is an efficient and effective way to purchase the two (2) Altec Aerial Bucket

Trucks, and saves the time and expense for the City to formally solicit RFB' s, and

WHEREAS, The Modesto Municipal Code (MMC), Section 8-3.203, generally

requires all purchases, which meet or exceed $50,000.00 for material, equipment or

contractual services to be formally bid. However, there are exceptions to the rule set forth

in the Modesto Municipal Code. One exception, MMC 8-3.204 (d), is available where the

Purchasing Manager, in his discretion, determines that a process other than the usual

formal bid procedure set forth in Section MMC 8-3.203 will result in procurement for the

City at the lowest possible cost commensurate with the desired quality. Acting within his

discretion, the Purchasing Manager invoked that exception for this purchase.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby authorizes the award of bid for the purchase of two (2) Altec Aerial Bucket

Trucks for the Community Economic and Development Division, Traffic and Electrical

Section, through the Public Works Department, Fleet Services Division, by "accessing

the terms" of a competitively bid contract with the National Joint Powers Alliance

(NJPA) to Altec Industries, Birmingham, AL.
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BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Purchasing Manager or his designee to

issue a purchase order for a total estimated cost of $272,780.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 7th day ofMay, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Cogdill, was

upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

By:~~~~~~~~~~~~_____
SUS A ALCALA WOOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-176

RESOLUTION ACCEPTING THE WORK BY EMPIRE & ASSOCIATES, INC.
DBA SPRINTURF FOR THE PURCHASE AND INSTALLATION OF
SYNTHETIC TURF AT MARY E. GROGAN COMMUNITY PARK AS
COMPLETE, AUTHORIZING THE CITY CLERK TO FILE A NOTICE OF
COMPLETION WITH THE STANISLAUS COUNTY RECORDER UPON
RECEIPT OF APPROVED WARRANTY INSURANCE POLICY, AND
AUTHORIZING PAYMENT OF AMOUNTS TOTALING $1,016,260.46

WHEREAS, a report has been filed by the Director of Parks, Recreation and

Neighborhoods that the purchase and installation of synthetic turf at Mary E. Grogan

Community Park has bcen completed by Empire & Associates, Inc. dba Sprinturf in

accordance with the contract agreement dated January 8, 2013.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that the purchase and installation of synthetic turf at Mary E. Grogan Community Park is

hereby accepted as complete from Empire & Associates, Inc. dba Sprinturf, that the City

Clerk is authorized to file a Notice of Completion with the Stanislaus County Recorder

upon receipt of approved Warranty Insurance Policy, and that payment of amounts

totaling $1,016,260.46 is authorized as provided in the contract.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the i h day of May, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Couneilmember Cogdill, was

upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Couneilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

05073i2013iPRNiLHoltiltem 12

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

ATTEST:
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-177

RESOLUTION AMENDING THE CAPITAL FACILITIES FEES POLICIES
AND PROCEDURES, RESCINDING RESOLUTION NOS. 94-562, 98-27, 99-
32,99-385,2001-124,2003-309,2004-527,2004-678, 2005-391, 2006-055, 2008-
070,2010-272,2010-410,2011-105,2011-106 (Item Nos. I, 2, 3 and 4) AND
AMENDING RESOLUTION NO. 2011-106

WHEREAS, Section 8-1.904 ofthe Modesto Municipal Code authorizes the City

Council to establish a Capital Facilities Fees ("CFF") program by resolution, and

WHEREAS, the City is collecting CFF for the purpose ofconstructing public

improvements that will be needed as a result of new development, and

WHEREAS, the CFF program is a pay-as-you go program that enables

improvements to be constructed when enough monies have been accumulated, and

WHEREAS, the Streets CFF fund was established to accrue funds for arterial

roadways, intersections, expressways, freeway interchanges and associated landscaping,

and

WHEREAS, the Transit CFF fund was established to accrue funds for the

expansion of the City's transit system including additional buses and their associated

facilities, and

WHEREAS, the Air Quality Mitigation CFF Fund was established to accrue

funds to assist in the reduction of automobile travel, specifically for the development of

park and ride lots, Class I Bike Trails, and

WHEREAS, the Police CFF Fund was established to accrue funds for additional

policing needs including an additional station, police cars and associated equipment, a

northeast area precinct, a training facility, a computer aided dispatch system, and an

expanded radio system, and
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WHEREAS, the Fire CFF Fund was established to accrue funds for the

. construction ofadditional fire stations, fire ,vehicles, and a new training station, and

WHEREAS, the Parks and Recreation CFF Fund was established to accrue funds

for the development of additional regional parks, community centers, and neighborhood

parks, and the expansion of the McClure museum, and

WHEREAS, the General Government CFF Fund was established to accrue funds

for the expansion of City Hall, expansion of the City's corporation yards, and technology

expansions, and

WHEREAS, the City desires to adopt a comprehensive Policies and Procedures

document to guide in the administration of the CFF Program, and

WHEREAS, Resolution Nos. 94-562, 98-27, 99-32, 99-385, 2001-124, 2003-309,

2004·527,2004-678,2005-391,2006-055,2008-070, 2010-272, 2010-410 and 2011-105

are hereby rescinded, and

WHEREAS, resolution No. 2011-106 is hereby amended, and

WHEREAS, this resolution will serve as a comprehensive overview and

reaffinnation ofthe pertinent provisions of the resolutions listed above for rescission and

amendment, and

WHEREAS, the City Council desires to allow an exemption from CFF on

housing constructed or expanded by a Community Housing Development Organization

(CHDO) found to be affordable to households earning sixty (60%) or less of the Area

Median Income, and

WHEREAS, the Notice of Public Hearing was published in the Modesto Bee on

April 24, 2013, and
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WHEREAS, a public hearing at the City Council in the Tenth Street Place

Chambers located at 1010 Tenth Street, Modesto, California was set for May 7, 2013, at

5:30 p.m., to enable the public to have the opportunity to comment,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Modesto City Council hereby

rescinds Resolution Nos. 94-562,98-27,99-32,99-385,2001-124,2003-309,2004-527,

2004-678,2005-391,2006-055,2008-070,2010-272,2010-410 and 2011-105, and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Modesto City Council hereby amends

Resolution No. 2011-106, and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Modesto City Council hereby resolves

that this resolution will serve as a comprehensive overview and reaffirmation of the

pertinent provisions of the resolutions listed above for rescission and amendment, and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Modesto City Council hereby finds and

reaffirms as follows:

1. There is a reasonable relationship between the need for the public facilities
designated in the reports and analysis, and in the City's General Plan and
Specific Plans generated in accordance with that plan, and the City's
Capital Improvement Plan, and the impacts of the type ofdevelopment for
which the corresponding fees are charged.

2. There is a reasonable relationship between the fees, uses, and the types of
development for which the fees are charged.

3. There is a reasonable relationship between the amount of the various fees
and the cost of the public facilities or portions of the public facilities
attributable to the development and types ofdevelopment upon which the
various fees are imposed.

4. The cost estimates set forth in the reports and analysis are reasonable cost
estimates for constructing these facilities, and the fees expected to be
generated by future development will not exceed the total costs of
constructing the public facilities just referenced.

5. The 2003 CFF Update Report and analysis established a linkage or nexus
between development in the City's Annexation Areas (unincorporated area
ofthe City's General Plan Area) and the need for additional public
facilities or improvements to existing public facilities within the City of
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Modesto as well as within the Annexation Areas. Therefore, the term
"development" as used in the preceding four subparagraphs shall include
but not be limited to, development in the City's Annexation Areas that
may be approved or allowed by Stanislaus County, prior to the annexation
of said Annexation Areas or portions thereof to the City of Modesto.
Because of this clearly established nexus, it is the intention of the City
Council of the City of Modesto that the fees created by this resolution for
streets facilities, air quality facilities, and public transportation facilities be
imposed by the County of Stanislaus on development approved of or
allowed by the County of Stanislaus in the City's Annexation Areas area
and collected by the City of Modesto, and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, the City Council finds that only projects shown

in the adopted 2003 CFF Update Report including the acquisition of all right of way

necessary to develop the expressways identified in the 2003 CFF Update Report, are

eligible for receipt of CFF funds and individual projects shall be flexibly budgeted within

total dollar limits of the capital programs of the two principal fee components as follows:

L Fees for Community Facilities which inclUde Police, Fire, Parks,
Government and Administration.

2. Fees for Transportation which include Streets, Transit and Air Quality.

As long as the overall dollar amounts of the capital programs for these two

components are not exceeded, individual eligible projects may vary from the

estimates shown in the 2003 CFF Update Report, and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Modesto City Council resolves to enact

the 2003 CFF Update Report, as set forth in Exhibit "A" attached hereto and

incorporated by reference herein as though fully set forth in this resolution.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Modesto City Council hereby finds and

reaffirms as follows:

1. That 2011 Capital Facilities Fees were established to reflect the decrease
in capital facilities projects and cost estimates, and
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2. That implementation and payment of the 2011 Capital Facilities Fees (as
adjusted annually for inflation) shall be for all new development and maps
vested after September 3, 2003.

3. That the 2011 Capital Facilities Fees Summary Report, attached hereto as
Exhibit "B" is hereby reaffirmed and adopted in its entirety as though
fully set forth in this resolution.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED by the City Council that in addition to other

findings made by this resolution, the City Council further finds that the California

Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) does not apply to the adoption of this resolution

pursuant to Sections 10561 and 15273 of the State CEQA Guidelines because:

1. The policies established by this resolution are in the scope ofcapital
projects which are necessary to maintain the current level of services
within the City, as well as to purchase certain items ofcapital equipment.

2. The policies contained in this resolution will not have the potential to
affect the environment until there has been CEQA review ofthe
development projects which will be paid for by Capital Facilities Fees and
developer exaction. CEQA review will take place at the annexation,
zoning, and/or subdivision stages ofeach development project. In
addition, the construction ofeach capital facility will be subject to CEQA
review. It is therefore reasonably certain that this resolution which sets
forth the City's policy with respect to reimbursement ofdevelopers for
providing facilities which would otherwise be purchased with CFF funds,
and provides for a uniform policy for street exactions will not, by
themselves, have any possibility of causing any significant effect on the
environment.

3. The fees established by this resolution will be collected, in part, for the
purpose of obtaining funds to be used for capital projects which are
necessary to maintain the current level of services within the City,
including the construction ofpolice, fire facilities, parks and recreation
facilities, other city facilities, air quality facilities, public transportation
facilities and street facilities as well as the purchase ofcertain items of
capital equipment.

4. However, the addition of capital facilities to new neighborhoods will not
take effect until there has been CEQA review ofthe development projects
which will pay for said capital facilities via the Capital Facilities Fee
mechanism established or increased by this resolution. Such CEQA
review will take place at the annexation, zoning, and/or subdivision stages
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of each development project. In addition, the construction of each capital
facility will be subject to CEQA review. It is therefore reasonably certain
that this resolution which reaffirms the CFF program to fund capital
facilities that will be necessary in the event growth continues to occur will
not, by itself, have any possibility of causing a significant effect on the
environment.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED by the City Council that should any fee provision,

clause, paragraph or subparagraph be held invalid or unconstitutional, that invalidity or

unconstitutionality shall not affect other provisions or applications thereof which can be

given effect with the invalid fee, provision, clause, paragraph or subparagraph, and to this

end, the provisions of this resolution are declared severable. By adopting this resolution,

the City Council hereby declares that it would have adopted this resolution without that

fee, provision, clause, paragraph or subparagraph.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, by the Council of the City of Modesto that it

hereby finds and determines that the Capital Facilities Fee program, set forth herein, is a

necessary program to fund future infrastructure needed for new~evelopment.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto that it

hereby finds that the CFF revenue anticipated for the full development of infrastructure

improvements for new development has not been fully collected to complete the

financing of incomplete improvements. It is presently anticipated that there will be no

regular sources of funding to develop CFF infrastructure improvements apart from CFF

collections.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto that it

hereby finds that the anticipated dates for the full collection of fees is unknown at this

time as fees are based on development activity which is not controlled by the City.
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BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto that it

hereby finds that the funding for constructing and/or purchasing additional fire stations,

fire vehicles, and a new training station, have not yet been accumulated and the

approximate date is not yet known, but there is still a need as outlined, and therefore fees

should still be collected for these purposes.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED by the Council ofthe City ofModesto that it

hereby finds that the funding for constructing andlor purchasing an additional police

station, police cars and associated equipment, a northeast area precinct, a training facility,

a computer aided dispatch system, and an expanded radio system, have not yet been

accumulated and the approximate date is not yet known, but there is still a need as

outlined, and therefore fees should still be collected for these purposes.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED by the Council of the City ofModesto that it

hereby finds that the funding for the development of additional regional parks,

community centers, neighborhood parks, and the expansion of McClure museum have

not yet been accumulated and the approximate date is not yet known, but there is still a

need as outlined, and therefore fees should still be collected for these purposes.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED by the Council of the City ofModesto that it

hereby finds that the funding for the expansion of City Hall, expansion of the City's

corporation yards, and additional technology expansions is not yet known, but there is

still a need as outlined, and therefore fees should still be collected for these purposes.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED by the Council of the City ofModesto that it

hereby finds that the funding for the reduction of automobile travel, specifically for the
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development ofpark and ride lots and Class I Bike Trails is not yet known, but there is

still a need as outlined, and therefore fees should still be collected for these purposes.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto that it

hereby finds that the funding for arterial roadways, intersections, expressways, freeway

interchanges and all of their associated landscaping is not yet known, but there is still a

need as outlined and therefore fees should still be collected for these purposes.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto that it

hereby finds that the funding for the expansion of the transit system is not yet known, but

there is still a need as outlined, and therefore fees should still be collected for these

purposes.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED by the Modesto City Council that its Capital

Facilities Policies and Procedures relating to the application and administration of Capital

Facilities Fees, formerly adopted and amended by this Council, be further amended and

adopted in their entirety as set forth in Exhibit "C" attached hereto and incorporated by

reference herein as though fully set forth in this resolution.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Capital Facilities Fees are hereby adopted

as shown in Exhibit "C" attached hereto and incorporated by reference herein as though

fully set forth in this resolution.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 7'h day of May, 20l3, by Councilmember Cogdill, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Lopez, was

upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FO
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Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None
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OVERVIEW

EXHIBIT A

Chapter I

INTRODUCTION AND SUMMARY

Community Facility Fees (CFF) is a program whereby new development in Modesto contributes

to the ,;,osts ofthe public facilities necessary to accommodate it, thus mitigating its impact. The

City ofModesto has the power to implement this program on constitutional grounds, but it must

be implemented consistent with constitutional protections, including those to which the U. S,

Supreme Court called attention in the Nollan and Dolan decision, and with the regulations in
Sections 66000 et sec ofthe California Government code,

The imposition ofdevelopment impact fees requires identification of the facilities to be provided

and the fee amounts imposed must not exceed the cost of the necessary facilities, To fulfill this

requirement the City has undertaken a study to identifY the facilities needed and their costs,

similar to studies undertaken in 1988-89 and 1997-98. This report describes the study and its

findings, providing a basis for the City Council and the Modesto Community to update the

facilities to be constructed and the fee amounts.

The preparation of the CFF program described in this report is a result of nine months ofwork.

A "task force" guided the preparation of information regarding the public facilities to be in the

CFF program. Representatives of each department using public capital facilities in the provision

of its services - engineering and transportation, fire, parks, police, operations and maintenance

- participated in the task force meetings whenever their facility needs were being considered,

Representatives of the Building Inspection Department, the City Attorney's office, the City

Manager's office, the Finance Department, and the Community and Economic Development

Department were members of the task force, Finally, staffof Town Hall Services and Omni­

Means, Inc., the consultants to the City on the update, were members ofthe task force,

The information prepared by the various City departments and the consultants was put in the

form ofdecision packages, These were considered by the Finance Committee in both regular

meetings and in special public meetings called specifically to review the CFF information, These

decision packages are available as a supplemental report, Information Details, After revisions

under the direction of the Committee, the packages were forwarded to the City Council with the

recommendation that the Council consider and adopt an updated CFF program,
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EXHIBIT A

Modesto CFF Documentation Chapter I - Introduction and Summary

This report is provided so it can be reviewed and considered by the City Council and the citizens

of Modesto. Assuming the Council adopts an update to the present program, this document,

together with all of its exhibits, appendices, and supplemental reports, will be the document

justifying its decision.

STUDY PROCEDURE

The procedure of designing this capital facilities fee program was composed of the following

steps:

(1) projecting residential and commercial/industrial development;

(2) identifying the facilities necessary to accommodate this development;

(3) estimating the costs of these facilities;

(4) equitably allocating these costs among types ofdevelopment;

(5) determining the appropriate fee schedule.

Development Projections

This CFF study was undertaken from the perspective of the development that would occur in the

CFF study area and the facilities necessary for this growth. The CFF study area is the area in the

City's General Plan, with the exception of a couple of small areas that the City Council has

indicated are unlikely to ever become part of the City of Modesto. The unincorporated

community of Salida is the most important of the areas in the General Plan but not included in

the CFF study area; the remaining area not included is Kiernan/Carver North. An area essentialJy

equivalent to the General Plan area was chosen for several reasons. The General Plan area is that

area for which the City legally must plan. The General Plan is adopted City policy; its land use

designations provide a basis for projecting the type of development that will occur. The City'S

traffic modcl provided information about the street improvements needed for buildout of this

area. Finally, the study area is large enough to avoid distortions that could result from analysis of

the needs of only growth in a small area; most of the facilities used by growth in a small area

would be located outside of the area and the majority of the need for facilities in that area would

result from growth outside of it.
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Modesto CFF Documentation Chapter I -IntrOduction and Summary

The need for facilities to accommodate buildout, rather than development over a specified period

of time, e.g. a decade, was selected for similar reasons. The City's General Plan was based on

buildout forecasts; addressing facility need's for a shorter period would have required not only

City-wide growth projections, but growth projections for small areas and a traffic analysis of the

facilities needed for this pattern of development. And the extent to which the period's

development contributed to the need for longer term projects and the use longer term

development would make of facilities necessary for near term growth would be difficult to

consider.

The land use designations and the traffic model information were analyzed and the characteristics

of the development that would likely take place in the CFF study area at buildout were

determined. The amount of residential development in terms of number of land area, units, and

population were projected. The population ofthe City is projected to increase from about

198,600 at the present time to about 371,000 when and ifbuildout of the total area were to take

place. Similarly, the amount of commercial/industrial development was projected in terms of

land area, building area and employment. Employment is projected to increase from the present

71,000 employees to a total of293,000 at buildout.

It should be understood that, while the buildout of the CFF study area is perhaps the most

credible scenario for the calculation of fees, the scenario does not have to play out completely for

the fees to be reasonable. In particular, the entire study area will probably not be annexed into

the City, at least within a foreseeable time frame. The scenario is reasonable, however, as

essentially all of this area will be developed, public facilities to serve it will be needed, and

almost all of it will be within the City ofModesto.

Facilities Nceded

The determination of the facilities needed by each department to accommodate new development

was, as noted above, ajoint effort of City staffof that department, the consultant team, the task

force and the Finance Committee ofthe City Council. The facilities needs expressed in this

report include input from all of those participating and for the most part reflect a consensus

among them.

There are two alternative approaches to determining the facilities needed to serve projected

development. Each is used as appropriate in this study. One is to calculate directly the facilities

impacts ofnew development. The additional streets that will be needed to maintain appropriate

traffic standards is the most important example. This approach is often referred to as the

marginal approach.
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In most cases, it is more appropriate to picture the facilities that will be needed to serve the City 1&
at buildout and then to calculate new development's appropriate share ofthis total. The new City •

Hall is a good example, as it will serve not only the present City, but also, with some additional

space, future development to a City the size of General Plan buildout. As another example, the

Fire Department's resources are utilized as a system, with carefully designed involvement by

mUltiple stations in every structural fire. Police facilities are also analyzed as a total operation

serving both existing and new development. This approach is sometimes tenned a systems

approach.

Because of the importance of this concept, it is worthwhile to demonstrate the calculations in a

simple example. Figure I-I shows a small city with one existing fire station on the more

developed side of town with another station needed as development is spreading over the other

halfof the city. At a per station cost of$I.0 million, the total cost of the system will be $2.0

million. Allocating this cost among 10,000 single family home equivalents (among development

equal in the need for fire services ofthat number of single family homes) yields a cost of$200

per home, which could justify an impact fee of that amount. It should be noted that it would be

unfair (and illegal) to allocate the $1.0 million cost of a second station solely to the 4,000 home

equivalents remaining to be constructed, as existing homes already contribute to the need for the

new station.

" Fire Station

Figure 1-1

Fire Stations

4,000

10,000

Fire Station Cos!

2 Stations Cost

Future

Existing DUEs

Future DUEs

Total DUEs

$1 million

$2 million

Cost per DUE at buildout $200

Note: A DUE is the service need resultingfrom one single family detached horne (See Chapter lJ).
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Whichever approach is used, facilities standards playa major role in the determination ofneeded

facilities. Sometimes the standards are "direct," such as the example ofneighborhood park area

per 1,000 residents. In other situations, the standard is less direct, as in the Fire Department,

where the facilities needed are determined by the standard ofa response time of six minutes or

less on 90 percent of calls. The standards relevant to facilities for each department were

discussed extensively with the task force and the Council Finance Committee and attention is

called to them in the chapters describing the facility needs of each department.

Cost Estimates

The cost estimates for the needed facilities come from several sources. In a few cases they are

the budgets for facilities about to be constructed; fire stations and park improvements are

examples. In some cases they came from a study; the planning for corporation yard facilities is

an example. In some cases they reflected cost analyses by department staff; in almost all of these

cases they were based on actual costs of comparable structures or equipment. Cost estimates for

fire stations and fire engines are examples.

The estimates of street improvement costs are by far the most critical of cost estimates. The

costs of street improvements constitute the majority of the costs of needed facilities. Even more

important, they can differ significantly depending on assumptions regarding how the

improvements will be made in circumstances where some ofthe desired right-of-way is already

developed. The majority of the cost of this study was devoted to the estimation of the costs of

street improvements, including preliminary designs for each of the 257 intersections and road

segments included in the CFF program.

All ofthe costs are present construction costs; yet, the facilities will be built over the next couple

of decades, presumably at gradually inflating costs. It would be an almost impossible task to

estimate when each facility would be constructed and its inflated cost at that time. Even if this

information were available, it would stiU be more equitable to base current fees on current costs.

The problem of inflating costs in the future is met by escalating the cost impact amounts annually

by an appropriate index ofinflation. The City has used, and presumably will continue to use, the

Engineering News Record construction cost index for the San Francisco Bay Area. The cost of

land is a major share ofthe cost ofneeded facilities. Ifhistory is a guide, land costs will continue

to escalate faster than the cost ofconstruction. If the CFF fees are increased by this inflation

index, they will probably gradually fall below the actual costs. It is thus likely that development

will gradually be paying a little less than the actual costs (rather than being overcharged) until the

next CFF update.
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Equitable Cost Allocation

One aspect of cost allocation has already been described. The cost of the share of facilities

needed by existing development is not inclnded in the cost impact of new development,

whether it is tbe share of a system wide facility, such as the City Hall, or existing

deficiencies, such as undeveloped neighborhood parks.

The principal task referred to here is the allocation between different types ofdevelopment

(residential and commercial!industrial) and, eventually, to the development included in each

individual building permit. The principle governing the analysis is as follows:

For each type of capital facilities, each type of development is analyzed as

to whether is contributes to the needs for such facilities and, if so, the

relationship between the amount of that type of development and that type

of facilities.

Three different allocations are used to apportion costs among types of development:

Parks and Air Quality. The first method of allocation is used when

facilities are necessary essentially because of residential development;

therefore, their costs are appropriately allocated to residential development

based on the average number of residents. Parks and recreation and air

quality facilities are the only categories of facilities allocated in this

fashion. The parks and air quality components of the CFF for various

housing types is based on the average number of residents in each type of

housing: single family detached units, and multiple family units.

Other Facilities (except Transportation). All other facilities-for police,

fire, general City functions, etc.-are needed to serve both residential and

commercial! industrial and are therefore allocated between them. Research

[mdings generally conclude that residential development contributes

significantly more than commercial/industrial development to the need for

these facilities, i.e., that a resident should be weighted more heavily than an

employee in estimating the need for services. The calculations in this

report are based on the assumption that the impact of an employee is 40

percent of the impact of a resident. (This relationship is discussed more

fully in Chapter II.) Using this ratio, the cost impact (per person and per

employee) is determined. The fees on residential developments for these

facilities are determined based on the number of residents in each housing
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unit type, the same as for the parks component. The CFF schedule for non­

residential development includes three commercial/industrial categories:

office and other high density, retail and other medium density and industrial

and other low density. The fee is calculated for each based on the density

of employees times the cost impact per employee.

Transportation. Transportation related facilities are allocated based on the

number of trips generated, whether the type of development is residential

or commercial/industrial. In other words, the total cost is allocated based

on the trips generated by each project determined by its land use type. The

rates of trip generation are expressed in terms of units for the types of

residential development and in terms of square feet of space for about two

dozen categories of non-residential development and the fee amounts are

expressed in the same terms. It is fortunate that a good indicator of

contribution to the need for street facilities is available, as they are by far

the largest share of the costs.

FACILITIES NEEDED FOR NEW DEVELOPMENT

Fire

Fire facilities at buildout will total 15 stations, including existing city stations and new stations

built in the future. (The Salida station is not included.) Maintenance facilities, vehicles and

equipment will be added as well, commensurate with the future level of fire prevention and

emergency response needs.

The fire department operates as a system in which stations and their vehicles provide backup for

neighboring areas beyond the immediate response radius. Similarly, maintenance and training

facilities support the system as a whole. Buildout facilities needs are allocated evenly to existing

and new development using a system-wide approach.

The fire department presently has only a modest existing deficiency under the allocation method

of this analysis. New developments share of the system's cost is $17.4 million, including future

annexed stations. The fee per DUE is $255.
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Police
Until the construction of the new police building, completed in the year 2000, the Police

Department was severely short of space. Its ability to house its current officers and support staff

is much improved. The City is deficient, however, in that police staffing is far below the level

deemed necessary as the City is cbanging from a modest sized town in a remote agricultural

valley to a larger city on the periphery of a very large metropolitan area. The City Council has

indicated its intent to raise the level ofpolice staffing. Housing a larger police force results in a

higher cost and hence higher fees for new development. However, the portion of the facilities

needed to house existing development's share of the additional staff cannot be made the

responsibility of new development; it is the major cause for the large existing deficiency in police

capital facilities the City must acknowledge.

Subsequent additions will be necessary, including a parking structure, to accommodate buildout

needs. These needs are calculated on a space standard of 263 square feet per department

employee; at least one national standard is 300 square feet per employee.

Existing and new development will benefit similarly from the aggregate police facilities at

buildout. Accordingly, the future inventory of buildings and equipment (primarily vehicles) is

allocated on a system-wide basis, assigning new development a share of cost proportional to its

share of buildout DUEs. New development's share offacilities at buildout is $56.7 million, and

the fee per DUE is $830. There is a significant deficiency in police facilities, to a large part due

to the intent to increase the staffing standard.

Parks and Recreation Facilities
Facilities managed by the Parks, Recreation and Neighborhoods Department include parks, open

space, community centers, pools, sports centers and other recreational resources. The City

standard is a total ofthree acres ofparks, neighborhood and community, per 1,000 residents.

Park facilities are viewed from a system-wide approach, in which the estimated facilities are

allocated to new development on the basis ofbuildout residential DUEs. The City currently has

a large existing parks deficiency.

Facilities expansions are projected to total $348.1 million; the cost ofthe entire parks system at

buildout is $506.4 million. New development's share of this cost is $194.2 million. The CFF

fee is $4,384 per residential DUE
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General Government Facilities

This category of facilities included in the "General Government" component of the CFF program

includes (I) City Hall (the City's administrative space), (2) the City's corporation yard (the

City's "industrial space"), and (3) other facilities supporting City operations not included in any

other category.

The costs "not included in any other category" include the City's future information techoology

expansions. At buildout the City plans to provide an extensive fiber optic cable and wireless

network to facilitate improved communications between city services.

Almost all general government facilities serve all development in the City; since it would be

difficult to analyze them in terms of the facilities needed solely due to new development, they are

analyzed as a citywide system. The government services clearly benefit both residential and non­

residential development. Both types of development are therefore expected to contribute to their

construction costs.

The buildout cost of the general government facilities is $72.0 million. Of this cost, $59.7

million consists of expansions of future facilities plus future costs incurred to service the City

Hall bonds. New development's share of the total cost is $32.3 million, and the CFF fee is $474

perDUE.

Air Quality

The San Joaquin Valley air basin has been designated as a non-attainment area. This component

ofthe CFF funds projects expected to mitigate the air quality impacts of new development. The

projects include park and ride lots and a comprehensive system of Class I non-motorized bike

trails.

The report identifies future facilities expansions with a cost of$65.0 million resulting in a total

system value of$78.4 million. New developments' share of the cost is $30.1 million. A fee

component of$679 per residential DUE will contribute new residential development's share of

the total funding.

Streets

Street improvements are by far the largest component ofthe CFF program. The improvements

needed had been projected as part ofthe preparation of the General Plan using the City's traffic

model. These needs were evaluated in more detail in this study and extensive analysis was

undertaken with regard to the costs ofthe improvements. This work was guided by a working

committee of City staff and consultant team members.
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It is necessary to view streets from a marginal perspective, as it would be very difficult to put a

replacement value on the existing streets. The concept of traffic level-of-service is used to

identify existing deficiencies that will be the responsibility of the City rather than new

development.

The need for additional street facilities by buildout is determined based on trip generation

projections for the land uses as specified in the City's General Plan. The allocation of the cost of

the improvements is based on the same criterion, each type of development's responsibility for

trips generated.

The portion of street costs to be funded with CFF revenues depends on the contributions required

of developers of adjacent property. These contributions are referred to as exactions and adoption

ofthis CFF program assumes implementation of the exaction policies included in the appendix.

A total of$1.19 billion was estimated as the cost of the street improvements identified in the

General Plan exclusive of exactions. It is projected that $276 million of this amount will be

funded from Federal and State sources, from direct developer exaction, and from the City

funding existing deficiencies, for a net CFF cost of $914 million. The cost per single family

home is $8,000.

Public Transportation

The Public Transportation component of the CFF funds the capital costs of the bus system

operated by the City. Over $20 million in facilities is projected in necessary improvements.

Federal transportation grants are expected to fund a proportion of some of the facilities. New

development's responsibility of the remainder of these costs is estimated to be $10.4 million.

The cost per DUE is $91.

Fee Administration

A modest expense is involved in the administration of the CFF program. The funding required is

primarily for staff and consultants planning for the facilities needed to accommodate growth and

monitoring the program's implementation. The fee component that funds such expenditures is

set at 1.5 percent of the other fee components. The fee is set at this level with the proviso that it

will be reviewed periodically to insure that it was neither too large nor too small an amount.

There are plans to update the fees more often and to undertake more complete accounting of the

funds. To date the revenue has just about matched the expenditures, as the current update study

will exhaust the funds available. The annual review will provide an opportunity for continued

review of the adequacy of this amount. •
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CFFFEES

Cost of Needed Facilities

The costs of the facilities needed to serve the new development anticipated in the City's General

Plan is shown in Table I-I. The total cost is $1.25 billion. Over 70% of this amount is in street

improvements. Parks accounts for halfof the remainder. This is the total cost responsibility of

new development offunding facilities. This is not the entire cost required to fund needed public

facilities. To maintain the citywide standard at buildout, there is an existing deficiency of about

$200 million that will need to be funded from sources other than developer mitigation.

Fee Schedule

Table 1-1

Capital Facilities Fees Costs

Category of Cost

Community Facilities CFF

Fire

Police
...._-- '.

Parks
. - -",...."" --'- ---_. ~.' ,

General Government
- .+•• _._- ,-,- ----.- ------- -_., .--~- --

Air Quality

Subtotal
...•...• i..

2002-03

Update Study

$ 17,387,000

56,714,000

194,227,000

32,347,000

30,073,000

$ 330,748,000
.... " .. -... ........ - ..............- ........

. ..•....... ..........- .....- ....

Transportation CFF

Streets 913,800,000
- ......_. _.'-.- ..-----
Puhlic Transportation ! 10,359,000

...............__ ......_......... --_.... . ..
Subtotal $ 924,159,000

Total

The cost impact of single family detached homes, the CFF that would have to be levied to fully

mitigate its impact, is shown in Table 1-2 and I-3. The mitigation from each single family home
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that the City would have to recover to fund the CFF improvements is $14,934. This amount is

compared in the table with the current CFF. The cost impact far exceeds the current fees.

Table 1-2

CFF Full Recovery Costs for Single Family Detached Homes (DUEs*)

Category of Cost

Community Facilities CFF

Fire

Police
"---._-- --- --~. --_._-

Parks

General Government

Air Quality

Subtotal

Transportation CFF

Streets

Public Transportation
"_." -- -_ ..---- -,_.-. "'_"_._-,-,,,".

Subtotal

Sub Total

Administration

Total

...._-!-

Current Fees

$ 158

392

2,291

471

~__c __....__ ... c.c...
$3,375

3,088

109

$3,197

$6,572

105

$6,677

2003 Update

$ 255
.---. -_..-.-... -- -- -.__ ..__ .__ ..

830

4,384

474

679

$6,622

8,000

_-,,9-,-1...._..... ___..__
$8,091

$14,713...._+._....... .. - ._ ....-.._..._._ ........
_-,2",,2,,-1.. _._.__..__

$14,934

* A "DUE" is a single family home or other development with the same facility cost impact.

Table 1-3 shows the fees schedule necessary for full recovery ofcapital facilities costs associated

with the tbree categories into which commercial/industrial development is broken out for the

Community Facilities CFF.
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-- - .. ,

Table 1-3

CFF Fees for Non-Residential

Per 1,000 Square Feet

General

Office
" -

Medium Size

Retail*

Manufactnring,

Industrial

Community Facilities
...~

$ 644. $ 386

$12,267

$ 190

$12,842

$ 276

$3,150Transportation $8,125 '
.- " " '".--- ..---_.__.•._-,-

Administrative $ 132' $ 51

Total $8,901 $3,477

* 50-100,000 square feet.

The full fee schedule for specific land use types is shown below in Table 1-4"

Table 1-4

Fee Schedule for Specific Land Use Categories

esidential (per unit) Fe
ingle Family $14,93
ulti Family $9,789

enior Housing $7,75

on-residential (per 1,000 sq. ft.)
otellMotel (per room) $4,958
etail
50,000 $15,42

50-100,000 $12,842
100-300,000 $10,873

300,000 $10,158
edical Office $19,86
neral Office $8,901

$12,519
$7,195
$2,03

ursingHome $2,67
usiness Park (Service) $6,345
usiness Park (Manufacturing) $3,93
dustrial (Manufacturing) $3,47
dustrial (Warehousin ) $2,523
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New Information
The CFF program is, as required by State law, reviewed each year. The fee schedule should be

adjusted at the time ofthis review if new information suggests such changes are appropriate.

Inflation is one type of information that will indicate appropriate changes in the fee schedule. It

is anticipated that the fee amounts will be increased (or decreased) each year to reflect inflation

(or deflation).

The City's annual review of its Capital Improvements Program (CIP) is another source of such

information. The CIP includes projects planned for construction/purchase over the next ten

years. The funding for each, including any portion to be funded by CFF, is identified.

Discussions about and changes in the CIP may indicate changes in the facilities needed to

accommodate new development. Furthermore, the actual cost of capital projects will either

confirm CFF cost estimates or suggest that some adjustment is appropriate. It should be

understood that the costs of individual projects or even a half dozen projects are not necessarily

an indication that the costs should be adjusted. Streets, for example consists of several hundred

projects, each with some different characteristics yet almost all with the cost estimated based on

a prototype estimate. In some cases a single project can indicate that some cost assumptions

need to be revised. In other cases, it is the gradual appearance of a pattern that will be the key.

The majority of the information on which the updated CFF program is based comes from the

departments that provide the services. City departments sometimes prepare (or have prepared)

studies as to the facilities that will be needed and their costs. The study analyzing corporation

yard needs is an example. When such studies are finalized the information should be used to

adjust the CFF schedule as appropriate.

Finally, new information about alternative funding sources could indicate a change in the fee

schedule. The most obvious example is the passage of a sales tax for street improvements.

Some improvements currently in the CFF program would be funded from such a tax,

necessitating changes in the fee schedule.
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Chapter II
GROWTH PROJECTIONS

The amount ofnew development in a community bears a relationship to the facilities expansions

required, as new homes and their residents and business activity and its employees contribute to

the demand for public services. In this chapter projections ofnew development are provided as a

basis for the public facilities needs discussed throughout the CFF report.

INTRODUCTION

lnformation about growth is needed for impact fee documentation. The amount and nature of

new development indicates the amount and cost of facilities needed in the future. lnformation

about existing development is also necessary. For some facilities it is used to determine present

service standards; in other cases it is also needed to calculate the share of facility costs that are

not the responsibility ofnew development.

Modesto's General Plan is used as the basis for projecting growth to maintain consistency among

the City's planning efforts. As was explained in the first chapter, the CFF study area is almost all

of the land area in the General Plan. Only a couple of areas, principally the community of Salida,

are not included. All the land within the CFF study area boundaries is assumed to be developed.

Although the potential for development exists beyond the General Plan boundaries, the General

Plan level of development represents more than a doubling of the existing City ofModesto; it

thus provides a sufficient indication of facility needs for many years into the future. The question

of the CFF study area "buildout year" is taken up later in the chapter.

After a discussion ofthe geographic considerations relevant to this study, this chapter reviews the

existing level ofdevelopment in the City ofModesto and the remainder of the CFF study area,

followed by projections ofresidential and non-residential development. The growth projections

rely on a variety of available data sources, including information contained in the City's General

Plan and related documents, as well as State and Federal Census information. The projections

developed here are coordinated with the numbers used in the City's traffic model that, in tum, is

a representation of the streets and traffic aspects of the General Plan. The projections used in the

traffic model are discussed in the Streets section.
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STUDY AREA BOUNDARIES

Several geographic designations are relevant for this study. From the perspective of the General

Plan, growth is divided into two principal areas. First is the current incorporated area ofthe City

ofModesto. This area is covered under City zoning land use designations such that future

development patterns can be reasonably foreseen.

The remainder of the study area consists of annexation areas, currently unincorporated land

assumed to be annexed to the City at some time in the future. The General Plan indicates land

uses and acreages for comprehensive planning districts comprising the annexation areas. This

information is used to project growth in these areas.

The growth scenario constructed for fee purposes, therefore, observes the following geographic

categories:

Present City
Existing Development
New Development

Annexation Areas
Existing Development
New Development

Existing development within the existing City boundaries generally constitutes the City of

Modesto's existing service area. As the General Plan area builds out, it is assumed that the City

will become responsible for serving these areas, and they are included in the future year service

demand. Some development has already occurred before becoming part of the City; much ofthis

development in the annexation areas would not have paid CFF fees (no provision exists for

retroactive development fees). On the other hand, unincorporated existing development in some

areas could possibly bring some facilities, such as a fire station (station 10 owned by the

Industrial Fire District) or a park, with it as it annexes. To the extent that facilities are lacking in

the annexation areas, they will become a deficiency to the City.
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EXISTING DEVELOPMENT

Existing development estimates are sometimes useful for determining existing service levels,

though they are prepared primarily to provide a basis for allocating public facilities costs in

situations where these costs are appropriately shared between new development and the existing

City. Development is estimated in terms of housing units and population for residential, and

employment for non-residential development. Development estimates are prepared for both the

existing City limits and the developed portions ofthe growth areas presently outside of the City

ofModesto.

Within the Present City Limits

Table II-I shows existing popUlation and housing units. According to the Planning Department,

Modesto's total popUlation is 198,600. Housing units totaled nearly 70,000. Employment in

the City of Modesto is also shown in the table, estimated at 71,000 according to the State

Economic Development Department's estimates and data from the Planning Department.

Table U-I

Existing Development Within the Present City Limits

POPULATION
_ .I'.0Il.ulation

HOUSING UNITS
§inglel'arnily._...
Multiple Family ..

Total

EMPLOYMENT

19?,600

. 51,?2.2 .
.15,926.
.69,848

Sources: California State Department ofFinance; State Department of
Economic Development; Town Hall Services.

Annexation Areas

Some development exists in parts ofthe CFF study area outside of the City limits. For the

purposes of determining existing service standards, these areas need to be excluded since they are

not presently the responsibility of the City. Eventually, however, the General Plan assumes that
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the unincorporated pockets of the planning areas would be absorbed into the City ofModesto and

served by City departments. Estimation ofthe future facilities needs, therefore, should take into

account the demands from the existing unincorporated development.

Table 11-2

Existing Development in Fnture Annexation Areas

POPULATION..... _"

.P..<>pulil:ti?.n)116r!11"'~~t!1l.s_.

HOUSING UNITS
.. Si!1gleF31Ilily. .

. )',!u!ti..E.am.ily-_. -- ..
Total

~,984 .

..._._.u .•...l __... 2,QI~.
_J,OQO.

...... ..-_........•...._._...._..•..•....- ......__.•...[.•...•._........_.

EMPLOYMENT
_____._.'' ____._.____ ._._ _. __ • _____~ ___ .'__ ·"_0

._.!lm12loymC::Ii! in~exatiOl~.Areas__L_._.1Q,.z?6

Sources: Modesto General Plan and related background
documents; Town Hall Services.

Existing development in these areas is estimated in General Plan background documents at

around 9,000 housing units, with a corresponding popUlation of 29,900. Substantial employment

exists outside of the City limits. According to background information to the General Plan,

employment in this area totals 30,800, including jobs at the Gallo facilities and at the businesses

in the Beard Industrial Tract. Table II·2 summarizes the estimated development, population and

employment, outside of the City limits.

GROWTH PROJECTIONS

This section anticipates new development in the City ofModesto. Buildout development

capacity for residential and non·residential development are estimated from General Plan

information; these are, in other words, the development levels at buildout within the CFF study

area boundaries. The growth is the difference between the present level ofdevelopment and

development at buildout.
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Chapter II
GROWTH PROJECTIONS

The amount ofnew development in a community bears a relationship to the facilities expansions

required, as new homes and their residents and business activity and its employees contribute to

the demand for public services. In this chapter projections ofnew development are provided as a

basis for the public facilities needs discussed throughout the CFF report.

INTRODUCTION

Informatiou about growth is needed for impact fee documentation. The amount and nature of

new development indicates the amount and cost of facilities needed in the future. Information

about existing development is also necessary. For some facilities it is used to determine present

service standards; in other cases it is also needed to calculate the share of facility costs that are

not the responsibility of new development.

Modesto's General Plan is used as the basis for projecting growth to maintain consistency among

the City's planning efforts. As was explained in the first chapter, the CFF study area is almost all

ofthe land area in the General Plan. Only a couple of areas, principally the community of Salida,

are not included. All the land within the CFF study area boundaries is assumed to be developed.

Although the potential for development exists beyond the General Plan boundaries, the General

Plan level ofdevelopment represents more than a doubling of the existing City ofModesto; it

thus provides a sufficient indication of facility needs for many years into the future. The question

of the CFF study area "buildout year" is taken up later in the chapter.

After a discussion of the geographic considerations relevant to this study, this chapter reviews the

existing level ofdevelopment in the City ofModesto and the remainder of the CFF study area,

followed by projections of residential and non-residential development. The growth projections

rely on a variety ofavailable data sources, including information contained in the City's General

Plan and related documents, as well as State and Federal Census information. The projections

developed here are coordinated with the numbers used in the City's traffic model that, in tum, is

a representation of the streets and traffic aspects ofthe General Plan. The projections used in the

traffic model are discussed in the Streets section.
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STUDY AREA BOUNDARIES

Several geographic designations are relevant for this study. From the perspective of the General

Plan, growth is divided into two principal areas. First is the current incorporated area of the City

of Modesto. This area is covered under City zoning land use designations such that future

development patterns can be reasonably foreseen.

The remainder of the study area consists of annexation areas, currently unincorporated land

assumed to be annexed to the City at some time in the future. The General Plan indicates land

uses and acreages for comprehensive planning districts comprising the annexation areas. This

information is used to project growth in these areas.

The growth scenario constructed for fee purposes, therefore, observes the following geographic

categories:

Present City
Existing Development
New Development

Annexation Areas
Existing Development
New Development

Existing development within the existing City boundaries generally constitutes the City of

Modesto's existing service area. As the General Plan area builds out, it is assumed that the City

will become responsible for serving these areas, and they are included in the future year service

demand. Some development has already occurred before becoming part of the City; much of this

development in the annexation areas would not have paid CFF fees (no provision exists for

retroactive development fees). On the other hand, unincorporated existing development in some

areas could possibly bring some facilities, such as a fire station (station 10 owned by the

Industrial Fire District) or a park, with it as it annexes. To the extent that facilities are lacking in

the annexation areas, they will become a deficiency to the City.
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EXISTING DEVELOPMENT

Existing development estimates are sometimes useful for determining existing service levels,

though they are prepared primarily to provide a basis for allocating public facilities costs in

situations where these costs are appropriately shared between new development and the existing

City. Development is estimated in terms of housing units and population for residential, and

employment for non-residential development. Development estimates are prepared for both the

existing City limits and the developed portions of the growth areas presently outside of the City

of Modesto.

Within the Present City Limits

Table II-J shows existing population and housing units. According to the Planning Department,

Modesto's total population is 198,600. Housing units totaled nearly 70,000. Employment in

the City of Modesto is also shown in the table, estimated at 71,000 according to the State

Economic Development Department's estimates and data from the Planning Department.

Table II-I

Existing Development Within the Present City Limits

POPULATION
._ f'opulation

HOUSING UNITS
_. --.-~--,,--.--,---~.,--~-- - .-._-,.

SiIlgle!'aJ11i1y-­
Multipl~l'lllI1ily .

Total

EMPLOYMENT. _._.- ._--- --~-------

198,600

.. __-'-_ __5:3,2f.? .
. __ I5,2?6 .

69,848

._-._. --, .

... _20,898

Sources: California State Department 0/Finance; State Department of
Economic Development; Town Hall Services.

Annexation Areas

Some development exists in parts of the CFF study area outside of the City limits. For the

purposes ofdetermining existing service standards, these areas need to be excluded since they are

not presently the responsibility of the City. Eventually, however, the General Plan assumes that
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the unincorporated pockets of the planning areas would be absorbed into the City of Modesto and

served by City departments. Estimation of the future facilities needs, therefore, should take into

account the demands from the existing unincorporated development.

Table B-2

Existing Development in Future Annexation Areas

POPULATION
POpl;r:ltj~~·i~ ~ex.Areas_~~==_J= ..1~,900 .

HOUSING UNITS
Single)'.3l1li1y ..

_~ulti F3l1l[ly
Total

. 6,~S.4
................ _m...... ~,o.!§

. .... . .. .. ..2,QQQ.
..............--....- ..........- ...- ....- .... ·_-c·· ·..·..·· ·..··--
EMPLOYMENT ..

Sources: Modesto General Plan and related background
documents; Town Hall Services.

Existing development in these areas is estimated in General Plan background documents at

around 9,000 housing units, with a corresponding population of29,900. Substantial employment

exists outside ofthe City limits. According to background information to the General Plan,

employment in this area totals 30,800, including jobs at the Gallo facilities and at the businesses

in the Beard Industrial Tract. Table 1l·2 summarizes the estimated development, population and

empJ()yment, outside of the City limits.

GROWTH PROJECTIONS

This section anticipates new development in the City ofModesto. Buildout development

capacity for residential and non·residential development are estimated from General Plan

information; these are, in other words, the development levels at buildout within the CFF study

area boundaries. The growth is the difference between the present level of development and

development at buildout.
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• Residential
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Tables II-3 and II-4 show the housing unit and population projections. Existing development,

including that in the annexation areas, is discussed above. The General Plan identifies all of the

development areas in the study area and provides indications ofland uses and acreage for each

planning area sufficient to estimate growth.

Existing

TabJeII-3

Buildout Housing Units

Percentage at
Single Family Multi Family Total Buildout

_De~lopll!~II~._ ._._..... ._ . _ .

~xisti~g Cif)'_ _ __53.,2~~.. ] __ 1~926... 62,84~. 54%
Annex<lti.o_n~.eas '.. . 6,~84__J. 2,(j16. ... 9,000. L 7%

......_..................._.. __._ ... _..... _......._..1..............._... J_...........1._ ...._...._._
Subt~"L._ .... _(i(),~06.J_..!7,24~.__JJ~8~~J.. .._ .. __

l'!~;:D.~,,-eiop'-;~~~t-- -_..33,506.··-1··-:-16:'809..::-=1 J.Q2.1'?__'._ .~~"lO .. __

",;1<1;;, ..·r'4,4u=li.4,i.i'--~129j§:= 100;;
Sources: Modesto Planning Department and Town Hall Servrces
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TableU-4

Ruildout Population

Total
Percentage at

Ruildout
Existing
J)e:v~I0l'l!1ellL .

54%.!l:xis!iIlgG.ity.. 198,600

. A""","",~re" .ji9:'O;; f8~ -
Subtot~I 1228,500 1

___ 1 _ __ _

38%New J)~_:v~oJl.l!l~l1t_ _ 1 142,321 I_

.~ild~,;;~-1370:"111000/, ..
Sources: Modesto Plannmg Department and Town Hall
Services

.

The annexation of 9,000 existing homes outside of the City boundaries will add 29,900 residents.

Development ofModesto's growth areas is estimated to add 50,300 new housing units with a

popUlation of 142,300 in the existing City and planned urbanizing areas. All together, total

development is estimated at 129,200 housing units with a population of370,800 persons. The

existing population in the City is 54% ofthe total future population. The estimated popUlation in

all existing homes, including annexations, is 228,500, represents 62 % of the total future

population. The remaining 38 % is the 142,300 population projected to be residing in new

development. This growth is significantly less than the current population in the CFF study area.

Non-residential

Non-residential development and employment are projected for the existing developed areas and

for new development in Table II-5. Development is related to total land area assuming a land

utilization of 80 percent to account for streets and other undevelopable areas and an average

floor-area-ratio of 0.30-0.45. An average employment density of300-900 square feet ofbuilding

per employee is used to relate gross developed floor area to employment, depending on land use

category of new development.
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Annexation Areas

Total

TableH-S

Projected Employment

Existing
Development

:30,756

Employment

New
Development

51,237

. 140,3~0_

Sources: Modesto Planning Depanment and Town Hall Services

Total

122,835

._.- .

171,086

Development ofnew commercial and industrial space development is estimated to add

approximately 192,000 employees. Including existing areas and annexation ofareas within the

general planning area, the buildout potential is estimated 294,000 employees. Relative to the

existing employment in the City of71,OOO, this represents an increase of310%, though only a

190% increase above the employment in the CFF study area.

Jobs-Housing Balance

The populationlhousing and employment information above reflects the shift anticipated in the

General Plan from Modesto as a city with a substantial out-commute (much of it to the Bay Area)

to an urban center of its portion of the San Joaquin Valley. The common rule-of-thumb is 1.5

employees per household. The study area at the present time has a ratio of 1.3 employees per

home. Growth per the land uses in the General Plan will result in 3.8 new jobs per additional

home. At buildout, the ratio will be 2.3 employees per household. This information is

summarized in Table JI-6.

TableII-6

JobslHousing Ratios

Present

Employment 101,654
- -- --------,-,--,,---.~- _._- f.. --.---'~-'" _."

Growth

192,267

50,315Household 78,848
-'''''''''-------- - ..."_.--","",,,_.-"---'

Ratio 1.29 3.82

Total

293,921

129,163

2.28

It is likely that the limited road capacity between Modesto and the Bay Area will limit the growth
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in commuting to Bay Area jobs; more job opportunities in Modesto will limit the need for

residents to look outside for jobs. However, whether the City can, or should, increase non­

residential development to the extent assumed by the General Plan land use designations is a

matter that needs to be investigated. The City plans to address jobs/housing balance in the soon

to be undertaken General Plan update.

NEXUS AND DWELLING UNIT EQUIVALENTS

Nexus

While it is clear in theory that new development results in the need for fire stations, parks,

streets, etc., the calculation of fees depends on a reasonable quantification of this relationship.

This relationship is not the same for all types of facilities. Parks are needed essentially to serve

the residential popUlation; fire stations, for example, are needed to serve both residential and

non-residential buildings and popUlations. Streets is another category of improvements on which

both residential and non-residential development depend, though information about trip

generation provides a basis for precision in analysis of the relationship that is not available for

other types of facilities.

The quantitative relationship between residential development and its need for public facilities,

for all but streets and public transportation, is expressed in terms ofpopulation. In other words,

the impact of different housing types can be calculated weighted based on their average

occupancy. This choice reflects the strong role that popUlation plays in determining service

demands: the overwhelming majority of fire department calls are for medical emergencies and

peoples lives are at risk in a fire; park adequacy versus overcrowding is based on the number of

people using the parks; people cause the need for police services, either as perpetrators or

victims, etc. Even where population is not directly related to the need for a public service, it is

often a surrogate for the need: single family (detached) homes are larger and more valuable than

apartments and also have a larger average occupancy.

Employment is similarly used as the indicator ofneed for non-residential services, with the

impact of different type ofdevelopment calculated based on their employment density. Again

the purpose ofprotecting lives or just serving people supports such an allocation. Employment is

also a "roughly proportional" indicator of the property protected. There is not a large difference

in employment densities among land uses. Employment, and non-residential development in

general, is unrelated to needs for some facilities. Parks are the primary example; even employer

sponsored softball leagues primarily serve residents ofModesto. The same is true for Air Quality

Mitigation fitcilities, which are primarily bike and hiking trails that offer an alternative for some

recreational and reasonably short shopping and school trips.
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The toughest call arises when both residential and non-residential development generate the need

for public facilities. Research findings generally conclude that a resident should be weighted

more heavily than an employee in estimating the need for the facilities. One perspective that

contributes to this conclusion is that the non-working time of a resident is far greater than the

working time of an employee. (Of course, a person can be both a resident and an employee in

Modesto.) Another consideration is the role residents play in police and fire calls while

patronizing non-residential businesses. We assume that weighting an employee at 40% of a

resident is an appropriate balance; it is the weighting factor that has been used in Modesto's CFF

program since about 1989.

Streets are another matter. Because extensive average trip generation factors arc available from

Institute of Traffic Engineering publications, all types of development can be analyzed in terms

of the traffic each generates and, with suitable adjustments, its share of the costs based on this

analysis. The availability ofthis information allows for a much more direct and precise

allocation of costs than if the causal relationship were based on population and employment

measures. This is fortunate because streets are by far the largest component of CFF facility costs.

Dwelling Units Equivalents (DUEs)

It is convenient to express amounts of development, whether they are residential or

commerciallindustrial, in terms of a common measure. The commonly used measure is a single

family (detached) home - a dwelling unit equivalent (DUE). In the context of this study,

therefore, we will be analyzing the impacts of development in terms of the equivalent number of

single family homes that would have the same impact.

Other facilities are related to transportation needs. The overwhelming share of these, in terms of

cost, are streets (including intersections). Public transportation facilities and improvements

designed to enhance air quality are also included, the latter because traffic is the principal cause

of key components of air poHution. Traffic impacts are calculated based on trips generated. A

DUE for this category is therefore equal to the number of trips assigned to a single family

detached unit. Calculations regarding the number ofDUEs served by road improvements are set

forth in the chapter on the Streets component of the CFF.

DUEs for facility needs related only to population and facility needs related to a combination of

population and employment both depend on population. The DUE calculations therefore require

an estimate of average household sizes. Single family detached dwelling units are projected to

average 3.32 persons per household in the future. This calculates to about 3.21 persons per

single family unit (accounting for vacancy at an average of 3.3%). The DUEs of other types of
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residential units are calculated based on the average number ofpersons occupying the units

compared to the average occupancy of single family detached units. Multiple family units

(apartments and condominiums) are projected to average about 2.10 persons per household,

based on data from the Planning Department. However, multi-family dwellings have a higher

vacancy rate (assumed to be seven percent), and calculate to 1.95 persons per multiple family

unit. Thus, we calculate that based on the projected number ofresidents in any given multi­

family unit, each multi-family unit at buildout is weighted as 0.61 DUEs (1.95/3.21).

Table II·7 shows the calculation of existing DUEs in the City ofModesto. The numbers in the

table only apply to existing development within the City limits, and are useful for determining

service standards in later chapters. The first part of the table calculates service population by

adding residential popUlation to weighted employees. The second part of the table calculates

DUEs by applying the single family household size and the occupancy rate to convert total

service popUlation to an equivalent number of single family detached housing units.

Residential

I'()!lulatLo.Il... _ ...~_'.

Average SFD Housing
Unit O~cE-J'ancy**

Table II·7

Residential Development DUEs*

Existing I New !

D"""'"'~ An"~UI""'__:"d,."""l.,'Id",
• I

....l9.M()().~ .. __ .._ 29,900 ~______!~?2'?41.+_ .}~.o-,§~!...
divided by !...-.---.~, '--I' dhlided ~)l.. ..j1ivid"d.~y.; .. clijJ!r!eljby...

3.21 i 3.21

equals, ,"
DUEs

........~ ...... --•..---.... ·--i· ."..... .()1,s69.!
61,900 I

._egu!:,l~ .I ,. .

44,:142 i

3.21

_,.equals ,
115,526
115,500Round to .-- .~-...-.".- ....-~ - - ----_.__.- _ . .4.4,300 i

I
"'Residential development DUEs, without any DUE's for non-residential development, are used for Parks
and Air Quality analyses.
**Average household occupancy is 3.32 persons; occupancy rate assumed to be 96.7%, generating an
average single family detached (SFD) housing unit occupancy 00.21 persons.
Source: State Department ofFinance, Town Hall Services

Future year DUEs are shown in the next table, Table II-8. The employee weights and occupancy

relationships are applied to arrive at dwelling unit equivalents. Existing development applies to

the existing City limits. Armexation areas are shown separately. The actual annexation number

will probably be higher as some development continues in unincorporated areas before
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annexations can occur. The amount of this development, however, depends on economic factors,

as wen as arrangements between the City and County, and is difficult to foresee. New

development includes development within the existing city limits, and growth areas that are

currently outside the City, but which will be annexed before development takes place. The

existing development numbers in Table II-6 reflect annexation ofunincorporated areas that are

presently developed.

Residents

__E_J!1pl()Y('!~~
gInP1()ye.'! \\'eigl1t
Wei~te~Ell1jJ1()'.ee~

Total ServicePopulation

Average SFD Housing
_lJnitgcC:llPanCy**

DUEs

Round to

Table II-8

Residential and Non-Residential Development*

Existing
Development

40%j

_ .~8-,359

_ ~~6,959

New
Annexations peveloPIIlent ,

29,900 142,341

30,756 '
".--,~,- -~--~--T-

..19~,267
40% 40%

i2,302T~76,907
., .. ---.-'--~----~-----------------<

,---~ --,------ - - ------,------ ~ --

42,202 i
- --'-'--'''---'''-

dividet.lby , divided by !
j- - - -------_.,._,-".,---•• -. --

21~,~48 :
dividerj by L

3.21 i- ----- - - i-

. . e.quals

70,6.94
70,700

3.21 i 3.21!_
eqUills L. equals i

1 3,li5.L _.j§~2"9i!
13,100 I

-, _._. -- ------" 68,300 .

Buildout

370,841 I

.293,921
40%

117,~@_

. 488,402.
, ... rjividedby

3.21

eq"als..
.. 152,132

152,100

*Total (residential and non-residential) DUEs are used for all facilities except Parks, Air Quality, Streets and Public
Transportation.
*"'Average household occupancy is 3.32 persons; occupancy rate assumed to be 96.7%, generating an average
single family detached (SFD) housing unit occupancy 00.21 persons.
Source: Town Hall Services

CONCLUSION

This chapter estimates the projected growth for the City ofModesto. The City's General Plan,

and by extension the general plan traffic model, are used as underlying basis for the projections,

supplemented with other available inforruation where appropriate. The CFF study area .

boundaries are close to those of the General Plan, anticipating that all presently unincorporated
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areas within the stndy area boundaries would be annexed as the City grows.

For the purposes of the fee stndy, existing and projected development are expressed in tenns of

equivalent single family dwelling units (DUEs). This pennits (1) calculation of existing facilities

standards and (2) allocation of the impacts and cost share to new development. Table II-9

summarizes the DUE estimates of this chapter.

Town Hall Services

TableH-9

DUE Summary*

Buildout DUEs (residential and non-residential)

Existing Development 70,700

Annexations 13,100
New Development 68,300

Subtotal 81,400

Total 152,100

46.5%

8.6%
44.9%
53.5%

100.0%

-DUEs calculated in this table are used for facilities olber tban Parks, Air
Quality, Streets, and Pnblic Transportation.
Source: Town Hall Services
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Chapter III

FIRE

The purpose of the Fire component of the CFF is to fund an appropriate share of the capital

facilities needed hy the Fire Department to serve residents and businesses in the City ofModesto.

Facilities needed by the Modesto Fire Department to serve buildout are the subject of this

chapter. After an introduction ofthe Fire Department's functions and facilities, the chapter

discusses the facilities needs and estimated costs. Allocation of costs follows with calculation of

cost per DUE of new development.

The fire facilities cost allocation follows a system-wide approach. Although individual fire

stations have a defined primary service area, the Fire Department operates as an integrated

system with each station also providing services outside of its primary service area. Accordingly,

costs are allocated on a system-wide basis, in which the facilities at buildout are assigned

proportionally between existing and new development.

OVERVIEW OF THE SYSTEM

The Modesto Fire Department provides fire suppression and emergency medical response

throughout the City. In addition, the department presently contracts with the Industrial Fire

District to protect the unincorporated industrial area, an area included in the CFF study area.

Advanced life support medical response services is handled thorough a contract with a private

company. Though fire prevention and suppression are critical functions, emergency services

make up the large majority of the Department's calls.

The Department operates 10 fire stations. Station 14 is not included in the Department's count of

capital facilities as it is located in Salida, an area that is not included in Modesto's CFF program

area. Each of the stations is equipped with at least one fire engine; three stations carry extra

vehicles and equipment. Station 8 has within its primary service area the Modesto airport, and is

equipped with two crash-rescue vehicles. Station 5 has a second engine and is also equipped

with a ladder truck. Station I is equipped with a ladder truck. Station I is also the location of

the Department's administrative offices and equipment maintenance facility.
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Station 9 was the last station built, completed in 1991 to add capacity to serve Empire North, part

ofViUage I and surrounding existing development. The Department is in the process of

planning to relocate Station 2. Station lOis presently owned by the Industrial Fire District, but

is operated by Modesto under the contract to serve the currently unincorporated industrial area.

Other parts ofModesto are also in the primary service area of Station 10. The City also plans to

construct a new Station II near Pelandale Avenue and Carver Road. Stations are staffed around­

the-clock with three personnel per engine or truck, meaning that each vehicle has a total

assignment ofnine personnel covering three shifts.

The Department functions as a system in which station locations and vehicle assignments are

designed to provide for mUltiple response capability and backup coverage. Each station has a

primary service area within which it provides first response. At least two engines, thus usually at

least one from another service area, respond to all structural fires. When two or more engines

from one section of the City are responding to a fire, it is likely that an engine from further away

will also be brought into that section to provide quick coverage. The adequacy of fire

suppression and delivery of emergency services is closely related to response time. The

Department targets a response time standard of90 percent of responses within six rrrinutes. The

average response time is 4.5 minutes. In 1990 the department was upgraded from a class 3 to a

class 2 Insurance Services Offices (ISO) insurance rating. The ISO rating is used to determine

fire insurance rates; the improved rating results in savings to Modesto residents and businesses.

This standard is clearly affected by distance and deVelopment density. The City will seek to

optimize station locations and primary service areas to maintain the present standards.

Training is an important ongoing function of the Fire Department critical to its ability to provide

services. The Department continues to invest in its training facilities and equipment. Under a

joint powers agreement (JPA) with the Stanislaus county and Yosemite community college,

Modesto has participated in the construction and operation of the regional training center. The

Department's closed circuit television system and I-Net are maintained for instructional use as

well.

STATION STANDARDS

The Modesto Fire Department has updated its standard for current and future fire stations. The

standard has been updated to provide adequate square footage for double-wide double-depth

drive though apparatus bays, which improve response capability and allow the department to

house multiple apparatus at each station. The updated standards also provide room for public

meeting space, meet Americans with Disabilities Act requirements, and include separate gender

separated facilities for male and female firefighters. Station II and the relocated Station 2 are
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designed to meet the updated standard. These designs require approximately 7,000 square feet

per station, housed on a land parcel about three-quarters of an aCre in size.

Based on architectural estimates for Stations 2 and 11, the construction cost (not including design

and furnishing) of stations at the 7,000 square foot standard is approximately $1.25 million. An

additional 27% should be added for design, architectural and administration costs. The cost of

furnishing a new station is about $121,000. The cost ofland acquisition for a parcel within the

city able to house a standard station is estimated at about $165,000 per acre. The total cost of a

standard, furnished, 7,000 square foot station, housed on a three-quarter acre parcel, is projected

at $1,832,500. This cost is assumed for new stations expected to meet Department standards.

(Details about these cost items are included in a supplementry report Information Details.)

EXISTING FACILITIES

A system-wide approach is taken to assigning fire department costs to new development. This

involves assigning values to the existing capital inventory, determining future facility needs and

their costs, and allocating the total facilities cost at buildout proportional to new and existing

development. This section reviews the existing department capital and the cost of its

replacement at current construction, last and equipment costs. The current Fire Department

capital inventory is summarized in Table III-I below. The cost items are grouped for fire

stations, vehicles and other capital.

Fire Stations

Eight ofthe Modesto Fire Department's stations are one-engine companies, equipped with a

single fire engine. The Departments single engine stations do not meet its updated standard for

station size. Most of these stations do not meet the department's standards for gender seperate

facilities, ADA access, or drive through apparatus bays. The most recently constructed station,

Station 9, is severely limited in its facilities due to the size of the parcel ofland on which it is

located.

As these existing stations do not meet the current Department standard, the cost of their

replacement should not be equated with the cost of building a new station at the standard. The

replacement cost of existing stations is discounted proportionally in relation to the size of the

station. For instance, since a standard 7,000 square foot station has a cost of$1.83 million, an

existing 3,500 square foot station would have a replacement cost of half that amount. The per

square foot cost of fire stations is about $262 including all land, planning and construction.

Existing station size and their corresponding replacement costs are shown in the table below.
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Table III-I

Existing Fire Stations

Station Number Square Feet

Replacement

Value

1

2

3

16,187

1,600

3,976

$0
' .. '-"'--

$0

$1,041,000

5,358 i $1,403,000
-----, .. ,,---. -~- ,---_._--- -.---,,----,-.--~

7,738 $2,026,000

4,496 $1,177,000

2,775 $726,000
----------t- - -------

4,668 $1,222,000
-,-- ,,--- --, ---- .

3,158

10 5,148

otal Replacement Value

Source: City ofModesto and Town Hall Services

$827,000

$0

$8,421,000

Chapter III-Fire

In an effort to bring existing stations into compliance with the updated standards, the Department

has determined that an additional 2,300 square feet would typically be necessary to meet the

required standards_ It has determined that future station expansion to meet standards is feasible

in_four of the eight existing single engine stations_ Expansion and upgrade is not feasible in the

other stations because of constraints due to land area and location. The cost of expansions to

existing stations is included in the section that discusses future facilities costs.

The Station 2 relocation is not yet underway. Accordingly, Station 2 is assigned a replacement

value ofzero. Its future cost as a standard 7,000 square foot station is included in the section

bclow. Station 10 also exists at this time, but is currently leased from the Industrial Fire

Department. Therefore it currently has a replacement value of zero to the city. However its

value is also included in the section below that discusses future capital, assuming that it would

eventually become the property of the City.

The City of Modesto currently operates two ladder companies. Stations housing ladder trucks

are larger than one-engine companies to accommodate both the engine and the larger truck. The

two existing truck companies are large enough to meet the Department's updated size standards
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for new and existing stations. Station I in Downtown Modesto totals 16,800 square feet,

including the Department's administrative services and fire engine maintenance facilities.

Station 1 was built in 1939, and is now in need of substantial renovation, specifically including

seismic upgrades. The Department has estimated that it would cost approximately $5 million to

rebuild Station 1 completely, along with an expanded administrative services area, together with

renovating the Station's existing apparatus bay for use as an equipment maintenance and storage

area. This is somewhat less expensive than the estimated cost of renovating and retrofitting

Station I and separately providing new administrative and maintenance facilities. Accotdingly, a

zero existing value is assigned to the existiug buildiug. The estimated cost for the Station 1

rebuild is included in the section on future facilities costs. Station 5 also houses a ladder truck.

Its replacement value is calculated commensurate to its size, based on the per square foot values

determined above.

Vehicles

Vehicles include fire engines, ladder trucks, rescue and other special purpose vehicles, and staff

cars. The mainstays of the Department vehicle fleet are the fire engines, at least one ofwhich is

located at each fire station. Presently the City ofModesto owns 14 fire engines. Eleven of these

are front line engines, and the remaining three are held in reserve, used when the front line

engines are down for repair or service. Only front-line engines are valuedfor CFF proposes;

reserve engines are retired front-line engines that have been replaced. Engines cost about

$409,000 each for a total of $4,500,000. The costs of engines and ladder trucks are based on

vehicles recently purchased or on order.

In addition to the II fire engines, the Department owns two ladder trucks. Ladder trucks are

used for structural fires in situations where access to the upper floors of multiple story buildings

is needed. One truck is housed at Station I, and the other is at Station 5. Ladder trucks cost

about $743,000 each, for a total of$I,487,000 for the front-line ladder trucks.

Two crash/rescue vehicles are included in the department's inventory. Both are located at

Station 8 for proximity to the airport. One has a replacement cost of $515,000, and the other

$215,000. Also included in the inventory is a type ill vehicle outfitted for combating grass fires.

It is located at Station 3 and costs $75,000. Finally, 17 staffcars, valued at $20,000 each, are

maintained by the City for Fire Department use. Staff cars thus have a total value of$320,000.

(These are not outfitted with any special equipment.) Vehicles total $7.13 million in replacement

costs.

• Training Facilities
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An ongoing training program is necessary to maintain the skills of firefighters, as well as prepare

for the circumstances of a growing community. In 1993 the Modesto fire department entered

into a joint powers authority with Stanislaus County and Yosemite college to construct a facility

located at Carpenter and Bridgemore. Modesto's share ofthe cost is $888,000, excluding the

interest costs involved in financing the project over 20 years. The existing facility is deemed

adequate as the principal training site for the long term needs of the City, and no further major

expansion of this training facility is anticipated. However, a smaller training facility is planned

as an annex to one of the new stations; it is discussed later. Costs for the Department's closed

circuit television system, which allows materials to be delivered to the individual stations

without interfering with the readiness of station staff, is already included in station costs.

Other Equipmeut

Three additional cost items are shown at the bottom of the table. The Department's data

management system is valued at $60,000. Traffic Signal Preemption devices allow fire vehicles

to control traffic lights as they approach; devices installed on existing signals are valued at

$253,000.

Summary of Existing Capital

The replacement value of existing facilities and equipment shown in Table ill-2 is totaled at

$16,757,000. This excludes values for Stations 1, which needs substantial retrofitting, Station 2,

which is in the process ofbeing relocated, and Station 10, which is at this time owned by the

Industrial Fire District.

Table IIl-2

Replacement Cost of Existing Facilities

Fire Stations $8,421,000

Vehicles $7,135,000

-
Training Site $888,000

Other Facilities $313,000

Total Replacement Cost $16,757,000

FACILITIES EXPANSIONS
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This section describes the anticipated expansions to the Modesto Fire Department to

accommodate the development envisioned under the City's General Plan. Parallel to the format

above, capital items are grouped by fire stations, vehicles, and other capital, and summarized

below in Table III-4,

Fire Stations

The Modesto Fire Department will add fire stations to the system as the developed area it must

protect increases in size. As noted above, the Station 2 relocation will result in the Station

meeting the 7,000 square foot standard. Station lOis currently owned by the Industrial Fire

District, but is expected to be acquired by the City ofModesto at some point in time as the

surrounding area annexes. Additionally, facilities are projected to be expanded at four existing

stations. The upgrades and expansions planned for Stations 3, 6, 7 and 8 would require an

average of 2,300 square feet of additional space each, at the standard cost of $262 per square

foot. In addition, four new stations are anticipated at the following locations:

• Station II is planned to be located at the corner ofPelendale and Carver.

• Station 12 will be located in the Village III area.

• Station 13 is planned in the McHenry-Claribel area,

• Station IS is planned for the Beckwith Dakota Triangle area.

New stations will be constructed per the Departments updated standard. At buildout, the city

will require an additional two ladder companies, The third truck company will serve the

northwest portion of the City and will be housed in Station I!. The fourth truck company is

tentatively planned to be housed at Station 12. Since all new fire station are equipped with

double wide, double depth drive through apparatus bays, Stations II and 12 will be equipped to

house a truck company without construction beyond the 7,000 square foot standard. When

Station I is rebuilt to include administrative facilities and a maintenance bay its total square

footage will exceed the 7,000 square foot standard. The cost of rebuilding Station I and

providing administrative and maintenance facilities is estimated at $5,0 million. The future cost

of new stations and the expansion andlor replacement of existing stations are determined in the

table below.
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Vehicles

New Stations

2

10

11

12

13

15

Table IU-3

Future Station Cost

Square Feet

N/A

7,000

5,148

7,000

7,000

7,000

7,000

Station Expansions

3 2,300

6 2,300

7 2,300

8 2,300

Total Future Station Costs

Source: Town Hall ServIces

Facilities Cost

$5,000,000

$1,832,500

$1,347,673

$1,832,500

$1,832,500

$1,832,500

$1,832,500

$602,107

$602,107

$602,107

$602,107

$17,918,000

Chapter III - Fire

New stations will need to be equipped with vehicles; each will need a fire engine. Modesto

already owns the engines assigned to Stations 2 and 10. This leaves a net of four front line fire

engines to be added to the City's fleet. An extra reserve engine will be needed at some point in

time, which can be satisfied by using a retired front-line engine. At about $409,000 each, the

cost of engines is $1,637,000. Two new ladder trucks will be needed at $743,000 each, for a cost

of$1,487,000. An air/lighting vehicle will be required at a cost of $310,000. Exact assignment

ofthese vehicles will depend on actual land use patterns and location ofpotential hazards. A

mobile service truck, $56,000, will permit maintenance in the field.

With expanded personnel, a corresponding increase in the number of staff vehicles will be

needed as well. The Fire Department is one area where facilities growth will be less than

proportional to the population increase. The Department estimates that three additional staff cars

should be added to the fleet by buildout. At $20,000 each, new staffcars will total $60,000.

Together, the fleet expansions are estimated to add to $3,550,000.
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Remote Training Station

To facilitate less travel time for training purposes, an additional area is projected to be added to

Station 12 or 13, large enough to accommodate a remote training site. This site would be used

~y the northeast fire companies for basic training exercises. This could be accomplished with

approximately three additional acres, which could provide 50% of the training needs for stations

3,9,11,12 and 13. This site could also be used jointly by the Police Department. At $165,000

per acre land cost, the cost of land for the remote training site is estimated at $500,000.

Summary of Facilities Expansions

Table I11-4 summarizes facilities and capital expansions needed through buildout. The total is

$12 million, including costs for the relocation ofStation 2, acquisition of Station 10, and

renovation of Station 1.

Table IU-4

Future Facilities Cost

Fire Stations $17,918,000

Vehicles $3,550,000

Remote Training Site

-_. - -------'.---
Total Future Cost

,
$21,968,000

NEW DEVELOPMENT COST ALLOCATION

The fire component of the CFF is one ofthree for which facilities costs are allocated to both

residential and non-residential development and based on population and employment, with each

employee counted as 40% of the impact of a resident. An explanation in greater detail of the

basis for this allocation is given in Chapter 2. Here we address the reasons this allocation is

appropriate specific to Fire Department facilities.

The total cost of fire facilities, inclnding existing facilities and facilities to be bnilt, are allocated

among both existing and future development. Existing facilities will serve both existing and new

development, as will the new facilities to be constructed. In other words, the Fire Department

and its facilities are treated as a single system.
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Fire services are required for all types of development, both residential and non-residential, as

both bring persons and property needing protection by the department; this is the nexus between

the development and the fire component of the CFF. The allocation based on population reflects

not only the role the department plays in protecting lives in fire situations, but also its emergency

medical services, which account for the large majority of its service calls. Employment is

similarly often used as the indicator ofneed for non-residential services. Again the paramount

purpose of protecting lives supports such an allocation. Employment is also a "roughly

proportional" indicator of the property protected.

Most fire departments now track calls and the data shows the rough proportionality to

employment, except for a few categories which evidence a much higher rate of fire calls; dry

cleaners are an example. The problem in having a higher cost allocated to dry cleaners than to

other retail is that dry cleaners are a building use rather than a type ofbuilding. There is no

specific zoning for dry cleaners and space is often converted to such a use from other retail uses,

and vice versa. The reasonable and standard solution is to treat all retail buildings the same. The

fact that the department protects all lives and property, even though only a small percentage will

actually call upon the department, also supports employee popUlation as an indicator of services

provided.

Table ill-5 calculates the allocation between existing and new development based on buildout

DUEs. The total cost of future facilities and the replacement cost of existing facilities is

$38,721,000. Spread across the 152,100 DUEs projected at buildout, the cost per DUE becomes

$255. New development is projected to amount to 68,300 new development DUEs, bringing

growth's cost share to $17.4 million.

Comparing new development's cost allocation of the buildout facilities with the cost of future

expansions, it can be seen that the Department is presently at a net facilities deficit under the

allocation methodology of this analysis. Stated differently, existing facilities do not meet the

needs ofexisting development. The difference is the City's existing deficit in its Fire

Department facilities-~ deficit that cannot be made up using funds collected for the CFF

program.
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TableHI-S

Fire Department CFF Summary

Capital Costs

Existing

Future

Total

Cost per DUE

Total Capital Cost
._._.. - - ,- - - " _. - . --
Buildout DUEs

.~ -.- ~ ---._-

Cost per DUE

- -_...~.-.-. ,.,. - -._-

New Development Cost Allocation
-".- - _. -, _.. -,--_ .. ~ .- ,.

Cost perDUE
-,-, ~

New Development DUEs

New Development's Share

.. __._- - - "'-- ,",~-"

Existing Development Cost Allocation

Existing Development DUEs

Existing Development's Share of Cost

Existing Capital
--

Existing Deficiency

Source: Town Hall Services

Town Hall Services Page III-JJ
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$16,757,000
.. ---- -,---~--

$21,964,000
.- -- '"

$38,721,000

- - - - -

$38,721,000

152,100
-, -_... ,. -_.

$255

$255

68,300

$17,387,000

-
70,700

$17,998,000

$16,757,000
- --

$1,241,000
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CHAPTER IV
POLICE

This chapter discusses the facilities needs of the Modesto Police Department. The Police

Department faces a significant existing facilities deficit, due mainly to the policy decision to

increase citywide department service standards. This chapter, therefore, emphasizes not only the

facilities needed to serve growth, but the requirements to bring the department's facilities to an

adequate level to serve the existing demands. After an introduction, the chapter discusses

facilities standards, and then inventories facilities needed to serve the City by buildout. Costs are

the allocated to existing and new development, using a system-wide approach, such thaI the

buildout needs are assigned proportional to new and existing development's shares ofbuildout

DUEs.

INTRODUCTION

For years the police department facilities were inadequate to support the existing city, much less

the added demands associated with growth. Until recently the Police Department was housed in

a 25,000 square foot station that it first occupied in 1964. That building was originally designed

to house up to 160 employees, at density levels above the City's standard. As of 1997 police

department staffing stood at 355 full time employees, excluding part time assistants, reserve

officers and volunteers.

The City undertook several interim measures to cope with overcrowding. In 1991 the Police

Department rented the former county employment building located at 12th and F Streets, adding

4,200 square feet. The City also rented the 5,000 square foot former Modesto Auto Parts

building for property and evidence storage as well as two portable trailers. The Department also

has four storefront offices located throughout the City. These, however, are part time facilities

staffed by force members who otherwise report to, and for the purposes of this analysis are

associated with, the main facility.

In August of 2000 the City completed construction on a new police building. This largely

eliminated the need for the temporary space measures utilized by the Police Department in the

years before, and it allowed the City to renovate its original station, which has just recently been

completed. The Department's facilities are no longer terribly overcrowded as they were in the
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• past. Department facilities are not, however, sufficient to accommodate the significant growth

projected to occur in Modesto, nor a gradual increase in Department staffing standards.

SERVICE STANDARDS

The Modesto Police Department's current staffing standards call for maintaining 1.3 sworn

officers per thousand residential population. The Department is currently staffed somewhat

below this standard. The Modesto Police and city staff have concluded that this staffing ratio is

insufficient to meet the needs of a growing community. Were Modesto to remain at its current

size, with minimal changes in its demographic make up, a staffing standard of 1.30 sworn

officers per thousand might be sufficient. However, based on the projected growth

characteristics ofModesto outlined in the general plan, and the comparable police staffing in

other large California cities, it is clear that current standards will not allow the Department to

provide its level of service as the city grows and transitions from a residential bedroom

community to an urban hub.

• As the City of Modesto grows, the ratio of officers to population should increase. Modesto

currently serves as the urban center for the county and is the venue for federal and county

services. Modesto is the business, medical, entertainment and sports hub for not only Stanislaus

County, hut for portions ofTuolomne, Calaveras, Amador, Merced and San Joaquin County as

well. Modesto is transitioning into what Sacramento already is and Stockton is becoming; a

major urban center with law enforcement needs outstripping its rural past. Stockton currently has

a police staffing ratio of 1.53 sworn officers per thousand population while Sacramento has a

standard of 1.69 per thousand. The other valley cities comparahly sized or larger than Modesto

generally fall between these ranges. From a more national perspective, due to funding constraints

California as a whole is behind the rest of the nation in police staffing.

•

Modesto therefore seeks not only to match the standards set by its valley neighbors, but also to

prepare for the growth and demographic changes expected in the City as it approaches General

Plan buildout. Growth projections call for a greater percentage ofhigh-density residential

development-this type of development typically contrihutes to the heightened police demand

found in urban centers. Also, the police staffing standard is pegged to residential population. Per

the Modesto General Plan, a significantly greater proportion ofnon-residential development is

projected to occur. This will require increase the staffmg standard just to accommodate the

added service need generated by non-residential growth.

The Modesto City Council, based on recommendations from the Police Department, thus
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increased its police staffing standard to 1.85 sworn officers per thousand population. This policy

standard is set as a target for buildout. It would be impossible for the City to increase it police

staffing immediately as the manpower and funding needs will take some time to meet. Instead,

the City plans on increasing its staffing ratio incrementally as the city grows, dynamically

meeting the needs of an expanding, changing community. At residential and non-residential

buildout, the City intends to reach its standard target of 1.85 sworn per thousand.

The number ofpolice personnel at buildout is shown in the table below. At buildout, the

residential population is projected to be about 370,000. The number of sworn officers is driven

by the buildout standard, while the projected number of non-sworn employees is proportionally

driven by the increase in sworn officers, as many of the non sworn employees act as support staff

to sworn officers.

TableIV-l

Police Staffing at Buildout

Staffing at
Buildout

Chief
Asst. Chief 2
Captain 8
Lieutenant 24
Sergeant 86
Corporal
Detective 83
Computer Forensic
Police Officer 482

TOTAL SWORN 686

CSO's 98
Identification Tech 8
Evidence & Property 13
Police Clerk 113

Police Support SUpv. 14
Animal Control 13
Secretary 8
Executive Secretary 3
All other Civilian 26

TOTAL CNILIAN 296
TOTAL EMPLOYEES 982 •
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FACILITIES AT BUILDOUT

This section describes the police facilities at buildout. Cost allocation between existing and new

development is based on a system-wide approach at buildout, recognizing that both present and

future developed areas will receive the same nature ofbenefit from all police facilities. The

inventory of major police capital items is shown in Table IV-2. The following discussion covers

each of the items. Combined, the police department inventory ofmajor capital items will total

$53,691,799.

Police Stations

At buildout, the Modesto Police Department will require police station facilities to accommodate

982 projected employees at a 1.85 sworn officers per 1000 popUlation standard. The RRM

Design group advising the City estimates that each employee will require about 263 square feet,

including office space, common areas, storage and gross calculation factor. This standard of263

square feet per employee is the same adopted by the Fire Department for their administrative

office space, and in the General Government component, in calculations for the future City Hall

Annex. At 263 square feet per employee, the Modesto Police Department will require, at

buildout, over 258,000 square feet of station space to accommodate its sworn and civilian force.

As mentioned earlier, the Department recently occupied the newly constructed main station

facility. The final costs for this building have not yet been determined due to coustruction issues

and ongoing arbitration. However, the current estimate, based upon expenditures and remaining

encumbrances, is $300 per square foot. Beyond design and construction, the cost includes

furnishings, infrastructure for the computer and communications systems, and other specific

station equipment required by the police.

As a comparison, the Santa Clara Police Department recently constructed a new 51,500 square

foot station. That building cost about $16 million, not including the cost oftoxic waste removal

and a million dollar three story glass atrium. The cost for the Santa Clara police station, with

these exclusions, comes out to just over $310 per square foot.

At $300 per square foot, police station facilities at buildout are projected to cost about $77.5

million. It should be noted that the Department is also plarming a police evidence and property

facility. It is anticipated that the evidence and property facility will be included in the police

• facilities at buildout.
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Vehicles

The Police Department uses a large number of vehicles in the performance of its duties. The

majority of the vehicles are used as patrol sedans or staff cars; for this they must be of good

quality, and in excellent condition. Other department vehicles are usually former patrol sedans,

which are no longer suitable for that use, animal control velricles and motorcycles. Patrol sedans

must be outfitted with expensive equipment; the cost ofthis equipment is the subject of the next

category ofpolice facilities. A total of 518 vehicles will be needed at buildout, assuming the

fleet size is proportional to the number or sworn and non-sworn employees in the Department.

The number, and cost ofpolice vehicles are summarized in the table below.

Table IV-2

Police Department Vehicles

Vehicles
Type
Patrol
Detective/Staff
Community Service Officer
Animal Control Officer
Motorcycles
Others

Total Velricles

Cost
$26,000
$16,500
$20,000
$40,000
$14,000
$20,000

Source: Police Department, CIty ofModesto

Vehicle Special Equipmeut

At Buildout
Quantity Total Cost

222 $5,772,000
119 $1,963,500
25 $500,000

7 $280,000
41 $574,000

104 $2,080,000

518 $11,169,500

The equipment outfitting the police cars is included here. By buildout, the police fleet will total

518 vehicles. Police vehicles are equipped to different standards. Patrol vehicles are the most

heavily equipped to handle the range of circumstances encountered by officers on the street.

Mobile data computers, at a cost of $15,000 apiece, are installed in all Patrol, CSO, and ACO

vehicles, as well as 25% of vehicles in the "other" category. Other special vehicle equipment

installed in Patrol, ACO and CSO vehicles costs $6,000 per vehicles, while the additional

equipment required for Detective, Staff and Other velricles costs $1,500. The total buildout cost

ofequipping the Departments fleet of 518 vehicles is projected at $6,120,000.

Parking Garage

The Modesto Police Department currently has inadequate parking facilities for its needs. At

•

buildout new parking facilities will be required to accommodate both use of the police facilities •

and parking for its fleet of vehicles. The City ofModesto Community Development Department
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• has a parking standard of one space for every 300 square feet of office development to meet the

needs of employee and visitor parking. At this standard, the City would have to provide 861

parking spaces to meet the need generated by the Police Department's 258,000 square feet of

station space at buildout.

In addition to this standard, a parking space is required to house each police vehicle. However

Detectives and some staff are provided department vehicles that they take to and from work.

Thus these vehicles do not require parking spaces as both employee vehicles and as part of the

police fleet. If we subtract the 119 DetectivelStaff cars from the total fleet, and add that to the

861 parking spaces required to serve employees and visitors, the Police Department will require a

total of 1260 parking spaces to serve its needs at buildout.

It costs an estimate $12,500 to construct a parking space, based of the cost of the parking facility

for the new City HaiL The total cost ofproviding parking facilities for the Police Department at

buildout is estimated to be about $15.75 million.

Northeast Area Precinct

• The City ofModesto, especially including the areas to be annexed, is ofconsiderable physical

size. Given that a great deal ofresidential and commerciallindustrial growth is projected to occur

some distance from the downtown core, the Police Department sees the need for a fully staffed

precinct office in the Northeast Area. This facility is needed in the short term to provide service

coverage to the rapidly growing area near Village One.

•

This office is planned to be a joint facility with the Fire Department. The square footage

construction needs for the police share of this facility are included in the cost ofpolice station

facilities calculated above. However, additional land for this facility will need to be purchased.

An estimated two acres of additional land is required. Based on cost estimates from the Fire

Department for land in the Northeast area of the city, land for a Northeast Area Precinct is

projected to cost $330,000.

Training Facility

The Police Department does not currently have a full range training facility in the City. A full

range training facility is necessary to provide the level of training needed for the department.

The City has land available that is currently in the beginning stages of development as a regional

training facility. In the future, the site will be used for required training for executive protection,

tactical live fire simulation, homeland defense, hazardous materials, crowd control, etc. This

facility will include classrooms, an equestrian area, a canine training course, caretaker residence,
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defensive tactics facility, a shooting range with observation deck and a defensive driving course.

The estimated cost for this facility is $5,065,000. A detailed cost breakdown is provided in the

appendix.

Modesto/Stanislaus Emergency Services Facility

In 1999, the County Dispatch Center and Emergency Operations Center (EOC) moved into a

city/county jointly owned facility on Oakdale Road. As the city grows, the 911 Dispatch Center and

EOC will also require funding for new technology and systems upgrades as well as for housing

additional employees related to growth. Future communications needs include:

• Computer Aided Dispatch (CAD) Hardware Servers

• CAD I GIS (Geographic Information System) Interface

• Additional 9-1-1 Base Radio System to Eliminate Dead Zones

• Phone System Enhancements to Support Wireless (Cell) 9-1-1 calls

Total cost estimates exceed $4 million for these upgrades. The City's share ofcosts for the

Communications Center is based on usage and population. Its current share is approximately 57%.

Modesto's share ofthese improvements at buildout is estimated at $2,000,000. TIlls amount is a

conservative estimate on the technological upgrades needed as the region grows. TIlls item includes

the total costs for the City ofModesto, which are actually paid 80% by Police and 20% by the Fire

Department. For the purposes ofCFF documentation, the entire cost is included within the police

component, and excluded from the cost calculations in the fire component.

Radio System

The department's radio communications system "backbone" is also up for replacement, largely a

result ofnew federal requirements reallocating radio frequencies. Most of the current radio

system is 20 to 30 years old. A new 800 MHz radio system is planned, which will require

replacement ofthe backbone and all mobile radio units. The cost of replacing the Department's

existing 450 band UHF radio system with an 800 MHz radio system is estimated at $8.4 million.

Costs include replacement radio transmitters, receivers and microwave radio backup relays for

voter sites and installation and engineering ofthe new system. Replacement ofthe radio system

for Police, Fire and Neighborhood Preservation Code Enforcement units are included in the cost

calculation. Again these costs are not included in other components of the CFF fee program.

Detailed costs are included in the attachment.

The buildout cost of the Department's capital facilities are summarized in the table below. The

calculation assumes a Police Department staffing standard of 1.85 sworn officers per thousand

Town Hall Services Page IV-7 June 3, 2003
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• residential population.

•

•

TableIV-3
Ruildout Cost of Facilities

Component
Police Buildings
Vehicles
Vehicles Equipment
Parking Facilities
Northeast Area Precinct
Training Facility
Emergency services Facility
Radio System
Total Ruildout Cost

NEW DEVELOPMENT COST ALLOCATION

Cost
$77,479,800
$11,169,500

$6,120,000
$15,748,600

$330,000
$5,065,000
$2,000,000
$8,386,500

$126,299,400

The previous section estimated the Modesto Police Department's major capital inventory to total

$126 million by buildout of the City. The calculation ofpolice fees views the capital

requirements from a systemwide perspective on the basis that (1) police facilities must be

expanded essentially in proportion to the level ofdevelopment in the City and (2) the police

department operates as an integrated system, such that it is not possible to identify individual

components expressly with existing or new development. Accordingly, the cost per DUE is the

total cost divided by the number ofDUEs, or $830. Table N.4 makes this calculation. With

68,300 DUEs ofprojected new development, the share of the cost that is the responsibility of

new development is $57 million.
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COST PERDUE
Police Capital
Buildout DUEs

Table IV-4

Cost per DUE

Capital Facilities Cost per DUE

NEW DEVELOPMENT'S SHARE
Cost perDUE
New Development DUEs

New Development's Share

Source: Town Hall ServIces

EXISTING DEFICIENCY

$126,299,400
152,100

$830

$830
68,300

$56,714,000

Increasing the Police Department staffing ratio from 1.30 to 1.85 sworn officers per thousand

population represents a significant increase in the Department's standards, targeted at buildout.

Progress towards the increased standard will be incremental; with the goal of reaching 1.85

sworn per thousand by the time the City reaches General Plan buildout. The Department's

standard will be increasing system wide, providing a higher level of service to both new and

existing development. However, new development cannot be responsible for funding

improvements beyond its fair share.

Higher standards create the need for additional facility cost to serve existing and new

development. Because the Department's existing facilities are appropriate to serve the City at a

staffing level of 1.30 sworn per thousand, as the staffing standard increases, so will the

deficiency of the City's existing police facilities. The existing deficiency is calculated by

comparing the replacement value ofthe departments existing facilities to existing development's

share of facilities at buildout. Because the staffing standard at buildout is higher than it is today,

the deficiency calculated is significant.

First we must calculate the replacement value of the Department's existing facilities.

Existing Facilities

The Police Department's total existing building space covers about 65,000 square feet. At the

Town Hall Services Page IV-9 June 3, 2003
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estimated new construction cost of$300 per square foot, the replacement cost of the existing

police buildings would be $19.5 million.

The Police Department currently has 198 vehicles in its fleet. The replacement value of the

Department's fleet is shown in the table below.

Type
Patrol
Detective/Staff
CSO
ACO
Motorcycles
Others

[rotal Vehicles

Table IV-5

Replacement Cost of Police Vehicles

Cost
$26,000
$16,500
$20,000
$40,000
$14,000
$20,000

Quantity
85
47

7
3

16
40

198
Source: Poz'ce Department, City ofModesto

Total Cos
$2,210,00C

$775,50C
$140,00C
$120,00C
$224,00C
$800,00C

$4,269,500

The replacement cost of special equipment for existing police vehicles, including mobile data

• computers and other equipment is $2,209,500.

Finally, the replacement cost of the parking facilities currently serving the Department's

employees and vehicle fleet is $4,312,500.

All in all, the replacement value ofthe Modesto Police Department's existing capital facilities

totals $30,291,500.

Existing Deficiency

Ofthe 152,100 DUEs projected at buildout, 70,700 exist within the Modesto city limits. Thus,

existing development within the incorporated city limits is responsible for approximately 46% of

the buildout cost ofpolice facilities. Another nine percent is the responsibility of existing

development within the CFF study area, but outside of the city limits (annexations). The

remaining balance is the responsibility of new development. The difference between existing

development's share ofthe total cost, and the replacement value of existing facilities is the

existing deficiency. This deficiency must be made up as the system moves towards buildout to

provide existing development with the same level of service as new development. Furthermore

• this deficiency must be made up with funding other than new development mitigation.
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Table IV-6

Existing Deficiency

EXISTING DEVELOPMENT'S SHARE
Existing DUEs
Cost per DUE

Existing Developments Share.

EXISTING DEFICIENCY
Existing Development's Share
Replacement Value of Existing Facilities

Existing Deficiency

Source: Town Hall Services

Town Hall Services Page/V-II
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70,700
$830

$58,707,000

$58,707,000
$30,291,500
$28,415,500
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PARKS AND RECREATION FACILITIES

The Modesto Parks, Recreation and Neighborhoods Department provides a variety of facilities

and services that contribute to the quality of life ofthe community. Neighborhood parks are

located to serve the surrounding neighborhoods. Community and regional parks, with their

pools, community centers and other facilities, serve larger portions of the City. After an

introductory overview of issues related to the parks and recreation facilities analysis, this chapter

inventories existing and proposed facilities before arriving at the buildout facilities needs and

allocation of a fair share ofthe cost to new development.

INTRODUCTION

The number ofissues involved in the analysis ofpark facilities requirements warrants some

additional introduction to allocation methods, residential dwelling unit equivalents (DOEs),

service standards, and background information.

The allocation ofparks costs involves a system-wide allocation approach. The localized service

area ofneighborhood parks would allow for a marginal cost analysis in which neighborhood

parks costs are directly related to the level ofnew development. However, because the City is

committed to providing the same service standard to existing and new neighborhoods throughout

Modesto, the cost responsibility ofnew development for neighborhood parks is exactly the same

whether the costs are considered through a marginal or a system wide approach. For the sake of

consistency, neighborhood parks costs are calculated here as part of the parks system. The

remaining parks facilities maintained by the Parks, Recreation and Neighborhoods Department

should be viewed from a community-wide perspective, as they serve both existing and future

development throughout the City. Thus, they are also allocated on a system-wide basis in which

new and existing development are assigned cost responsibility proportional to their share of

DOEs at buildout

Dwelling unit equivalents were discussed in Chapter II, and are used throughout the CFF

documentation as the common measure for the level of development. The Parks CFF is unusual

in that it and Air Quality are the only components that assign facility costs solely to residential

development. The DOE measurement used here, therefore, includes only the residential
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population component. Table V-I shows the residential DUE calculations as they were made in

Chapter II. Existing DUEs are calculated directly from the 2002 Modesto City population. In the

calculation of future DUEs, existing developed areas includes the City plus any presently

developed unincorporated areas that presumably would be annexed later. New development is

the projected growth. By buildout, the level of development in Modesto is projected to total

115,500 DUEs. Parks needs at buildout are equivalent to the needs of 115,500 single family

homes.

Residents
-- - ."

Persons per Single

Family Household

Existing

Development

---- ----

198,6000 .

3.32 ,

Table V-I

Residential DUEs

Annexations

--- --

29,000

3.32

New

Development
.. -.~-.--. -_._-

-
172,241 .

3.32 .

Buildout

370,841

3.32

.-._. - --",--_._,-- - ...... ,,-""'" -"---"---'" -,--,--,-- '._-
Occupancy Rate .~6_.7:O_.9~!~..'._ ..__ ___.....~9'=6':j.7~'X~o.f-._.............._ •.~9=6'=.==7°gVO~~

61,900 9,300 ; 44,300 115,500Residential DUEs

The Department periodically reviews its mix ofprograms and facilities to supply those that are

most responsive to prevailing community needs and interests. In preparation for this update of

the CFF study, the Department has undertaken such a review, and has updated facilities and

service standards in light of the community's present needs and future trends. The facilities

needs discussed below are based upon the City's General Plan, Council approved Capital

hnprovement Programs, and specific park Project Master Plans. These documents provide

background information on service standards and costs suitable for inclusion in the CFF. The

City's Parks and Facilities inventory, and other sources of information, are used as well where

appropriate.

The Subdivision Map Act (Gov. Code, §§ 66410-66499.37) allows the City to regulate land use

when subdivisions are proposed for development. In the course of regulating the design and

improvement of subdivisions, the City may require the dedication ofland or the payment of fees

in lieu thereof for park or recreational purposes made necessary by the subdivision. This

provision is known as the Quimby Act (Govemment Code Section 66477). Any land or financial

contribution made under the Quimby Act are treated as a credit against CFF park fees.

Town Hall Services Page V-2 June 3,2003
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The City of Modesto General Plan has identified open space and recreation land as park land. In

the General Plan, the Baseline Developed Area is assigned standards of2.0 acres of

neighborhood park and 1.0 acre ofcommunity park per 1,000 residents. In the Planned

Urbanizing Area the acreages are reversed to LO acre of neighborhood and 2.0 acres community

parks per 1,000 residents. The standard assumed for the improvements in the CFF parks program

is thus a total of3.0 acres per thousand population. The mix ofparks planned to fulfill this

standard consist of almost two acres per thousand population of neighborhood parks and over

one acre per thousand of community parks.

LAND AND CONSTRUCTION COSTS

The Modesto Department of Parks, Recreation and Neighborhoods has provided a great deal of

information regarding the costs ofbringing the parks system to its General Plan standards at

buildout Hundreds of project estimates are provided, together with the detailed costs of

individual phases. The information is too extensive to consider in detail in this text; all of it is

included in Information Details, a supplemental report. Before we consider the components -

existing and future - that make up the parks system, we should briefly address and summarize

the cost assumptions that drive the replacement values of existing facilities and the future costs

ofplanned expansions.

The costs ofland for parks used in this report are based primarily on the last three parkland

purchases made by the City. The costs are estimated at $140,000 for land for neighborhood park

land and $120,000 for land for community parks. The lower cost for community park land

reflects the larger site size (typically 25-40 acres) compared to neighborhood parks (typically

seven acres); the larger size does not require as much infrastructure expense (access streets, for

example) per acre.

These land cost estimates can be compared with the estimates used for fire station sites. These

sites are estimated to cost $165,000 per acre, based on the experience of the Fire Department in

seeking sites. The standard station site size is 0.75 acre; again, the higher price reflects the

smaller site size.

It can be noted that the price of land in Modesto has increased rapidly over the past decade. This

is particularly true of land in residential subdivisions, which is where parks are likely to be

located. This suggests that the City should buy land as early as it can, securing parcels before

home builders value it higher because it is ready for home construction. However, there are

difficulties in doing so. Parks fees come along with development, rather than prior to it, with the

result that funds are scarce. Furthermore, it is difficult for the Department to identify appropriate
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park sites until street plans are known. Because land costs are such a large share ofpark costs, it

would be helpful if these problems could be mitigated and with the result that earlier purchases

resulted in lower land purchase costs.

For regional parks, most ofthe land exists within the 100-year flood plain. It is not feasible to

have significant residential commercial or industrial development in these areas, and so, the price

of land is considerably less. The Parks department estimates that the cost of land for regional

parks within the 100-year flood plain is about $30,000 per acre.

The construction cost of developing parkland is calculated on a per acre basis. The average cost

of full phase development varies from $250,000 per acre for neighborhood parks to $400,000 per

acre for community parks. The Parks Department has provided a detailed cost summary leading

to these per acre assumptions. This summary is included in the Information Details supplement.

For existing parks facilities, many parks were not fully developed per the General Plan

guidelines. Furthermore, much of the development in the parks system is old and in need of

replacement. From irrigation systems to buildings and trees, the capital infrastructure that goes

into park improvements has a general life expectancy. Most ofthe components vary in life

expectancy from 20-50 years. The average life expectancy ofpark improvements is between 30

and 40 years.

According to the Parks staff, there has been very little improvement or replacement of existing

facilities in the last twenty years, due to funding constraints. Many of the City's existing parks

have facilities that are dated and are badly in need of renovation and replacement If these

facilities cannot be expected to continue to provide service at buildout, then they should not be

counted towards the existing value of the parks system, as they will have to be replaced soon

with alternative funding methods.

The Parks Department conservatively estimates that 30% of the existing construction and

improvements to the parks system needs to be renovated or replaced soon. Because these

facilities will not last to buildout, they cannot be valued as existing facilities at buildout. They

are given a zero value, and the cost of replacing these facilities is added to the future cost of the

parks system. To illustrate this, in the calculations of the parks systems existing facilities, 30%

ofthe replacement cost (only of construction) is not included in the value ofexisting facilities

and is added to the cost of future expansions and improvements. Practically this serves to

increase the deficiency of the existing parks system. New development is not disproportionately

burdened by shifting the cost of aged improvements from existing facilities to future costs.
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EXISTING SYSTEM

This section describes the existing parks and recreation facilities. All major types of facilities,

except golf courses, are evaluated below, and summarized in a table at the end of the section.

Golf courses are excluded from the inventory due to (I) City's intention not to develop new

courses or expand existing facilities and (2) the decision not to hold new development

responsible for reimbursing the city for past golf course expenditures.

Neighborhood Parks

Neighborhood parks are intended to be accessible within walking distance of local residences,

preferably within a service radius of three-quarters of a mile. The process by which the City

brings neighborhood parks on-line is fairly complex. It is desirable for parkland to be secured

before a neighborhood is being developed; otherwise parcels of an appropriate size are quite

expensive and may not even be available. The City therefore uses whatever funds are available

to purchase land in anticipation ofdevelopment, i.e. as long as possible before parks fees from

that neighborhood are available. For trus reason it currently owns several undeveloped park sites

in neighborhoods either undeveloped or partially developed.

The City would like to make basic site improvements relatively early in the neighborhood's

development, so useable park space is available when most ofthe new residents move in. Given

the need for anticipatory purchases ofparkland and the fact that the majority of fee revenue is not

available until the majority of the neighborhood is occupied, the City usually lacks funds to

accomplish this in a timely manneL This is why the City is frequently using CFF revenues to

complete parks in recently developed or partially developed neighborhoods.

Presently, the City owns 45 developed neighborhood parks totaling about 249 acres. The desired

park size is seven acres, though there are some undersized parks. The City also owns several

undeveloped neighborhood park sites; some of these have funds appropriated for Phase I

development, and are expected to be completed in the next several years. There are also tentative

plans to continue construction on existing parks beyond Phase L This construction is projected

to occur as funds become available. The need for more construction on neighborhood parks in

developed neighborhoods should be considered part of the existing deficiency. Funding for these

projects should come from sources other than new development mitigation.

The replacement cost of the City's existing neighborhood park inventory is $76.2 million, after

deductions of3O"Io for existing deficiency. Again the specific cost breakdown is detailed in the

• supplement

Community Parks

Town Hall Services Page V-5 June 3.2003



EXHIBIT A

Modesto CFF Documentation Chapter V-Parks and Recreation Facilities

Community parks are larger, have more extensive facilities, and serve a larger area (1 to 1 y, mile

service radius) than neighborhood parks. The City owns six fully developed community parks,

totaling 125.5 acres. The preferred size is 25-40 acres; several of the existing parks are smaller

than this size.. The replacement value ofthe existing community parks is $38.9 million.

Regional Parks

For years The City of Modesto has been a key player in the development ofthe regional park

system. An agreement with Stanislaus County and the City of Ceres established the groundwork

for implementing the Tuolumne River Regional Park portion of the regional system envisioned in

the City's General Plan.

To date the regional park contains two facilities, Tuolumne River Regional Park (TRRP) and Dry

Creek Regional Park. In total, the City has accumulated 539.3 acres of regional park land. For

the purposes of this study, most of the regional park land is valued at $30,000 per acre for areas

in the flood plain, though about 23 acres of Tuolumne River Park are above the flood plain, and

are valued at a residential land value of $140,000 per acre. Since funding for Tuolumne River

Park is shared with the other agencies, only the City of Modesto's share, 41.8 percent, is shown

here. Dry Creek, the other regional park, is solely funded by the City. Currently, the City's

regional park system is only minimally improved. Significant improvements to the land are

planned as funding becomes available. The replacement value of the City'S regional parks,

including land, planning and minimal levels ofconstruction, is $33.9 million.

Community Centers

The Modesto Parks Department has seven existing community centers. These are summarized in

detail in the Information Details report. Community centers, for the most part, are located on

community park lands. Accordingly the value of the land on which the community centers are

built is included in the community parks component of the CFF. The City's seven community

centers currently total 64,367 square feet of floor space. The Department has estimated that the

construction cost ofnew community buildings is about $160 per square foot. Due to the extent

of deferred maintenance, this figure is reduced by 30%, to $112 per square foot. At this

replacement cost,

the value of the City's existing community centers is $7,209,000. While only one new

community center is planned, there are significant expansions and improvements to existing

community centers as well. These costs are captured in the next section of future expansions.

McClnre Expansion

McClure Country Place is a historical museum of sorts, providing a wide array of educational

and cultural opportunities for the residents ofModesto, as well as visitors to the City. The parks

and recreation CFF component also includes funding for the expansion of the McClure facilities.
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• Construction has yet to commence on the expansion and upgrade ofthe McClure facilities.

•

•

However, the City has already purchased 18 acres ofnew land to accommodate the expansion.

At the residential land price of$140,000 per acre, the replacement value of the existing land

purchases for the McClure expansion is valued at just over $2.2 million. The City has

conservatively decided not to include the value of the existing buildings and land in the inventory

of existing facilities.

Summary of Existing Facilities

Table V-2 summarizes the City's existing parks and recreation facilities that are allocated

system-wide. Much ofthe cost includes facilities that only consist of land purchased by the City

well prior to development, as well as facilities developed through the beginning phases only.

Scarcity of funding has slowed the development ofmany existing projects to full final phase

construction.

Table V-2

Summary of Existing Facilities

-"-~---.- ..--------------"- - -------------- ------"-- .-."---------,----,------~.-"~

Neighborhood Parks $76,174,000

Community Parks

Regional Parks

Community Centers

38,855,000

33,923,000

7,209,000
--~-------.-.. _.._--- ~-,-- --_. ,,---"- -,.-~. ~- ---- - -- - .- -----_...~~-

McClure Expansion Land 2,160,000
------ ------ - --- -,"

Total $158,321,000

.

Source: Modesto Parks and Recr.eation Department; Town Hall Services_

FACILITIES EXPANSIONS

This section describes the parks and recreation facilities expansions envisioned through buildout,

and is based on the recommended park development plan prepared for the purposes of the CFF

update. The plan anticipates that neighborhood parks would be added in pace with new

development to maintain the City's standard. In addition, at least two community parks would be

added, and sized to maintain the park standard. The new community parks would each include a

community center and would be the location ofrecreation-oriented swim centers. The City also

anticipates continued development ofregional park acreage as envisioned in the General .Plan, as

well as full development of remaining community centers and the regional sports complex.
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Neighborhood parks

The City of Modesto expects to add neighborhood parks in proportion to new development to

maintain a minimum standard of 1.0 city-owned acres per 1,000 residents in newly developing

areas. New neighborhood parks will have a typical size.of seven acres of city-owned land and

will serve a local population of about 7,000 residents. This prototype represents a minimum size,

and actual parks may be larger.

To serve the projected residential population, the City will add about 180 acres ofneighborhood

parks to serve new development. To do this the Department plans to construct another 26

neighborhood parks averaging about seven acres each. This excludes any neighborhood park

acreage needed to serve existing development in annexed areas. The future cost of expanding

the neighborhood park system to buildout is estimated as $107,352,000. This cost includes

acquisition and development of the 26 new parks as well as full phase development of several

existing parks.

Community Parks

ill planning for growth, the City anticipates developing at least two more community parks,

tentatively located in the Northwest and Southwest quadrants of the City. (This count does not

include the Sports Complex.) The actual number and location of parks will depend on future

decisions regarding park size and placement as well as growth patterns in Modesto. By buildout

the City plans to add 80 community park acres at the two sites. The replacement cost ofland

acquisition and full development of two new community parks, as well as the expansion and full

phase improvement ofthe City'S six existing community parks is valued at $72,869,000.

Regional Parks

The City of Modesto expects to continue its plans to further expand the regional park system

along the lines envisioned in the Modesto General Plan. The Plan includes expanded

preservation of open space along the Tuolumne River, Dry Creek and the Stanislaus River. It

also assumes that a variety ofpreservation mechanisms in addition to fee simple ownership may

be used, such as purchasing conservation easements.

The City plans significant improvements along the regional park corridors. Funding constraints

have prevented the City from moving beyond basic Phase I improvements, while much of the

land earmarked for development remains unimproved altogether. At buildout the City expects to

have funded the full development ofthe regional park system, in conjunction with the General

Plan and preservation requirements.

As noted earlier, the Tuolumne River Regional Park is a joint venture with the county.
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• Modesto's share of funding the park has historically been about 41 %.and the expectation is that

this cost sharing plan will continue. The Dry Creek and Stanislaus River parks will be fully

funded by the City.

Under the regional parks expansion envisioned, Modesto's future expenditures for full phase

improvements are $70,978,000.

Sports Complex

•

The City is in the planning stages for a large regional sports facility serving the entire

community. The facility may be implemented either as a single facility, or as a combination of

separate facilities in different locations in the City. The sports center, containing multiple ball

fields at one or more locations, will be a supplement to the City'S community park system.

Under the existing system, ball fields are located at the individual community parks. The sports

center will consolidate a number of ball fields, together with parking, at one or more locations,

offering a number of advantages. The sports complex will total 110 acres and include 27 ball

fields of different types and on-site maintenance facilities. The City has yet to purchase the land

for the various sports facilities. The cost of the land is valned at $120,000 per acre. With land,

planning and design, and construction costs, future cost of development of the regional sports

complex is estimated at $73 million.

•

Commuuity Ceuters

One new community center is planned for location other than at the site of a new community

park. The center is expected to be 5,175 square feet. At $165 per square foot in construction

cost, this new community center is projected to cost about $850,000, not including planning. In

addition, there are four new community centers planned on community parkland- Grogan,

Sutton, One in the Morrow Park Planning District, and one in the Vineyard Park Planning

District. Each community center will eost approximately $2.42 Million - totaling $10 Million.

However, these costs are included in the cost of community parks.

The remaining expansion and full phase improvements to the seven existing community centers

in the parks system will have a significant cost. Future construction costs for these projects total

over $5 million dollars. The cost of repairing/replacing the 30% deducted from the replacement

cost of the centers is $3.1 million. Including planning, design and review, the total future cost to

the city of additions and improvements to the community centers is estimated at $9,902,648.

McClure Expansion

The expansion of the McClure Country place is expected to involve development of the 18 acres

previously purchased by the City. Additionally some 30 small structures are planned to be built,

at the cost of$120,000 each. Six larger structures are also planned, at a cost of $750,000 each,
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per Department data. The total future cost of construction and improvement to buildout oftbe

McClure Country place is estimated at $14,040,000.

Summary of Proposed Expansions

Table V-3 summarizes the cost of the facilities expansions estimated tbough buildout.

Table V-3

Future Expansions of the Parks System

FUTURE COST OF EXPANSION

Neighborhood Parks

Community Parks

Regional Parks

Sports Complex

Community Centers

McClure Expansion

Total

Town Hall Services Page V-lO

$107,352,000

72,869,000

70,978,000

72,930,000

9,903,000

14,040,000

$348,072,000
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Source: Modesto Parks and Recreation Department; Town Hall Services

BUILDOUT COST OF PARKS SYSTEM

Adding the replacement value of the existing parks system facilities to the future cost of

expansion and improvements to the parks system, we can calculate the total cost of the entire

parks system at buildout. The buildout cost is the responsibility ofboth existing and new

development. New development is responsible to fund only its fair share of the buildout cost of

the parks system through impact mitigation. Other funding beyond new development's share,

necessary to fund fully the system at buildout becomes part of the system's existing deficiency.

This deficiency must be funding by means other than developer mitigation.

Adding $158,321,000 in replacement value of the existing parks system to $348,072,000 in

expansions and improvements of the system, the buildout cost of the entire parks system is

$506,393,000.

• FEE PERDUE

•

The parks system cost per DUE is calculated in the table below. The buildout cost ofthe parks

system is divided by the number ofbuildout residential DUEs. The ensuing amount is the cost

per residential DUE. The fair share that new development will be expected to fund at buildout is

also calculated.
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Table V-4

Parks, Recreation and Neighborhoods Department Facilities CFF Summary

Capital Costs

Existing

Future

Total

Cost per DUE

Total Capital Cost
~ -,

Buildout DUEs

Cost per DUE

- - - -- --,-

New Development Cost Allocation
".-_.__.------ ----------_... "-"---'--"--.-"--- --'"

Cost per DUE
-- - -- --- - .. ,-, -- ------ ,. -- - --- ----

New Development DUEs
".----- --, -- .,.., .--~ ,. -.' ..._._- ... -._,.-.

New Development's Share

- --- , ---'"" -----"---- ,"---,>- ' , -- -, ----,--,-- .----

Existing Development Cost Allocation
-------_.- -----"-~--- ... ""-

Existing Development DUEs

Existing Development's Share of Cost

Existing Capital
----,.._- - "" --,-,- ,

Existing Deficiency

Source: Town Hall Services

EXISTING DEFICIENCY

$158,321,000
_. --, -' "_.-,--

$348,071,000

$506,393,000

$506,393,000

115,500

$4,384

$4,384

44,300

$194,227,000

- - - - ---

61,900
"._. --,. "" --.-----------
$271,392,000

$158,321,000

$113,070,000

This analysis of parks and recreation facilities indicates that the City ofModesto is presently

operating at an existing deficieocy ifpresent facilities are compared with the projected inventory

at buildout A review of existing facilities shows that the replacement value of the system-wide

facilities amounts to an investment of$158 million.

•

However, as was calculated in Table V-I, there are 61,900 resideotial DUEs from existing •

development. At $4,384 per DUE, existing development's responsibility for the system at
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• buildout is $271 million. The $113 million difference between the replacement value of existing

facilities and the share of existing development is the existing deficiency. This amount will need

to be made up, if the parks system is to be fully funded at buildout. Funding will have to come

from sources other than new development, such as state and federal grants, or through the general

fund.

The primary reason for this large deficiency is that the city plans several facilities, such as the

sports complex, that will serve both existing and new development. However existing

development has not funded its fair share of such facilities. Also, many ofthe City's parks and

other facilities are not up to standard. Funding constraints have prevented existing parks from

developing beyond the minimal levels of improvement. If the City expects all of its parks to be

fully developed by buildout, the cost of improving existing parks adds to the existing deficiency

significantly.

•

•
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Chapter VI

GENERAL GOVERNMENT

All of the previous chapters have considered the facilities involved in a single department's

provision of services. This chapter addresses facilities used by a number of Modesto

departments; in fact it includes all the other (not covered in previous chapters) capital facilities

involved in City services except those associated with transportation.

First, we will consider the value of the City's existing public facilities that can be included in the

CFF program. City Hall is the most significant component of these facilities and it is addressed

first. Also considereo are the City's corporation yard and some specific computer facilities

within City Hall.

Then, we will address the improvements and expansions required to serve the City, per standards,

at buildout. This includes an annex to City Hall, satellite equipment yards, and other smaller

facilities. Finally the City's plans for a fiber optic, and wireless communication network are

included, along with other infrastructure necessary to serve the City's technology needs in the

future.

EXISTING FACILITIES

Citv Hall

The current City Hall Building at Tenth Street Place was completed and occupied in late 1999.

The complex was a joint project of Stanislaus County, the City ofModesto, and the Modesto

Redevelopment Agency. Space in the City Hall building is shared between the City and County.

Additionally, space occupied by departments within City Hall that earn revenue and pay rent to

the City for office space cannot be included in the CFF program. These enterprise departments,

such as sewer, collect enougb revenue from residents througb utility charges to fully fund their

operational needs, including capital and office space. As the City's cost ofproviding space for

enterprise departments is recouped from the department's themselves, it is not appropriate to

include these facilities in the CFF fee program. The City'S non-enterprise share of the Tenth

Street Place office space costs approximately $18.5 million dollars, per the Modesto Finance

Department.
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• Financing

•

•

Fee revenue from CFF was expected to be collected over approximately 30 years. However, the

City incurred the full construction cost of its share of City Hall at the time of its construction.

Borrowing to fund the construction solves that timing problem, but it also means that interest

costs will be incurred on the debt. These interest costs are part ofthe cost ofthe project and are

included in the CFF.

The complex issues involved in financing and its inclusion in CFF has been studied as part of the

earlier CFF update. The calculations there determined that the inclusion of the cost of financing

increased the facility's cost by 56% from $18.5 million to $28.9 million

Because it's been approximately five years since the construction ofthe new City Hall and

because the cost of construction is expected to be collected over about 30 years, it is reasonable

to assume that about one sixth of the cost of the City Hall, including debt service, has been paid.

One sixth of $28.9 million is counted towards existing capital facilities cost, with a replacement

value of$4.8 million. The balance is counted as future costs to be paid by the city totaling $24.0

million per the current CFF calculation.

Corporation Yard

In contrast to the offices of City Hall, this component consists of the facilities serving functions

better located in a lower cost, more industrial neighborhood. The Corporation Yard currently

houses the majority of such functions. Divisions with activities included in this group are:

wastewater collections

fleet services

store/supplies

traffic meters

street striping

fire vehicle maintenance

electrical

parks & recreation

streets

traffic signs

water

The existing corporation yard is housed on a 10.5 acre parcel of industrial land. The replacement

cost of this land is valued significantly below that of land developed for residential purposes.

Also, because the parcel is large, the per acre cost of land is somewhat discounted. The per acre

cost of land for the existing corporation yard is estimated to be about half that cost ofnew

residential land. At $82,000 per acre, the replacement value of the corporation yard land parcel

is $860,000.
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The existing corporation yard consists of a variety of building types. It includes both offices and

low-density warehouse and storage. The average cost of the building improvements to the

corporation yard is estimated at $120 per square foot. At just over 54,000 square feet in floor

space, the replacement cost of the corporation yard structures is valued at $6,487,000. The total

ofland and buildings is $7,347,000.

City Hall Computer Room

The City Hall building includes a city computer room which houses the information technology

equipment used by the City necessary to maintain its computer system and network. The

replacement value of infrastructure improvements to the computer room is calculated at about

$146,000. This cost does not include the room itself, which is included in the total cost of the

City Hall building. Also, this cost excludes any technology or computer equipment that is not a

permanent fixture in the room and needs to be replaced and updated periodically.

The total replacement cost of the City's General Government capital facilities is calculated in the

table below.

Table VI-l

Replacement Cost of Existing Facilities

Component Cost

City Hall (one sixth oftotal cost) $4,810,000

orporation Yard $7,347,000

_-.'-

ity Hall Computer Room $146,000
---,---

olal Existing Facilities $12,303,000
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FUTURE FACILITIES

City Hall

As was discussed earlier, the City has only been able to fund a fraction of the construction costs

ofthe City Hall building completed in 1999. The City will attempt to fund a substantial amount

of the cost, plus debt service, over the next 25 years. The projected future cost to the City of

debt service for the City Hall building is $24.05 million.

City Hall Annex

The City Hall building at Tenth Street Place currently houses 332 employees in its non­

enterprise city offices. Based on the employee density standards recommended by RRM Design

group, working with the City, the existing facility can be expected to accommodate an additional

34 employees, for a total of 366.

If we assume that employee to population ratios are maintained as the City approaches buildout,

the number of city employees requiring space in the City Hall building will be 615. This number

may be conservative, as it does not take into account the needs of commercial and industrial

development, which, at General Plan buildout, will have grown at a greater rate than residential

development and popUlation.

Additional space will be required for 249 city employees at buildout. At the recommended

density standard of263 square feet per employee, the City will require an annex to the City Hall

building, providing an additional 65,500 square feet of office space. The City estimates that this

additional space, including land, construction and associated expenses will cost about $300 per

square foot, comparable to the per square foot cost estimates for the City's future police facilities.

The total cost ofa 65,500 square foot annex to the City Hall building is projected to cost about

$19.65 million.

Corporation Yard Expansions

In contrast to the offices of City Hall, this component consists of the facilities serving functions

better located in a lower cost, more industrial neighborhood. The Corporation Yard currently

houses the majority of such functions. Divisions with activities included in this group are:

wastewater collections

electrical

fleet services

parks & recreation

Town Hall Services

streets

street striping

traffic meters

store/supplies

Page VJ-4

traffic signs

water

fire vehicle maintenance
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The City has undertaken a study of the future space needs ofthese divisions. Bus maintenance

functions, not currently in the cOlporation yard, are also included in the study as its integration

with the other city facilities would offer economies of operation. The study approach was to

estimate the space needs of each division and then to determine the necessary additions to

existing facilities to fulfill these needs. Alternative plans to provide the additional space were

then identified and One option was recommended (option 4b). That alternative is used here as the

basis for estimating the facilities needed for growth.

Satellite Yards

One of the principal considerations was whether the present corporation yard should be expanded

or satellite yards established; the recommended alternative includes satellite yards. (The capital

costs would not be significantly different for an expansion of the present yard.) These yards

would be composed of crew reporting areas, material storage, vehicle and equipment storage and

employee parking; their purpose would be to have these service facilities located more accessibly

to various parts ofthe city. It was assumed that about two-thirds of the crews of the streets

(except street sweeping), water and parks (except building services) would be relocated to

satellite facilities, freeing up space for expansion of other divisions at the central corporation

yard. The City has purchased some, but not all ofthe land required to house its planned satellite

yards. The satellite yards are expected to require an additional five acres, at a cost of$165,000

per acre. This is the typical cost ofland in residential areas. Industrial land is more typically

used for a corporation yard-it generally costs somewhat less than land zoned for residential

development. However, there are not .sufficient lands zoned for industrial development within

the City limits. Unless a satellite facility is located in a portion of the unincorporated outlying

areas, it is likely the land costs will reflect the more expensive range within residential land use

zones. Construction costs for the satellite yards are estimated to total about $2.0 million. With

the $825,000 land cost, the total cost of the satellite yards is $2,825,000

Vehicle Maintenance Facility

A Vehicle Maintenance Facility is planned to be completed as the second phase of the Bus

Maintenance Facility Project, currently in the planning and design stages. (Costs for the Bus

Maintenance project are included in the Public Transportation component ofthe CFF update.)

Using the same cost estimate of $150 per square foot being used for the Bus Maintenance

Facility, the planned 20,000 square foot Vehicle Maintenance Facility will cost about $3.0

million to complete.
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Wash and Fare Retrieval Facility

All of the alternatives considered included a new vehicle washing facility (not including

maintenance, but including a secure fare retrieval capability) to be constructed at the existing

corporation yard. Its cost is estimated at $200,000.

Light Vehicle Facility

Another City facility is included in this component of the CFF. The City operates a light vehicle

maintenance facility on the same block as the Police Station. While the majority of the vehicles

serviced there are police vehicles, it also services the City'S other light vehicles. The facility will

either need to be refurbished or replaced, either on the Police Station block or elsewhere.

Planning for this project is currently underway, and the total cost is estimated at $425,000.

Parking Facilities

Finally, the addition of City employees in the Downtown Core ofModesto to accommodate

public service needs at huildout will require additional parking facilities. The City Hall Annex,

as planned, will create the need for parking facilities providing an additional 249 spaces. The per

space cost is $12,500. The total cost ofproviding these new spaces in the Downtown Core is

estimated at $3,112,500.

Additionally, the completion ofthe Bus Maintenance Facility and the Vehicle Maintenance

Facility will displace some of the existing parking in the Corporation Yard. About 60 spaces will

need to be relocated and replaced. Replacement costs are estimated at $1,000 per space, for a

total cost of $60,000. The total cost ofparking facilities is thus $3,172,500.

Information Technology

The City has included an information technology component to the General Government CFF

fee. The city plans both a fiber optic cable network, as well as a wireless network, to connect the

city and facilitate improved communication between centralized city services and public facilities

in the field. The planned networks are also expected to improve response and corrnnunication

between the City's public safety services. The City does not have the existing infrastructure to

serve its needs and thus it will be responsible for providing new IT networking infrastructure to

meet its standards for both existing and new development throughout the City.

The City'S Information and Technology Department has provided detailed cost estimates and

plans for serving and connecting the City at buildout. The specific costs are detailed in the

supplement report Information Details.
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Fiber Optic Communication

The City ofModesto plans an extended fiber optic cable network to meet the current and future

service demands and technology needs of the City. This network would connect peripheral

public facilities like community centers, historical buildings and fire stations, through a fiber

optic network based and centralized through City HalL The IT Department has calculated the

total cost, including the cost of trenching and laying miles of fiber optic cable and providing the

network infrastructure for the City's various facilities. The total cost of the fiber optic network at

buildout is estimated at about $4.73 million.

Citywide Wireless Network

The citywide wireless network is projected to provide high-speed communications to mobile city

and public safety services. Infrastructure for the wireless system includes network towers at

locations dispersed throughout the city to ensure total coverage, and the equipment necessary to

connect public safety facilities and other facilities used for field operations including building

permit, code enforcement and maintenance operations. The estimated cost of the wireless

network system is $931,000.

IT Training Facility Expansion

Plans for a future City Hall Annex include floor space for the purposes of technology training, as

the City expands and becomes more reliant on technology. This site would be used by staff to

train on city systems related to business workflow, upgrades, replacement systems, etc.

Technology related improvements are estimated to cost $42,000. The cost ofthe office space

required to house a training facility is included in the City Hall Annex cost calculations. Only

the major permanent technology infrastructure improvements are included in the cost here. The

cost does not include computers, servers, or other equipment that requires replacement and

upgrade less than every ten years.

Computer Room Facilities

At buildout, expanded and improved computer room facilities are planned in both the City Hall

Annex, and the Police Department Expansion of these facilities is needed to accommodate

growth, and the incorporation of fiber optic, and wireless network facilities. The estimated cost

of improvements to the City Hall Annex computer room is about $146,000. Improvements to the

Police computer room are estimated to cost about $286,000. Again, these costs, a total of

$432,000, cover only the permanent technology infrastructure improvements-they do not

include office space, or computer equipment.

•

•
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Phone Room

The new City Hall Annex will require a phone system to support the new staff needed to serve

residential and non-residential growth at buildout. Phone system costs include infrastructure for

voice mail, call accounting, automated call distribution and general phone service to facilities in

the annex. The estimated cost of $276,000 does not include floor space, or equipment that must

regularly be replaced or upgraded.

Total Cost of Future Facilities

Adding the City's Information Technology system costs to the cost ofother facilities included in

the General Government component, the total future cost of the City's General Government

Facilities is estimated to be $72,027,000. The components are shown in Table VI-2.

TO",",71 Hall Services

Table VI-2

Cost of Future Facilities

City Hall $24,050,000
~-- ,,- .- .

City Hall Annex $19,650,000
. ...__ ._--- -- ---"-_.

Corporation Yard Expansion

Satellite corporation yards $ 2,825,000
.•..~... _.._-- ... - . __._---_., .. --- --._....__...•._..

Vehicle maintenance facility $ 3,000,000
_.,- -,--~--.-- ----,--~- _._--_. -..~- - ,---".._-- --_. -- --.' .,-------.-- .-_. ,--"----- _.- --_._,.

Wash and fare retrieval facility $ 200,000

Light Vehicle Facility

Parking Facilities
-- ..-- --- --,..._---- .. ,,-_.-

Information Technology

Fiber Optic Communication
, •• - .••• - -'0'- '

Citywide Wireless Network
- - - ----- _._-- ----- - - -~--------- - - -_.

IT Training Facility Expansion

Computer Room Facilities

Phone Room

Total

Page VI-8

$ 425,000
- --_._--- -.-.---

$ 3,172,000

$ 4,727,000
- ',-_. ,----

$ 931,000
-- --- . --'--

$ 42,000

$ 432,000

$ 276,000
'-->'-~-'-C'

$ 59,731,000

June 3,2003



EXHIBIT A

Modesto CFF Documentation Chapter VI ~ General Government

NEW DEVELOPMENT COST ALLOCATION

The General Government component ofthe CFF is the last of the three for which facilities costs

are allocated to both residential and non-residential development, with the allocation based on

population and employment, each employee counted as 40% of the impact of a resident. An

explanation in greater detail ofthe basis for this allocation is given in Chapter 2. Here we

address reasons this allocation is appropriate specific to General Government facilities.

The total cost ofpublic facilities, including existing facilities and facilities to be built, are

allocated among both existing and future development. Existing facilities will serve both

existing and new development, as will the new facilities to be constructed. For instance, the new

wireless network will serve existing development within the City as well as new growth areas.

Both existing and new development will similarly be served by facilities in the existing

corporation yard. In other words, the General Government facilities are treated as a single

system.

City government facilities are required to serve all types of development, both residential and

non-residential, as both bring persons and property that require the services provided by the City;

this is the nexus between the development and the General Government component of the CFF.

As in the case of fire and police, the allocation of other city government costs among residential

development is based on population. The measure results in an equitable, rough proportionality

allocation.

Employment is similarly often used as the indicator of need for non-residential services. Again,

employment is an indicator ofpersons involved, and also a "roughly proportional" indicator of

the property involved.

Table VI-3 calculates the allocation between existing and new development based on buildout

DUEs. The total cost of future facilities and the replacement cost of existing facilities is

$72,034,000. Spread across the 152,100 DUEs projected at buildout, the cost per DUE becomes

$474. New development is projected to amount to 68,300 new development DUEs, bringing

growth's cost share to $323 million.

Comparing new development's cost allocation ofthebuildout facilities with the cost offuture

expansions, it can be seen that the Department is presently at a net facilities deficit under the

allocation methodology of this analysis. The majority of the deficiency is due to the financing of

City Hall. Stated differently, existing facilities do not meet the needs of existing development.
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The difference is the City's existing deficit in its general government facilities - a deficit that

cannot be made up using funds collected for the CFF program.

Table VI-3

General Government Facilities Summary

...

Capital Costs
," --_.

Existing

Future

Total

----- _.
Cost per DUE

---._-..._-----_._--------" _ ...... ,-----,-,.._,- _.. -,. ,-..__.. ----_.
Total Capital Cost

Buildout DUEs
. .. -- -- "" ----- - .-,.'--~- .

Cost per DUE

New Development Cost Allocation_.._--_.__ ._---_.--_•._- ..._----.---_ ..__ .. - _. "'-

Cost per DUE

New Development DUEs

New Development's Share

-_._._- '- - ..
Existing Development Cost Allocation
.----.- .._--- ...._-- --_ ...- ,,-,. .. --- -----•... ,.._--- --- ""'"

Existing Development DUEs
-~"- ..---- ,,--. -"'-. ---- - --.- -- ._-

Existing Development's Share of Cost

._- - .. -_. -----.-

$12,303,000

$59,731,000
- .-- ,

$72,034,000

$72,034,000

152,100
- .__._-.- ----.. """---

$474

$474

68,300

$32,347,000

.... ---_._-'--'-- .... - . __ .-. -_ ..

70,700
. - -- - --- - -- -

$33,483,000
______• ___'''__ " .__ " ____~__ • ____.. ___ ,_, __ , ___,_ .,. __•__ .• __ ,._v

Existing Capital $12,303,000
",". --~---<~- ... --"--.--.-----,---------" ." ---_._.-----_ .._- --_...• ,.------ - _ .. --"

Existing Deficiency $21,180,000

Source: Town Hall Services
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AIR QUALITY MITIGATION

The Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) has designated the San Joaquin VaJley air basin as

a "non-attainment" area based on the standards set out in the Federal and State Clean Air Acts.

SpecificaJly, standards for ozone, carbon monoxide, and particulate matter have been exceeded

on a broad basis and the Modesto urbanized area is in non-attainment of carbon monoxide

standards. Ninety percent of the area's carbon monoxide problem is associated with automobile

emissions and the ozone and particulate pollution are also to a large extent caused by automobile

emissions. This component ofthe fee program therefore focuses on facilities that reduce

automobile and transit travel by facilitating alternative non-gasoline modes of traveL

The San Joaquin Valley Unified Air Pollution Control District (SJVUACD) has authority over

the monitoring of air quality and the development of a regional program to regulate sources of air

pollution. The District is preparing a report "Guide for Assessing Air quality Impacts." It has

also identified specific means ofmitigating air quality impacts through projects that reduce

existing source emissions (offsets).

Tbe Air QuaJity component of the CFF is different from the City's other fees in that it has not

been calculated by identifYing the facilities (the type and the amount) necessary to directly

mitigate the impact. The City cannot yet measure separately the impacts of new development on

its existing level of air quality. It also cannot determine the cost of correcting its existing

deficiency (the current non-attainment). The City therefore intends to continue to construct

improvements designed to reduce automobile travel, funding them with both development fee

revenues and monies from other sources. In so doing, together with the expansion of public

transportation services, it expects to mitigate significantly the air quality impacts of new

development and to improve current air quaJity.
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FACILITIES FOR MITIGATING IMPACTS

The City's Air Quality Mitigation fee will fund projects that reduce automobile and transit travel

or make such travel more efficient. This fee, however, will not go towards capital improvements

of the City's bus system. Another fee component, the Public Transportation fee, funds the

additional capital facilities that the City's bus system requires to serve growth.

Two types of projects have been identified as appropriate to be funded by the City's fee. These

are park and ride facilities and Class I bike trails. It is expected that over time analysis of the

effectiveness of early projects will lead to a revised more definitive program. The following is a

list of projects that now appear appropriate to be funded with revenues of the Air Quality fee

component.

FACILITIES AT BUILDOUT

Park and Ride Lots

These lots serve as a staging area for car and vanpools, shuttle busses and public transit. They

provide a convenience to single passenger commuters to meet other commuters and thus are an

incentive to rideshare. This incentive could be promoted further with high occupancy vehicle

lanes designated on the major corridors. Standard costs for park and ride lots are $5 per square

foot. There are on average 350 square feet per parking stall and 100 spaces per lot. At the cost

of $1,750 per space, a 1OO-stalliot would cost approximately $175,000. The City is tentatively

planning to construct four new park-and-ride lots for a total cost of approximately $700,000.

Class I Bike Trails:

Convenient and safe bike paths would allow many residents to replace short car trips and daily

commuting to school (especially) or work with bicycle use. Extensive information is available

regarding bikeways in the Modesto Non-Motorized Transportation Master Plan. The City has

identified 13 Class 1 bike trails needed for its construction program at buildout. Class I (off­

street) bike trails are planned to be situated throughout the city to provide both a recreational

option for residents as well as a non-motorized alternative for commuters. They will also

provide safe non-motorized routes to schools, shopping and recreation destinations.
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Class II (on street) bike lanes are included as an integrated component in new (and widened)

roads. Thus the cost for including on street bike lanes is incorporated into the streets component

of the CFF update.

The Parks, Recreation and Neighborhoods Department provided detailed cost estimates for the

construction of new bike trails. Because the location of each proposed bike trail varies

significantly, the per acre cost ofland acquisition varies a great deal as well. For land in the 100-

year flood plain, the cost is about $30,000 per acre. For the 5 acres required to construct the

Monterosso Trailhead bike trail, the cost ofland was $200,000 per acre. For a small number of

bike trails, the land is already owned and operated by the Parks and Recreation department, and

was included in the cost ofland ofregional parks in the Parks component in Chapter 5. Land

acquisition costs for these trails are assumed to be zero.

The construction costs also vary somewhat depending on the location and the facilities provided

for each bike trail. Construction costs include landscape improvements, hardscape, lighting, trail

amenities and signage. The average construction cost for Class I bike trails is approximately

$400,000 per acre. This cost compares reasonably to the average cost per acre to construct

neighborhood and community parks. Though bike trails do not have all of the amenities of

neighborhood and community parks (i.e. sports and playground equipment), the cost per acre of

bike trails is comparably high because bike trails have many more amendments spread over a

linear area. There are more trees, lighting, landscaping and irrigation required. Trailheads are

typically hardscaped and contain adequate lighting and signage in kiosks.

The total cost of the City's Class I bike trails, at buildout, is estimated at $77,708,000. A

detailed breakdown of the costs per trail is included in the Information Details supplemental

report.

With $700,000 for park and ride lots added, the buildout cost ofpublic facilities for the City's

Air Quality Mitigation program is $78,408,000.

EXISTING FACILITIES

The City's Air Quality Mitigation program is comparably new, and so the City does not have

•

many public facilities to promote air pollution mitigation. The City has not yet constructed any •

park and ride lots, and has begun construction on only a fraction of the Class I bike trails planned
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at buildout. The city has already purchased, or otherwise owns the land for five of its planned

bike trails. The City has begun significant land improvement on three of these trails. The total

replacement cost ofthe existing program facilities is $13,480,000.

FEE CALCULATION

The City has indicated that its existing Class I bike trail facilities are used primarily by residents

for recreational purposes, or as an alternative means of transportation to retail and recreational

facilities. It is less likely that the Class I bike trails system will replace car trips to and from

work, because of the longer relative lengths ofwork commutes, and the fact that Class I trails do

not extend to many places of business (as opposed to Class II street bike trails). For these

reasons, it is reasonable to assume that residential development is primarily responsible for the

need for and use ofthe Class I bike trail system. Accordingly, in calculating the Air Quality

Mitigation fee, the total cost of facilities is shared amongst buildout residential DUEs. While it

is true that future park and ride lots will serve work commuters, their proportionate cost as part of

the Air Quality Mitigation program (less than one percent) makes the per DUE cost ofpark and

ride lots almost negligible.

Because the bulk of the fee goes towards bike trail facilities, which primarily serve the residential

population, and because the cost is shared amongst residential DUEs like the parks and recreation

facilities, it could be argued that bike trails would be more appropriately included in the parks

component rather than the Air Mitigation component Even if this were the case, because the

total cost and number of residential DUEs does not change, it would make no difference in the

total fee charged to new residential development.

The total facilities cost of the Air Quality Mitigation program at buildout is $78,408,000. The

responsibility for this cost is shared by the buildout stock of residential development, equivalent

to 115,500 DUEs. The cost per DUE and new and existing development's share of the total is

calculated in the table below.
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TableVU-l

Air Mitigation Facilities Summary

-~-,---- --~. '"_.-----'"-,." .-._""-,

Buildout Cost of Air Mitigation Capital Facilities
.13 class I trails' . . .....

Total Trail Cost"_ .._-------, , .- ----~ ..._---_.
Park and Ride
"._,- --------

Total Facilities Cost at Buildout

Cost per DUE
Buildout DUEs

Cost Per DUE

New Development Cost Allocation

$77,~0!l,QOO,O~.

. ... $700J OQO_

$679

i 44,300l'J(!\\,.I)(!v~loJJ.'!1el1tQ.~~ ......_' ..... "': .__.__._-- _.__._._--

i
---- ,---,,--,,-'"---- - --- -----,-"-" "---- --------~- ...,--

,,
__oj

Existing Deficiency .._ ...__....._..__ ...__L
Replacement Cost ofExisting Facilities .-L .._$!3,480y QOO _

~~~f;ij::§~{o£~~!1t!~~~~e:iI~t~rC~'~j-·~=': ..•~j~2~Q~t~~.
i

"- -------- , --,-"

. ~xisting JJ.e!i.<:i.Cllcy+
, -'" --; ----" --.- ,--~

. ~~l!,5,,! ,O(jQ

EXISTING DEFICIENCY

Because the Class I bike trail system is still in the early stages of development, there is a large

existing deficiency in facilities currently serving the existing population. At a cost of$679 per

residential DUE, existing development's share ofthe cost is over $42 million. However, the

replacement value of the existing Air Quality Mitigation system is only $13.5 million. That

leaves the City with an existing deficiency of over $28.5 million that it must make up with funds

outside of CFF fees to provide facilities for the entire City.
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STREETS

The generation oftraffic is the aspect ofnew development that potentially impacts most directly

the citizens and businesses ofthe City of Modesto. Mitigation in the form of street

improvements is, not surprisingly, the dominant component of the CFF program. The net cost of

CFF street improvements necessary to accommodate the traffic generated by new development is

over $900 million; revenues from the streets component ofCFF are projected to constitute over

70% percent of future CFF revenues.

The CFF component for public transportation has many structural similarities to streets. This is a

separate component, however, and is described in Chapter IX following.

The determination ofneeded street improvements and the estimation of the costs ofthese

improvements has been the responsibility of Omni-Means, Ltd., a firm oftraffic engineers and

planners. A separate supplemental report describes their work and the results in greater detail; it

is entitled Capital Facilities Fees - Street Projects Update.

INTRODUCTION

Street Improvements Included in Streets CFF

Street facilities range from local neighborhood streets at the smallest to freeways at the largest.

They include the stretches of roadway and the intersections where they come together, as well as

the rights-of-way on which they are located.

CFF is a critical part of a funding package for street improvements, but only a minority of the

total cost. Developers are directly responsible for providing local streets as specified in the

tentative and final maps approved on the property. Off-site minor collectors are also the total

responsibility ofdevelopers, often in the form of a community financing district (CFD). Th~se
streets are therefore not included in the CFF program. Another way to view the exclusion of

most two lane streets from the CFF is to know that development is responsible for contributing

right-of-way and making specified improvements to a CFF street that fronts their property. This

requirement covers completely the smaller streets and two lanes of larger arterials and

expressways. These requirements are known as street exactions. The street costs used to

determine the streets CFF do not include the share of the cost covered by exactions.
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No changes are planned for downtown streets; they are therefore also not included in the CFF

program. Freeways are State facilities. They are not addressed in this study. Freeway

interchanges include streets other than freeways and it is doubtful the State will undertake needed

improvements; they are therefore included.

The remainder ofstreet improvements - those other than local streets, downtown streets,

freeways and those covered by exactions - are addressed in this report and reflected in the CFF

calculations. These include expressways, arterials and major collectors, as well as their

intersections. They are expensive components ofModesto's street system.

The CFF is calculated based on the cost of street facilities that need to be added in order to allow

the street system to function at, or as close to as possible, the level specified in the City's General

Plan. The facilities necessary to accommodate traffic at this standard are determined by the

City's traffic modeL This computerized tool allows the street planners to simulate traffic and to

develop a street network adequate to accommodate that traffic. Such a network is specified in

the General Plan. The work in this study by Omn; Means verified the need for the 266

improvement projects necessary to complete the network; these are the streets improvements

addressed in this study.

Some of street improvements necessary for a system adequate for traffic at buildout are

improvements that would be needed even in the absence of any new development. These are

referred to as existing deficiencies.

Street Improvement Costs

The single most expensive task, by far, in this CFF study is the estimation of the costs of street

improvements. The estimating has been the responsibility of Omni Means engineers. It has been

undertaken, however, with the direct involvement of the staff of the City ofModesto's

Department ofEngineering.

The first step consisted ofmapping each of the 267 improvement projects (e.g. Carpenter from

Kansas to Maze). Engineers then "conceptually designed" and estimated the cost of each of the

projects on a preliminary basis. The costs were estimated for each component of each project,

e.g. for additional traffic lanes and, as well, for the necessary right-of-way additions (including

information about surface improvements or buildings located thereon) This is the first time the

City has had preliminary cost estimates with this level of detail for all anticipated street projects

to use in planning and budgeting.
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It should be noted that the analysis indicated that some funding other than CFF revenues should

. be assumed for a few of the street projects included in the list ofCFF street improvements. The

principal other funding sources included in the analysis are state and federal funds (principally

the State Transportation Improvement Program - STIP) which are allocated through the

Stanislaus County Council ofGovemments (StanCOG).

CFF Calculations

The traffic to be accommodated was projected based on standard trip generation information.

For example, each single family home was assumed to generate 9.57 trips per weekday. Adding

together the trip generation of all categories of new development provides a total number of

additional daily trips that will be generated by new development at buildout of the CFF study

area.

The streets CFF cost per trip is calculated by dividing the total cost of street improvements to be

funded by CFF by the number of trips. The streets CFF for each type ofland use development is

determined by multiplying the per trip CFF cost times the trips for which the development is

responsible.

STREET IMPROVEMENTS

ApproachlThe Traffic Model

The street improvements to be funded by the CFF program are identified using the following

approach:

The City used its computerized traffic model which assigns vehicle trips to a street

network; this allows measurement of the level-of-service (LOS) on each segment of the

network by comparison of the traffic with each street's capacity.

Potential development - residential and non-residential, existing and new - is projected

assuming buildout of the CFF study area. The trips that will be generated by this amount

of development are projected and input into the model.

The capacities of all existing streets are input and the model is run to allocate the trips to

the street network. This determines which street segments (especially intersections) are

unable to accommodate the traffic, i.e. fail to meet the City's LOS standard.
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Street improvements (providing additional traffic capacity) are added as needed to bring

the network's performance up to the City's standards. The added street improvements are

a tentative list of improvements needed for buildout of the City.

The list is reviewed to identify improvements that the transportation planners decide are

unnecessary or are unjustified because oftheir cost, in dollar terms or in terms of the

disruption to homes and businesses involved.

The running of the model and adding (or eliminating) improvements and evaluating the

resulting network is an iterative process; it is continued until an appropriate street

network is determined.

The City of Modesto Geoeral Plan

The City's present General Plan was adopted in August of 1995. Some amendments to the Plan

along with a Master Environmentallmpact Report (MEIR) were adopted in February 2003. The

Plan is fundamental to this study in several ways. One is that the CFF study area includes almost

all of the area in the General Plan. Only a couple of areas, most importantly the community of

Salida, for which the City is unlikely to ever assume the responsibility for public facilities, are

not included.. The amount of development for which facilities are identified is buildout of the

CFF study area consistent with the land use designations in the Plan. The use of this amount of

development for analytic purposes is advantageous in that it is a comprehensive picture;

spreading the cost of a relatively large street network among a correspondingly large amount of

development minimizes the distortions that can occur in a smaller area. For example, a major

intersection located in a smaller area may require expensive improvements due, to a large extent,

to traffic generated outside of the area. Allocating the full cost ofthe improvements to the

development in the smaller area would be unfair and contrary to the laws governing impact fees.

Buildout is used as a time frame for similar reasons, rather than, for example, ten years. The

traffic generated by development in one decade could be sufficient to cause the need for several

very expensive improvements. Assigning their cost sole to development in that decade would

again be unfair and unlawfuL

There is also a very practical consideration involved. The calculations of the amount of

development allowed per the General Plan and the identification of the streets network required

had already been completed and adopted by the City. Undertaking the task of specifying

development and designing the necessary streets for a portion of the CFF study area or for partial
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development (e.g. that that would occur in the next decade) would have been quite expensive and

would have delayed the study for at least a year. Even more important, it would have raised the

policy question as to whether (1) development is to be constrained to areas that can be efficiently

served by a list of priority street improvements or (2) development is allowed throughout the City

requiring a more extensive set of street improvements. The trade-off between fewer constraints

on development and a higher streets cost (when planning for less than study area buildout) is

obvious.

As well as approximating the territory to be analyzed, the General Plan is also fundamental in

that its land use designations provided the basis for projections of the amount of development

that would occur on the undeveloped land in each traffic analysis zone (TAZ). Residential

development is projected in terms of single family and multi-family units, reflecting the General

Plan designations. Non-residential development is projected in terms of retail, service,

government and other employment. These projections ofdevelopment are the basis for the

projection oftrips generated.

The General Plan defines the categories of streets and the development standards for each. The

categories are as follows:

Freeways

Class A Expressways

Class B Expressways

Class C Expressways

Principal Arterials

Minor Arterials

Major Collectors

Minor Collectors

Local Streets

The description of each category as given in the General Plan is included in the Information

Details supplemental report. The CFF program includes freeway interchanges, expressways and

principal arterials.

The General Plan is also critical in that it specifies the City's standard ofperformance for its

street system. The common method oflooking at system-wide conditions is to compare the

traffic volume on the important facilities to the carrying capacity of those facilities. This

comparison establishes a relationship between a roadway or intersection's capacity and the actual

volume usiug that facility, the "volume/capacity" ratio. This can be translated into a "Ievel-of­

service," which is defined using letter grades ranging from "AU through "F." The General Plan

sets level-of-service D as the City's standard. LOS D is a middle ground between "stable flow"

(LOS C) and "unstable flow" (LOS E). Phrases used in the Highway Capacity Manual to
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describe it include:

"The influence of congestion becomes more noticeable. Longer delays may result

from some combination of unfavorable progression, long cycle lengths, or high

volume-to-capacity ratios."

Methods used to assess LOS and VIC (volume to capacity) ratios are described in the 1997

Highway Capacity Manual. The capacities for various types of roadway (e.g. four lane

undivided arterial) are given in a table on Page 16 of the Omni-Means report. It should be

understood that the level-of-service standard refers to service at the period ofpeak traffic

congestion. If it is level D at that time, it will presumably be at a higher level the rest of the day.

Over-riding Considerations

It is obvious to anyone driving on some Modesto streets at about 5 p.m. that some streets

currently do not meet the LOS D standard during rush hour. The traffic resulting from buildout

of the City will cause LOS D to be exceeded in some additional locations, even with the planned

improvements. Modesto's traffic engineers have focused substantial attention on these

situations. After years of study and consideration it became apparent that there existed specific

situations in which building the improvements necessary to achieve LOS D would not be in the

City's interest. Some improvements may simply cost too much for the relatively small amount of

benefit they provide. More commonly, the addition of the improvements estimated as necessary

to achieve the standard would require the removal of too many existing homes and/or businesses.

(The southern end of McHenry is a prime example.) In some of these situations it was concluded

preferable, based on these over-riding considerations, to add additional capacity in newer street

facilities where possible and to endure some lower levels of service than to widen some streets

along which development has already taken place.

Section 65302b of the California Government Code requires that each city's general plan include

a circulation element indicating the major plarmed streets. In the case ofModesto these are the

streets determined by the traffic model analysis to be necessary to meet the LOS D standard.

These are shown on the Circulation and Transportation Diagram included in the Plan and are

the basis of the street cost estimating and evaluation described in the next section. The Plan

identifies the streets for which the City has determined that "over-riding considerations" justify

not making the improvements that would be required to bring traffic conditions to Level D

during peak hour.
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Existing Deficiencies

Not all of the streets that currently fail to meet LOS D are affected by such over-riding

considerations. Improvement in these situations is expected. The costs of improvements

adequate to bring these situations up to LOS D are referred to as "existing deficiencies". The

City study has identified $5 million in CFF program existing deficiencies. In addition, it should

be remembered that existing deficiencies relative to the CFF program refer only to road segments

included in the CFF program. Minor collectors and below and buildout downtown streets are not

included. Finally, existing residents as well a<; new will benefit from the new overpass and

freeway intersection, which will relieve some existing congestion. Much of the funding for these

will come from sources other than CFF funding.

The cost of curing existing deficiencies cannot be made the responsibility of new development,

as new development did not contribute to the deficiency situation. The funds required will need

to come from the City of Modesto or from grants that they secure.

COSTING METHODOLOGY

The key to the cost estimates was, as indicated earlier, the detailed descriptions of the 267 street

projects. This information made it possible for each component ofa project to be separately

estimated. The specific methodology and cost assumptions utilized are fully described in the

supplemental Streets Projects Update report to this document. Following is a partial list of the

items considered in the cost estimating process.

• Roadway Excavation

• Roadway Structural Section

• Median Island Treatment

• Storm Drainage

• Sound Walls

• Right-of-Way

• Support Costs and Contingencies
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COSTS

Street Improvements Costs

The product of the cost estimating described above is a list ofthe street improvements included

in the CFF program together with their costs. This list is included here as Appendix VID-A. The

projects are grouped by type of improvement in the table below. Costs summarized by types are

as shown in Table Vill-l. The table shows the allocation of the cost ofCFF street improvements

across the various land use categories together with funding responsibilities.

TableVIH-l

Costs by Type of Project

t

Total Cost - Exactions -StanCOG CFFCost

*Includes existmg deficIencies of CFF facilities only
Source: Omni-Means. Ltd.

Adjacent Development Responsibility - Exactions

Fnnding

As part ofthe last update of the CFF program, the City adopted a set of street exactions policies.

(A copy of the proposed exaction policies is included in the Information Details supplement.)

These policies require a developer of adjacent land to contribute the cost of one traffic lane and

associated frontage improvements, together with the land required for these improvements. In

essence, the developer is responsible for the same improvements that would occur in a situation

where only a two-lane road was required. In general, the policy states that a width of40 feet

shall be dedicated and improved (30 feet in from face of curb improvements plus 10 feet behind

curb improvements); it is applicable to all CFF funded streets, except expressways.

(Expressways do not provide access from adjacent property; property owners adjacent to
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expressways dedicate the right-of-way, but are not required to make improvements.) In existing

circumstances, where at least 40 feet ofdedication and improvements have previously been

made, and standards change requiring additional right-of-way, such additional right-of-way and

improvements shaH be acquired with reimbursement. Estimates were made of the cost of

exaction improvements but, as Table Vill-l shows, they are not included in the costs used as a

basis for CFF fees.

Alternate Funding Sources

It was mentioned earlier that CFF is only part of a package of funding sources for street

improvements. One task of the CFF update study has been to identify other sources of funding

outside ofCFF to which some of the identified projects could be assigned. Other possible

funding sources include Stanislaus County public facilities fee (PFF) projects, contributions by

adjacent cities for boundary streets, potential sales tax revenue, as well as review of StanCOG

funding plans.

The largest source of alternative funds is the StanCOG, which allocates State Transportation

Improvement Program (STlP) funds. This CFF update assumes $116 million in StanCOG

funding, based on the projects in the Regional Transportation Plan and their budgeted StanCOG

funding.

The most critical assumption made is with rcgard to the possibility of a Stanislaus County sales

tax component for street funding (and perhaps for other purposes as well). Such a tax is common

in California, having been approved by the voters in a majority of counties. (Neighboring San

Joaquin County levies a half-cent sales tax for funding of transportation projects.) A quarter or

half cent sales tax would generate a substantial amount offunding ofrevenue, with funding most

likely for large projects that benefit both existing residents and new development. StanCOG is

the designated agency developing information about such a tax. It is difficult to estimate how

much would be available for funding projects on the CFF list; perhaps between 10 and 20 percent

is a reasonable estimate. However, sales tax funding is assumed in this analysis.

Finally, it can be noted that some of the streets included in the CFFprogram lie on the border

between Modesto and another city. It would appear reasonable, though not likely, that the fee

program of the adjoining city would contribute one-half of the project costs in these situations.

Also, Stanislaus County has a public facilities fee (PFF) program to fund regional street

improvements. The only such contribution assumed in this analysis is funding for Pellendale

($10.0 million) and for Kiernan ($650,000), both ofwhich are already budgeted in the PFF

program.
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This discussion has indicated that only exactions (project costs of$159 million), the projected

StanCOG allocated funds ($116 million) and City expenditures for existing deficiencies not

funded with StanCOG funds ($5 million) funding contributions are assumed as alternative

funding for the CFF streets. Funding from these sources reduces the total cost of $1.2 billion for

the proj ected improvements to CFF streets to $914 million. Unless some other sources of funds

are identified, this is the amount needed from CFF fees if the improvements necessary to

complete the buildout road system are to be completed.

CALCULATION OF STREETS CFF

Trip Generation

Trip generation was the basis for the determination of the street improvements needed to

accommodate traffic at buildout. It is also the basis for the allocation ofthe costs among new

development. Having the variable used to calculate the fee be the same variable used to

determine the facilities to be built is the best possible nexus. It guarantees the proportionality

that must be present in a fee program. This is fortunate because street fees are by far the largest

component of the CFF program.

The traffic model inputs are, as described earlier, based on General Plan land use designations.

The model allocates the trips for all existing and new development. We are interested here,

however, in allocating the cost of future improvements needed for new development to the trips

generated by new development. To identify the increase in development occurring over the life

of the General Plan, current land use activity was subtracted from activity at buildout.

Current data for residential development was based on 2000 U. S. Census ofPopulation and

Housing information. The 2000 Census counts were increased by two percent to reflect

development between 2000 and 2002. No single information source has comparable information

for current commercial and industrial activity. Non-residential activity, expressed in terms of

employment, was therefore estimated based on several data sources. These included the

California Employment Development Department, the 1997 Economic Census, and employment

counts estimated from City of Modesto Planning Department land use data. Subtracting current

residential and non-residential activity from the activity counts in the traffic model, which is

based on General Plan buildout, yielded the amounts ofprojected growth. This growth is used to

project the count of trips generated by new development and, as described in the next section, to

allocate the cost to the various land use activities.
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Allocation of Costs

The calculation of the streets fee for the various categories ofland use activity on trip generation

for which each category is responsible is shown on Tables VID-2 and 3. Each row in Table 2

represents a category ofland use activity. The first infOlIDation column shows the number of

dwelling units (for the two residential categories) or employees (for the non-residential

categories) associated with new development in that category.

A subsequent column shows the daily average trip generation per unit or per employee. It should

be understood that each trip has two ends, one associated with the land use at its source and the

other with the land use at its destination. The count of trips in the discussion here and in the

tables is therefore actually a count of trip-ends, double the number oftrips. (The results would

be the same ifwe counted total trips and allocated half-trips to each end.)

The deduction ofretail pass-by trips and the assigmnent ofcausal responsibility for

neighborhood retail and medical trips to residential are shown in the following two columns.

Trip reduction factors of 60%,65%,70% and 75% have been applied for retail "pass-by/multi­

purpose" trips, the factor used depending on the size of the projected retail facility. The smaller

the retail facility, the greater the trip reduction factor due to "pass-by/multi-purpose travel" (e.g. a

stop at a gas station on the way home from work). Trips to a mall or to a big box retail are more

likely to be to only one retail destination.

For most categories the count of trip ends is roughly proportional to the trips caused. For retail

(and medical offices), however, the count distorts the situation. These activities exist at their

locations to a large extent because of the shopping needs of the residential population. Said

another way, the homes were not built because of the availability ofretail outlets; the retail

outlets were largely constructed because of the local residential population. It can also be noted

that home to shopping strips are shorter than the average trip length. This study takes a step

toward a better nexus by assigning approximately half ofthe retail (and medical office) trip ends

beginning or ending at homes to those residences. More specifically, 13% of retail site trip ends

are shifted to residential development, a 14% increase in residential trip ends. It can be noted

that such an adjustment to improve the nexus is reasonably common. In particular, it has been a

considered and acknowledged part of the two earlier City of Modesto fee justification studies and

a much larger adjustment is used in the Stanislaus County fee program.

• The number ofdaily trips generated is then shown, with the column showing a total of 1.25

million trips. The total cost of street improvements to be funded by CFF revenues is $913.8
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million. Allocating this cost amount to the various land uses proportional to their percentage of •

daily trip generation yields the costs shown in the next to last column. Dividing each of these

costs by the number ofhomes or employees in the first information column yields a cost/fee per

home or per employee.

The cost amounts per home can be directly used as a basis for the CFF fee amount. The cost per

employee amounts have to be converted (1) to reflect the typical mix ofland use activities in

typical projects and (2) to be expressed as cost per thousand ofsquare feet of floor space, the

basis on which the fees are levied. These conversions are shown in Table VIII-3. The rows here

represent typical City ofModesto land use codes. For some land use codes these are the same

land use activities shown in Table VIII-2. For others, the typical land use project is a mix of the

activities shown in Table VIII-2.

The first information column in Table VIII-3 shows the employment density assumptions used in

the traffic model. The following three columns show the estimated average share ofeach activity

for projects in that land use category. The percentages in these three columns allow the

calculation of the cost/fee per employee weighted by the percentages. The final step in the

calculations is to convert the fee per employee to a fee per thousand square feet of floor space. •

The employment densities from the Institute of Traffic Engineering Handbook database are

shown, followed by the final calculated fees.

Streets Fees

The calculation of the total trips generated by new development was accomplished using the land

use code categories in the current CFF program. Having determined the average cost per trip,

using these current categories, more precise determinations, and hence a better nexus, can be

utilized recognizing that specific uses within each category may generate more or less trips than

the average used for that category. The Institute ofTraffic Engineering CITE) Handbook provides

information about trip generation for a large number ofspecific land uses. Thus, for example, we

can use the average generation specifically for daycare centers rather thanjust for the broader

category of service businesses. In this way, each use can more appropriately pay their fair share

based on their anticipated trip generation characteristic rather than an average within their land

use category. This approach does allow for the potential to generate more or less revenue than

the projected average, however, over time and a presumed reasonable balance ofpotential uses

within a category, the average should remain representative.

The final determination of fees that would provide the funds needed for the street facilities at

buildout is shown in Table VIII-4. It utilizes the trip-generation data for more specific land uses

Town Hall Services Page VJIl-12 June 3.2003
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EXHIBIT A

Modesto CFF Documentation Chapter VIIJ - Streets

to improve the nexus between the impacts of each project and its share of the cost ofthe facilities

needed. The table also shows the existing CFF streets fee and the percentage by which the costs

developed in this study exceed the existing fee. (The large increase in the warehousing fee

reflects the fact that the current fee assumes the warehouse buildings are used for storage of

agricultural products.)
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Table VlII·2
Fee Spread by Activity

New ITE-based I

Spread of CFF IDevelopment Daily Trip Pass-by ITrip Lengthl Percentage
("Buildout ~inus Generation Adjustment I Causality Daily Trip Share of Improvement I Fee per

Land Use Activity Existing") Units Rate1 per Unit Factor' FactorJ. Generation Dally Trips .,-__CO~ts______f____ Unit___--
SFDU ,33,506 D.U.'s 9.57 100% , 114% 366,801 29,3% $ 268,056,703 , $ 8,000

----r
MFDU 16,089 D.U.'s . 6.63 100% I 114% 122,022 9.8% $ 89,173,278 i $ 5,542

etall (lesser than 50,000 sq,ft.ftoor area) 10,234 Employees 50.31 25% 87% 111,734 8.9% $ 81,654,589 $ 7,979
.etail (50,000 sq.ftto 99,999 sq.ft.ftoor area) 10,234. Employees 33.99 30% 87% 90,586 7,2% $ 66,200,107 $ 6,469
:etall (100,000 sq,ft,to 300,000 sq.ft.ftoor area) 10,234 Employees 23.95 35% 87% 74,467 8.0% $ 54,420,162 $ 5,318
:etall (greater than 300,000 sq.ft, ftoor area) 10,234 Employees 19,31 40% 87% 68,617 5.5% $ 50,145,104 $ 4,900

.. Service (Medical Office) 7,652· Employees 8.91 ' 100% 87% 59,183 4.7% $ 43,250,738 $. 5,652
'.

S.etvlce (General Office) 30,609 Employees 3,32 . 100% 100% 101,622 8.1% $ 74,264,856 $ 2,426
,

Government (General Office) 14,700 Employees 3.32 100% i 100% 48,804 3'9~ 35,665,764 $ 2,426
Other (Industrial) 98,372 Employees 2.10 100% 100% 206,581 16,5% -$--156;e68~699 T--j,53-S

Total Employees 192,269 Employees --------- ------
Population 171,000 Residents

TOTAL TRIPS I . 1,250,417 1,250,417 100,0% $ 913,800,000

-----.
,otes:
" Dally trip-ends for which this category is a source on desitination .----
!, A 60%, 65%. 70% and 75% trip reduction factor has been applied for retail "pass-by/multl-purpose" trips based on the size of the projected retail facl!Jty,
"he sma~~1he retail facility, the greater the trip reduction factor due to "pass-by/multi-purpose travel. I
I. Responsibility for all home based trips to local relail and medical offices is assigned to residential development.
,ource: Ornnt-Means ---- -
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• Table_-3
Conversion to General Plan Land Us!,! Code Fees

Model Retail Service Other i uensllY Final
Employee

Density (per
Employee Employee Employee Weighted Factor (KSF Weighted

Densily Densily Density Fee per per Fee per
Shar"-..J. Share Share Employee Employee)'

NIA i NIA NIA"I NIA I NIA $
NIA NIA" NIA NIA~-NIA $

Retail (lesser than 50,000 sq,ft,fioor area) "-- 24 ---m%"-~~ --O%""rs-S;S91 "OA"50 $
Retail (50,000 S<l,ft to 99,999 sq,ft, floor are8j------- 24 75% 25% 0%---+_$ 5,458! O,~ $
~etail (100,000 sq,ft,to 300,000 sq,ft, floo:-r,a"r_ea-'-)_":=:=____ 24 75% 25% 0% __.1 $ 4,5951 0,450 $
Retail (greater Ihan 300,000 sq,fj, floor area) 24 75% 25% 0'10 I $ 4,281, 0.450 ,$

Unit
8,000
5,542

14,646
12,129
10,211

9,514

Land Use Code_C__at_e."go_ry.,._'"_______ gross acre)
NIA
NIA

"SFDU
MFDU

Office (Medical Office) 45 --O-%-r 100% 0% "" I $ 5,6521 0,302 $ 18,716
Office (General Office) 45 0% 100% 0% $ 2,426 0"302 $
fiBc-u-='sl'="n""es::sc;P""a'"'rk""(Sc-e-='rv71c"-e')----'"-------- 25 0% 25% 75% $ 1,158 0.31'7"- $

8,034
5,544

Business Park (Manufacturing) 25 0%' 25% 75o/~ $ 1,758 0,550 $
b~=-~:c7:~T:=';~"'--------,-----
Industrial (Manufacturing) 18 0% 20% 80% $ 1,713 0,550 $

3,196
3,115
2,185

•
,

Unit
D,U,
Q,U,
KSF
KSF
KSF
KSF
KSF
KSF
KSF
KSF
KSF,
KSFIndustrial (Wareho_u_s_I"'ng"')____________--, 18 r-~-' I 20% 800/0 ~_~~~+_Jl~_ $

b.,l,As'suming average mix of activities for the General Pia,niandkodes, I ~ _,--1-_"_____+____
2, Institute of TraffiC Engineering handbook '-'=::.;1===-+-----+- ----, r'-- ~t~,-" tT""--"-"
Source:Omnl-Means, Ltd, """-'" ! ,--,----" _"I "," -'--"--j--"---
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Town f'I"A vices

Table VIII-4
Final Streets Fee Determination

Density . Final Existing I
Factor (KSF '. Weighted Streets I Percent

per Fee per Fee per Increase
Landuse Code Category' Employee)' Unit Unit Unit in Fee

~~------~~~~~~~~---------+~~~~
SFDU N/A $ 8,000 D.U. $ 3,168 153'1<
MFDU N/A . $ 5,542. D.U. $ 2,172 155%

~~:t~~~.;'t(~~i,~Z~$~~0-~~I~~~66cU~";'C\'f~:~~r i"',6~;1/E:j.:};'J:, !:~~~;:;~~' ~ ~~~ ;~:~:
Retail (lesser than 50,000 sq.ft.floo'rarea) .... 0.450$ . 14,646 KSF $ 4,500 225%
Retail (50,000 sq.ft.to 99.999 sq.ft. floor area) 0.450 $ 12,129 KSF $ 3,989 204%
Retail (100,000 sq.ft.to 300,000 sq.ft. floor area) 0.450 $ 10,211 KSF $3,799 '---1690/;
Retail (greater than 300,000 sq.ft. floor area) 0.450 $9,514 KSF $ 3, 763 153_~
Office (Medical Office) 0.302 $ 18,716 KSF $ 7,449 151%
OOce(GeneralOffice} .._ .._- 0.302 $ 8,034 KSF $ 4,109 96%
HospitaC(~3%Med.Office,67%Gen.dffic") . ',.', 0.302/'$ .11,559 . KSF. ...;:.$.-cZ",'1~84c;+__.~
Dayca;e,ctr,i920/.9fR~ta"soK.,60K ral.p<lr;'~pr;POo/ii¥s~-bf.ieductionr,'b.:J94' $ '\,'6,372 ,,'KSF.· .;$""",1,,,,7;c36+_.:::2.:::6~7'~Y'j
Cliurch.(~3~·tifG~ii_offlce;'le PeiKSf us~o"-pei:;;m~Qy;,e(;;;sii)~;·:'H/, • :'{SOO,<$ :.10343' '!'kSF'',. $ 2921 360%
Nursing Horne:(122·kof<3e~.Qffice.j~i~per:l'rflp!;):j '...•... >:.' ·(506$.'4~973:KSF "_;:,$__",1...49+_1:.:::.2=-24,:,:'/.-1'
Business Park (Service)' ". 0.317 S5,544 KSF
Business Park (Manufacturing) 0.550 $ 3,196. KSF
Industrial (Manufacturing) 0.550 $. 3,115 KSF $ 1,510 106%
industrial (Warehousing) 0.784 $ 2,185 KSF $ 362 504%

1. Assuming average mix of activities for the G.=enc:e::.ra:::i..:,p..:.;ia:;,n",i:::an,:;d:.,;u:,:s;::e..,:c;::o::,de:::s:,e'--1----+---1---+---1
Source: Omni-Means I I
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EXHIBIT A
Appendix VIII-A

CITY of MODESTO
Capital Facility Fee

Street Improvement Projects Summary

Total Cost - Exactions

Subtotal Intersection Projects' $ 288,747,405 $ 47,251,267

Subtotal Roadway Projects $ 635,281,873 $ 108,743,547

Subtotal Traffic Signal Projects $ 9,893,505 $ -
Subtotal Interchange & Fwy Proje $ 256,361,152 $ -

Existing Deficiencies $ -
Adjustments

Prepared By:

- StanCOG - City & Other
CFF Cost

FundinQ Fundinq

$ 241,496,138
$ 526,538,326
$ 9,893,505

$ 58,019,577 $ 198,341,575
$ - $ 4,587,669 $ {4,587,669
$ 57,878,309 $ (57,878,309

ITotal Street Improvement Projects 1 $ 1,190,283,9361 $ 155,994,8141 $115,897,8861 $ 4,587,6691 $ 913,803,5661

INo.1 PROJECT 10
Intersections

1 XI
2 XBECI\VVII NUL

3 Xbt:'-'''vv II HOk
4 ~1
5 X
6 XBRIG(
7 XBRIGC "IVIC, )4

8 X ,01
9 X IA02
10 XI 1It:",v1

1 02
2
3

14 Xr.1 ARAIII"'U~
15 )1
16 X
17 Xr.1 L03

~: ~04 ING01

20 JTAOl
21 Ar-II''-'NU I

22 I
23 )(FLOYD01
24 )(FLOYD02
25 XFLOYD03
26 XGARST01
27 XHATCH01
28 ANA I '-'NUL

29

aE-,,"::::J...'__..:.:.:::::~ PRoE§TID

Town Hall Services

!NEWROAD
UAI\VIA

!BRINK
,MCNtoNK'

IF

IIIK

BLUE UM
I(,

\'-Vrr

OAKDALE

OAKDALE

'T-l
SAlinA

MITCHELL

nAK"nAI

<u F

CARP :N I t:K

7TH
[:1-
DALE

PROJECT EXTENTS

.

.:)<1 toN I "

Page VIII-I?

I TOTAL COST I CFF COST

3,301,995 $
14,126,495 ~

i15
5,591 199

11
7_~Rq snq $

171 $
4,555,545
AS?R 178
3.654,485
4,908,015
5,031,150
4,127,0
3,' 192.7"
2, '39,6~

3070,807
S731.182
9207,£33

_,S"A '<73
1.629
7.344

?SR oso
3,827.567

,
10,211,358
6,437,168

3,732,241
~

TOTAL COST

1.777.024
. i? "R""~"

3.007.444
i12

5,473.907
Lm~ ,no

6.21: .140
!,467.938
~ SRQf;71
4,377,040

4,524,117
3,286 50
.1,51
.71 32
,51 118

2,033, '"

9,228,413
,970~440

6.7( 27

2, )50
1
:.816.149

,;i-

6,437, 36

,874, 1
,409,4f

CFFCOST
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35~
-36
37
381xPA

39 ~
4O~n?
. 41 Ixp
421xp

43 w'i)i;

I4lxp~

15 01
~IX
~ IXSCI IIC03
4!

4~ !XSH~
5O~

51 ixSTANDiFoRD01
;2 IANDli
;3 IXSYLVANOl
i4:xsY
55~
56 WHI luRED1
57 ;orj

58XWHI
)slx?
,olxvo:

IrE01

11 Ixyo: oM!" :03
62 IX EMr '04
-Roa

63
64 'TH02

85 R9THOl
66
67

68 ITH02
-69 'RI""" IiM01
70
71

n
73
74
75
76

T7
-is
791RCi'

80 Or

81
82
83

84
85
I No.

01

TER01
It:R02

HEROo
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~Y .

IMUR::it

'cH
(A

IsisK

)ALE
'REscon
fULLY

cm

K

~iI

cLAus
~TER

~

. \/i fA

TO CI tv GEN. PLAN BDRY
TO

OT TO
lBECKW'l'fR to

TO
,TOI

19TH T( UE GUM
lBIOEGUMTC

OIAAZE
IMA2 0 I

TH

D )IS!
. TO HATe H

;1 EXI t:N I:;

Page VII/-18

2,811,376
? R<;Q 1)16

15
8,460,443
4,081,494
9,623,373

882,870
74, .84-

1,62(,121 1
2:46<,75:
q RRq "RR

, \7
-

4,475,805
14,334,727 $

$

1

,12 ,800
0"",213

',057,512

1< ,200,515

,708
1 0

2,
9 l

2,1' ,
1,980,426
7,

A

RdR RR?

711,609
l,55C ,759
2,175,924
3,231,823
2,631,775

-
4,410,910

14,334,727
3,947,404
2,17 157
1,50! ,141
6,05- , ~10
8, 131,820

,
1,519,038
2,368,168

1~~
1q ,1

l,142,13E
4,117,096

11,

! $ 2~,161,987
f )18.43! $ 18. 16

lt' 467,401 $ 1 57.)5
5,511,741 $ 1
1,880,979 $ 937,202

1Q'

18,341,954
1 17

1.437,016

3,978,79C
I,HlC tI9

3,2 iOl
,562,011

l,23E,ll:
6,115,400

, , 71

174,267
573,273

TOTAL COST

4,020,71f
1,

18. 11,95'
1 940,687
~ 7,016

3,115,823
, "hi< dO'

1,56, )10
.244,113
,239,113

; qQ? d41
? F \ 071

41l I
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Appendix VIII-A

flt:rRCAKJJt:N't::KU TO '"
iJj TO'
88 flNA01 M(;t TOe
89 0r'iIC iliffNA02 TO OAKDAL£

90 IR( .03 TOROSELLE
j 1 .TI NA04 TO RJR If
)2 IT TO "r.o=",,~
)3 M I(;U' to I r=
94~ TOR LLE
-§5IRCLARIRFl04 TO C L.I

96 ~ r,"."",," TOSYLVAN
97 ~ " SYLVAN TO FLOYD

f98~ FLOYD TO BRI
rgg "" TO::i(;t::NI(
10e iRCLAUS05 Is fOGARSi

I10f TO
0' TO flNA

103 iRC OF )2 ,"NATO~
I1f\A OW::iL 17TH TO 99
1165 199 TO I Lt

1106 I HATCH ro WHIIMORE
107 ITA01 '''''''nATO IiH

'108 R5AROTA02BECKWITH TO SR 132
'109 TO
iTiO TO

~~ITWRl~a~~~fM~m~=======j:;~l(;~t:~I¢t6@Kf I IMIT( U TO
\ 131RFLOYDO OAK[ LE TO

II

! 114!RFLOYDC II TI'("'-"iIC
!115 IT lyu:;t::Mlltfo FINCH
rT16 ,02 .T : RIVER
'117 ,T LAU: D :H
,118RHA:::r =KTOCKOWS
1119 RHA' (;1102 6'~if INC faitH
If TO DALE

1:11 I lALE TO IT

ITUlL TO MC lY

6,151,598
2,1362,969
1,247,651

5,147,Oll2
6,875,844
Q~ .do 0

;13
,

E 13,194
9, 34,132
8.829.471
~.1 ~.917

19
I,e ,734

1 Ot ',421
1.97: 1,268
5,58' ,381

13
,<1. hllR

r10.l23
316

7 362,371
23

R ~15

5.17,029
-
-

5,047,588

9, ·.81'
9, 1,92
5,931,912

8,49' .831
79

D01
OlD

u, , TO~j:lfLlY

o 1
125

f126
121

I 1281RMCI
1129 fRMCi
mo
113'1
1132
1133
1134
1135
1136
1137

[No

)2
IT01

[02
)1

KA
,SKA

tOADI
IANo1

Town Half Services

. iSCENIC 0 Y ISt::MII E 4,121,659
IMUK::it'tor ., t::K'4,893,137

It:K to 99 <,987,425
TO PELAI 1.722,185

TO sr 1,872,769
,t fa ~INCH

:I~ :H TO ( rY LlMIl 1 36, HO
iA CH TO WHIfM(~)R==-E--------+;~~5" 37,5112

1M TO 4, l~~
IHOEI T() MAZE 1
;;;!\ZETO 1.476,494
:ALIf IRNIA 0 PAF -

iii IY TO 3ECRWiTH 7,520,229arv IT to 'I lilt:: l,E55,7
TO 1.9 )7,9

TOO S'I LVAN
CT 'eN!" TOTAL COST

Page VII/-19

IhR~

o
15

838,624
<11?? i1

11
4.6 ~1

4,834,167

1.)9S00
3,)1 14

373,119
1,729,179
2,010,887

472,267
1,

6153,8!l1
22,

215

-
-

3,507,101
2,91 312
7,6' l85
9,03 )37
5,93 l12
2,
7
5,194 l77
~"

4.121,659
"OR Q~~

7,981,495
40,377
72,769
J7,101

457,478
4,16f,24
2,4

12,653,18
756,973

-
211

818,719
1,309,749
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144 PA' 0,[

145
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.147 02

148
149 'Nr
150 Kr ,r.OTI01
151 VIIUL
152 01
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11 lAI
11

lA

1159
116G
161 K:>"

1162 K"" vt<uu.J
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ISYLVAN TO FLOYD
IF _OYD TO vt«

TC
o K

CARF N I t:K TO MARTIN LUTHER KING
ICHI> PMAN TO DALE
DAL TO

~u, TI TULLY
TL _Y TO Me rlENRY
KIERNAN TO nAI F

DALE T()
CLARIBEL T 'CLAF
CLARATINA fOSLYVAN
SLYVAN TO FLOYD
'L)' TO IIC
fe :IVER TC fE

TO (:1 AIIl't
TO BRINK

DALE TO ITI
!II TO TULLY

fULL' TO "

IKl

TO
TO
TO r.1 Atll't
TO PFI A nAt F

1167 RTULLY02~
1161 RWHITM ro
116! :VVrIIM "KUW: T:J
1711Woe A"D01 ICAKI-t::I~ICK TO

· 171 IRY"OSEMlTE01 D TO E ,VI~ fA
.172 RYOSEMiTE02 IEL VISTA T I LINCOLN

'Y

.173 K lJ"t:MII t:u~ LIN T( liS
i 174 K rV;:'CIVIlI ,,04 TO SANTA FE
175 " II t::U;J 'SANTA FE TO CITY LIMIT
No. :T ID ,
Traf1c Signal
176 ~arver Road and Future Road South of Kiernan Avenu New Si"ln.

·177 : Road and New Signz
178 Coffee Road and Sylvan ; Drive New Sign.
17 , and Bowen, New Signal
1Rn ~nff~p. Road and New SiQnal

.181 Tully Road and New Signal
, and , f I Ave New Signal

183 Av",nllp. and I New Signal
1184 ,-onss Road and East Morris lew"lnal

$

1$

-

7,531,930
fi R22 3SQ

~,4' 72
3,4' 192
4,236,779
7,790,721
3,0' ,853

5( 1,432

3,117,732
-
-

4,955,114
5.311.439

,9'5,024
8,917,529

2 ,170,355
-
-

3,655,746
5,77: ,2·

1', ,434,9
3,927

,104 '1'

1::,319,17

-",,34",2!
7,5319:
5,42
4364147

'7,172

1,64
6,73 ',90

RM??fi

1 13 '41

-
-

~~
,78,064

8,9r~
8,058,596

203fi: 7RS

21,170,355
-
-

752,564
54 '2 RR9

(,10 ~
17

1 362 ,28

5 25L RC!4

1,021,024 $ 821,105

CFFCOST

1SS OQC

19 :,910
19 :,910
19 ,,9' 0
195 910

~~
is OQO

L185 , and , Avenue lew gnal 0
TI I and Neece Drive lewgnal

17 La Lorna •and Buena Vista New Signa 0
La Lorna , and Miller Av"nll" lew "lna

189 ,and lew g~na____-+________~__~1~1:,3~11~81
190 ,and ~DriVe .ew gna 11 .,318
1911Flo~ ,and~naLane~~------~-----~New~'S~g~nal----+--------H~-~11,~,311:8
192 ' Street and K Street New S gnal ~

No. "10 CFF~
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t:)U t:N I;:'

(

SR99
SR99

-SROO

"'"CLALJS

MGt

'61 tan, I 'ord ,- ,Ivan ,J ' Avem

[233
1234-
12,<;
1266 EI Vista II RoadJ
[267 IOROa~

Town Hall Services Page VII/-22

I TOTAL COST I CFF COST

00 17,190,789
46,750,000 28,547,248

14.299,764
15,520,590
16,576,500

9,089,760

13,116,923
14,299,764
i5,52il.59O
l' ,
9,089,76

15,000,001
15.000,000 1

1 $ 1,
15,000,000 1 $ 15,)01 000

I$ ?4,nnt),OOO

1$
i $

180,078

750,076
153

,100
170

283,711
136,445
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EXHIBIT A

Chapter IX

PUBLIC TRANSPORTATION

EXISTING SYSTEM

The City of Modesto currently operates a public bus system covering 232 route miles for a

service population of about 198,600 persons. In addition the City operates two commuter express

routes--one to the PleasantonlDublin BART station and the other to the Manteca/Lathrop ACE

Train station. These two express routes cover 132 one-way route miles. The system requires

about 35 buses operating each day, necessitating a total of46 buses as about 25% of the fleet is

being rotated through either maintenance or reserve at any time. New buses, which are on order,

will allow for replacement of some older buses and bring the number ofsystem vehicles to 48.

The bus routes are laid out in a "radial" system, facilitating travel from the peripheral suburbs to

the central areas and vice versa. The City currently has 64 bus shelters (one shelter for every

3,100 residents) and 775 fixed stops. The average speed ofbuses system-wide is currently 13

miles per hour. Transportation planners consider this type of configuration and service level

appropriate for a city of Modesto's current popUlation.

The current headway between on eleven routes is 30 minutes; its 60 minutes for five other routes.

Staffwould prefer to shorten the headways of the 60 minute routes to 30 minutes, and the 30

minute routes to 15 minutes, as the convenience would hopefully make the service much more

attractive to users. However, unless other factors, such as much higher fuel costs or limited

parking, made auto use less convenient, it is questionable whether the inereased patronage would

justifY much of the expense. The present headway scheduling is therefore assumed to continue in

this analysis.

The historical sources of funding for the system's capital facilities consist predominately of

Federal Transit Administration (FTA) funds. Funding is apportioned annually by Congress and

usually requires approximately a 20% local match. For matching FTA capital grants the city uses

CFF revenues and the City'S share ofthe quarter cent of the state sales tax, the latter a source that

may be used for either capital or operating expenses. The FTA program has been undergoing

changes. Most capital and operating support are now integrated into one program. The City of

Modesto received FTA funding of$3.2 million in fiscal year 2002. This amount was expended

approximately equally between operating and capital funding. City staff does not regard FTA
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funding as secure over the next twenty years. It is vulnerable from 1) the budgetary discretion of

Congress or the current administration and 2) competition for funding of streets and highways.

EXPANSION TO ACCOMMODATE GROWTH

The existing radial route system will, with some route extensions and modification, provide

appropriate service to the City's forecasted buildout population. City staffhas prepared estimates

of the facilities and their costs necessary to serve a city of370,800 residents spread over 67

square miles with a mix of 30 minute headway for most of the system and 60 minute headway in

some sparsely populated areas. The proposed system configuration and its ratio ofbuses to

population will continue to be analogous to the Fresno public transit system.

A total of75 buses would be needed (27 buses in addition to the existing fleet of48). At

$310,000 per bus the cost for the addition of 27 buses is $8.37 million (2002 dollars). The

ultimate system will require 54 additional bus shelters, for a total of 118, and 664 more bus stops

for a total of approximately 1,439. Shelters cost $3,500 each and bus stops cost $100.

The City is also planning a maintenance and bus storage facility. The City has received FTA

earmarks beginning with the 1998 appropriation bill to cover a portion of the cost and expects to

receive the remaining funds in the fiscal year 2004 federal budget. The cost of initial

construction is estimated at $10.0 million. It is expected that this facility will accommodate a

substantial increase in the bus fleet, but probably not the total 75 buses required at buildout. A

future addition, estimated to cost $1.0 million, is therefore assumed.

Finally, a transit center (bus transfer) facility, similar to the downtown center on 9th Street, is

planned for the growing northeast portion of the City. It is expected to be located in conjunction

with a major shopping area north of Village 1. The cost is estimated at $800,000. Table IX-I

presents these calculations and the estimated costs for other auxiliary facilities.

The critical question remaining is the percentage of the eligible projects that will be funded, as

the city generally qualifies for more funding than is available. It is assumed here that the funding

available will be used for purposes such as the replacement ofwom-out buses and not be

available to expand the fleet. Funding is assumed for the bus maintenance facility and the

Northeast Bus Transfer Station, because the funds for these facilities would come from a separate

discretionary grant program. The maintenance facility is assumed to be funded at 70% of its

cost; funding for the transfer station is less certain and therefore assumed for only 40% of the

cost. It should be recognized, however, that there is no guarantee that any expansion of the

Town Hall Services Page IX-2 June 3.2003
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current system can be funded with federal or state assistance. If a substantial change in funding

• probabilities occurs, the fees should be recalculated consistent with the new circumstances.

•

•

Table IX-l

Additional Public Transportation Facilities Needed

Cost Eacb Number Total Cost Local Share*

Needed

Buses $ 310,000 27 $ 8,370,000 $ 8,370,000

Bus Shelters $ 3,500 54 $ 189,000 $ 189,000

Bus Stops $ 100 664 $ 66,400 $ 66,400

Bus Maintenance Facility** $ 11,000,000 1 $ 11 ,000,000 $ 3,300,000

Northeast Transfer Station $ 800,000 1 $ 800,000 $ 480,000

$ 20,425,400 $ 12,405,400

*' An average 0[70% grant funding 15 assumed for all facilities except the Northeast Transfer Station, Because the

Transfer Station must compete for discretionary grants, only 40% funding is assumed.

** Ten million is to be expended for the initial construction. A later expansion is budgeted here at roughly $1.0

million.

Sources: City ofModesto Transportation and Townhall Services

NEW DEVELOPMENT'S SHARE OF THE COST

Table IX-2 shows the local share of costs along with the share estimated to be paid with impact

fees. The buses, shelters and stops added to the system are all needed solely to accommodate

new development A bus maintenance facility is needed even if no new development were to

occur, though it could then be of a smaller size. It, therefore, is apportioned among existing and

new development, with new development responsible for 38% of the cost The Northeast

Transfer Station is fully the cost of new development, as existing development has already

contributed the relatively new Downtown Transfer Station to the system. The total share

allocated to new development is $10.36 million.

Town Hall Services Page IX-3 June 3, 2003



EXHIBIT A

Modesto CFF Documentation Chapter IX - Public Transportation

Table IX-2

New Development's Share of the Costs

Total Costs New Share

Buses $ 8,370,000 100% $ 8,370,000

Bus Shelters $ 189,000 100% $ 189,000

Bus Stops $ 66,400 100% $ 66,400

Bus Maintenance Facility $ 3,300,000 38% $ 1,254,000

Northeast Transfer Station $ 480,000 100% $ 480,000

$ 12,405,400 $ 10,359,400

Sources; City of Modesto Transportation and Townhall Services

As the public transportation system acts as an alternative to motor vehicle trips, it is reasonable

to assign responsibility for the costs of the public transportation improvements on the basis of

trips generated. This is the same methodology for setting the streets fee. For a detailed

explanation of this methodology refer to the chapter on streets fees.

The following tables calculate the appropriate Public Transportation fee for the residential and

non-residential development types covered in the CFF program. The explanation for the tables is

the same as that explaining the similar tables in the chapter in streets fees.
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• •Table IX-3 • •

Traffic Model Fee Spread by Activity (Transit)

Net New I Dally Trip I Estimated Spread,
Development I Generation Trip Trip Length! Percentage I ofCFF

("Bulldout -minus I Rate per Adjustment Causality Daily Trip Share of Improvement Estimated
Landuse Category

,
Unit Daily Trips Fee per UnitExisting") I Units Factor Factor Generation Costs

SFDU
---_.

O,U.1s 9.57 100% 114% 366,801 29.3% $ 3;038,856 $ 9133,506 I
MFDU 16,089

-
I D.U.'s 100% --l----f14% $ $, 6.63 122,022 9.8% 1,010,923 63,

Relail (lesser Ihan 50,000 sq.ftJloor area) 10,234 Employees 50.31 25% 87% 111,734 8,9% $ 925,687 $ 90
Retail (50,000 sq.ft.to 99,999 sq.ft. floor area) 10,234 Employees 33.99 30% 87% 90,586 7.2% $ 750,485 $ .73
Retail (100,000 sq.ft.to 300,000 sq. ft. floor area) 10,234 Employees 23.95 35% 87% 74,467 6.0% $ 616,941 $ 60
Retail (grealer Ihan 300,000 sq.ft. floor area) 10,234 Employees 19.31 40% 87% 68,617 5.5% $ 568,476 $ 56

.Service (Medical Office) 7,652 Employees 8.91 100% 87% 59,,183 4.7% $ 490,317 $ 64
Service (General Office) 30,609 Employees 3.32 ' 100% 100% 101,622 8.1% $ 841,912 $ 28

Government (General Office) t~ 14,?OO Employees 3.32 100% 100% 48,8041 3.9% $ 404,329 I $ 28
Other (Industrial) 98,372 Employees 2.10 100% tOO% 206,5811 16.5% $ 1,711,474+ $ 17

r---' Tota! Employees 192,269 Employees I 1=-
Population

.
171,000 Residents

.__..
I,
i

TOTAL TRIPS I 1,250,417 1,250,417 100.0% $
.. t-, 10,359,400 ,

i
-~'~'r--~~--- ---,-

.-".-~~

-
. I

Notes: I
1-~ Daily trjp~e~ds for which this category is a source on desitination"'---r-"'"'''-"~-'--'---- ._
tt A 60%, 65%, 70% and 75% trip reduction factor has been applied for retail "pass·bylmulli-purpose" trips based on the size of Ihe projecled relail facility. --fJ>,
The smaller the retail facility, the greater the trip reduction factor due to "pass-by/multi~purpose travel. , -_.-
3, Responsibility for all home based trips to local retail and me9ica! offices is assigned to residential development.

.._-----r- --_.. -----
~~e: OmniwMeans . - -- - •..

..
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Table IX-4
Corvenrsion to General Plan Land Use Codes (Transit)

Model Retail Service I Other Density Final
Employe. Employee Employ.e Employee Weighted Factor (KSF Weighted

Density (per Density Density Density Fee per per Fee per
,""'",____._--.::L:;:a::.;".=d.=us::ce:..C::.a:;.:tccegsco::cryL..._______ gross acre) _.::,S",ha""r;:ce-t--,S:.;h",a:;:re Share Employee Employee) Unit Unit

SFDU NIA NIA NIA NIA NIA i NIA $ 91 D.U.
MFDU NIA NIA NIA NIA NIA NIA $ 63 D.U.
SenlorHoilslrig(37'i.ofSFbUrate) '.> ." ..•. . .•..•. ••.... <NIA···· NIILC..• NIA..·.NIP. .'< NIA'NIA. $ .•.• 34.. D.U.
HoteVMotel (94% of SFDU rate, 60% occupancy faCior) .'. NIA ;'.....NIA·,c··· NIA' NIA NIA ·NIA {' ..... '.51 Room
Retail (lesser than 50,000 sq.ft.ftoor area) 24 75% 25% 0% $ 75 0.450 $ 166 KSF
Retail (50,000 sqJUo 99,999 sq.ft. floor area) 24 75% 25% 0% $ 62 0.450 $ 138 KSF
Retail (100,000 sq.ft.to 300,000 sqJ!. fioor area) 24 75% 25% 0% $ 52 6,450 $ 116 KSF
Retail (greater than 300,000 sq.ft. floor area) 24 75% 25% 0% $ 49 0.450 $ 108 KSF
Office (Medical Office) 45 0% 100% 0%, $ 64 0.302 $ 212 KSF

H:~:ti?~n3e;:~~:c6~ce, 67'10 Gen..Olfice) .,.; •.••..'......... ! ...•.•.,••4~;,·L -,-,->..;c~o;;:;v:~-;.-}-,;f-.,-•.....-:;1·0~~,.,' 0%): ' .!~~:~~; (';:'1;~ ~:;,;
g~~~~~+{~~·~~:~1:'~t%~~k~~~~t~;~i~~~~S~~;W:~~t. """!). .; ',·i

"
,:,?:;:",."..'.'+ ";,:j;.,•.•·:.. k:i!~;~:;;"·~:,: "":,'0 ;;.;~/, .•.•.•~:;~6;}"'~';'; :!;~;!,:~:~

Nursing Home'(122'j,ofGen,Offlce iat¢pererppl,j:;,'" . '. '$ 34'1.500> $", 22.' KSF'
Business Park (Service) .. . . . 25 0% 25% 75% I $ 20' 0,317 $ 63 KSF
Business Park (Manufacturing) 25 0% 25% 75%",'_1-:$;;-_. 20 0,550 $. 36. KSF
Industrial (Manufacturing) 18 0% 20% 80% $ 19 0,550 $ 35 KSF
Industrial (Warehousing) 18 0% 20% 80% $ 19 0.784 $. 25 KSF

Town ."!Vices
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City of Modesto CFF Update
EXHIBIT A

Fire Department
Capital Costs Analysis

Replacement Cost of Existing Facilities

Cost of Additional Facilities

Total Cost

Buildout DUES

Cost Per DUE

New Development DUES

New Development's Share of Cost

Existing Development DUES

Existing Development's Share of Cost

Existing Capital

Existing Deficiency'

Fire Department

$16,756,995

$21,963,705

$38,720,700

$152,100

$255

$68,300

$17,387,402

$70,700

$17,998,379

$16,756,995

$1,241,385

• The share of the Total Cost allocated to existing development located outside of current city
limits but within the CFF study is about $3.3 million. Upon annexation, this amount would
be added to the existing deficiency, offset by any CFF improvements already in place at that time.
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City of Modesto CFF Update

Fire Department
Cost of Additional Facilities

Station Costs

New Stations
2

10
11
12
13
15

Station Expansions
3
6
7
8

Total Future Station Costs

Vehicle Cost
Type

Engine
Ladder Truck
Air Light & Rescue
Mobile Service
Staff Cars

sq. ft.
7,000
5,148
7,000
7,000
7,000
7,000

2,300
2,300
2,300
2,300

Quantity

4
2
1
1
3

cost
$1,832,500
$1,347,673
$1,832,500
$1,832,500
$1,832,500
$1,832,500

$602,107
$602,107
$602,107
$602,107

$12,918,601

Price*"'*

$409,358
$743,336
$310,000

$56,000
$20,000

... Includes equipment for engines and ladder trucks

Total Vehicle Cost

Station 1 and Fire Administration

Total Cost

$1,637,432
$1,486,672

$310,000
$56,000
$60,000

$3,550,104

(To replace Fire Prevention offices at 10th SI. and Station 1 and to adapt
existing Station 1 vehicle bay into a maintenance and repair facility.)

$5,000,000

Remote Training Site $495,000

Total Cost of New Facilities $21,963,705

Town Hall Services Page 3
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City of Modesto CFF Update Fire Department

Community Facilities Fee Update •
Decision Package

Fire Department

(llFFItem Discussion Policy Decision

1. Fire Station Standard
Ths design is the standard for current and future fire stations.

Revise to 7, 000 square
The prior CFF report references Station 9, as that was the last

feet
station built. Station 9 is not a good example to use as the
standard, as it was built on an undersized parcel and is
inadequate to meet our needs. 'The design of Station 2 (relocated
to Paradise Rd & Sutter Av) and Station II (pelandale Av &
Carver Rd) resembles that ofthe majority ofour other stations
(3,4,5,6,7 and 8) and provides for adequate square footage for
drive-through apparatus bays, unisex facilities, public space and
ADA requirements. The standard should be revised to reflect
current needs:

Base Station - 5,500 sq ft
ADA Requirements (5% ofbase}- 300 sq ft
Unisex Restroom Facilities - 115 sq ft
Unisex Domritory Facilities - 400 sq ft
Physical Fitness room - 320 sq ft •Shop Area - ISO sq ft
Public Restroom and lobby - 100 sq ft

Total - 6,885 sq ft

--

2. Fire Station Cost
The current CFF contains a cost of $487,000, which is based

Revise cost to $1.59
upon the cost for construction ofFire Station 9. We are

Million (excluding land
presently designing Fire Stations 2 & II. The average
architectural estimate for construction of these new stations is

acquisition)
$1.25 million. An additional 27% should be added for
architectural and construction administration costs. Total
station cost is $1,587,500.

3. Fire Aoparatus

Revise engine cost to
Our most recent fire engine was purchased in 2001, at a cost of

$348,000, unequipped.
$324,000. We have budgeted for a new engine in 2002-03, at a

Revise truck
cost of$348,000. We recently ordered a new fire truck

(lodder/rescue) cost to
(ladder/rescue), which was delivered in December 2002. The

$631,000, unequipped
purchase price was $631,000. At build-out we will require:

2 additional trucks and 4 additional engines

•
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City of Modesto CFF Update Fire Department

ClEE Item Discussion Policy Decision

4. 3"'Truck Company

Add third truck
company at Fire Station
I I ill 2005-06

5. 4"' Truck Company

Addfourth truck
company at Station 12

6. Air Light & Rescue
Unit

Add one vehicle at
$310,000, equipped

7. Mobile Service
Vehicle

Add one mobile service
vehicle at $56,000

8. New Facilities

a. Fire Station I 1~
(architect's

estimate), excluding
land

b. Fire Station 2 -II
millwn excluding land
cost

c. Fire Station 12

d. Fire Station 13

'---------

Town Hall Services

A third truck company, located in the new growth area ofthe
City in the northwest, is needed. TIris was eliminated from the
10 year CLP. due to staffrng cost impacts to the general fimd.
Station II is being built with room to house both an engine and
a truck company, should fimding be available

At build out, an additional truck will be necessary in the
northeast area in order to adequately provide fire and rescue
services throughont this area. The most logical location for this
would be Station 12.

An Air, light and Rescue unit is also needed to improve
response capabilities and firefighter safety. TIris is quite likely to
be combined with future Weapons ofMass Destruction needs,
andone vehicle would be operationally functionaL The
estimated cost is $310,000.

A service vehicle to provide mobile apparatus maintenance and
repairs will be necessary to optimize fleet service.

Located at the comer ofPelandale Ave. and Carver Rd, Fire

Station II is and is:.;;;iI
of2004. i:il

Relocation ofFire Station 2 is also in the design phase, slightly
ahead of Station II. TIris station should be ready to occupy in

-MiN
Fire Station 12 will be located in the Village III area. TIris
station will ultimately house both an engine and truck company.
We are currently experiencing growth to the northeast at a
similar rate to our experience in the Pe1andale-Snyder area.

LFire Station 13 is planned in the McHenry-Claribel area.

Page 5 January 2003
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City of Modesto CFF Update Fire Department

€FFItem Discussion ~ , , Policy Decision •e. Fire Station 15
Station 15 (Dakota) is planned for the Beckwith Triangle area
on the west side. In the absence ofSalida as part ofthe City's
fIre system, Station 15 is necessary to provide adequate fire
protection services to this area.

.

9. Rernote Training Site

Add Remote Training
The SIte for either station 12 or 13 should be large enough to

facility to either Station
accommodate a remote training site. This site would be used by

12 or 13 (3 acres),
i northeast fire companies for basic training activities. This could

estimated cost -
be accomplished with apprmomately 3 acres, which could

$495.000
provide 50% of the training needs for stations 3, 9, 11, 12, and
13 and could be used jointly by the Police Department.

.-

10. Fire Station
Furnishings &
Technology

Furnishings and computer and communications technology will
AddfUrnishings and cost $121 ,000 per new fire station. This includes fire fighter
technology needsfor training equipment, office and living furniture, appliances, and
new Fire Stations - phone and emergency communications equipment. Cost

I station estimate details are included at Attachment I.
(estimate)

11. Fire Administration •§!,.Station 1 Rebuild
OUf administrative facilities are currently inadequate, and

Add an administraLive funding for a new facility needs to be addressed in this study.
facility to plans to This issue is intertwined with the need to make major
rebuild Station 1 - $5 renovation to Station 1 and the need for improved apparatus
million (estimate) maintenance facilities. These projects are likely best combined,

and much more study will be required to determine long- term
needs.

The total cost ofthe seismic retrofit and renovation ofStation I
and separate administrative and maintenance facilities is
projected to be over $6 million dollars. The department is
considering as an alternative, rebuilding Station 1 completely,
combined with a new administrative building and housing the
maintenance facility in existing space. This altemative is
projected to cost about $5 million. Though this second estimate
is less concrete, it is more likely to be implemented.

•
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City of Modesto CFF Update Fire Department

GEE Item Discussion Policy Decision

16. Expansion of
Existing Stations

Add 2,300 squarefeet to
Stations 3, 6, 7 and 8

Town Hal! SelVices

Many ofthe department's existing fire stations have inadequate
facilities. The department, taking into consideration constraints
such as land area and surrounding development, recommends
that four existing stations could feasibly be expanded to meet
existing standards, as well as ADA requirements, and the need
for unisex facilities. These expansions would consist ofabout
2,300 square feet per station.

Page 7 January 2003
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City of Modesto CFF Update Fire Department

Attachment 1 •
Fire Department Technology Furnishings Cost Estimates

STATION FURNISHINGS
SUMMARY

KITCHEN $8,015

DAYROOM $10,330

CAPTAIN'S OFFICE $11,480

CAPTAIN'S DORMS $2,740

,ENGINEER'S DORM $2,740

FIREFIGHTERS DORM $2,740

EXERCISE ROOM $16,330

CONFERENCE ROOM $4,180

TURNOUT ROOM $1,300 •MISCELLANEOUS $2,000

APPARATUS BAY $8,250

HOSE ROOM $500

FIRE STATION RADIO EQUIPMENT $8,527

VOTING RECEIVER $5,165

REPEATER $10,382

RADIO TOWER, 50 FT $10,940

WAG,lINE,lNSTALLATION $1,000

COMPUTER SYSTEM $4,950

PHONE SYSTEM $9,850

TOTAL COST: $121,419

•
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City of Modesto CFF Update

Attachment 2

Fire Department Equipment

ENGINE INVENTORY
SUMMARY

ADMINISTRATIVE

EMS

FIRE FIGHTING TOOLSIEOUIPMNET

RESCUE

HAZMAT

TOTAL COST:

TRUCK INVENTORY SUMMARY

ADMINISTRATIVE

EMS

FIRE FIGHTING TOOLSIEOUIPMNET

RESCUE

HAZMAT

TOTAl COST:

Town Hall Services Page 9

$4,102

$5,457

$49,329

$2,420

$50

$61,358

$7,775

$6,080

$42,133

$53,098

$3,250

$112,336

Fire Department
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City of Modesto CFF Update Fire Department

Attachment 3 •
Fire Station Square Footages and Station Ages

Station Square Footage Date Built Comments

#1 16,817 1939 Addition in 1975

#2 1,600 1924

#3 3,976 1969

#4 5,358 1975

#5 7,738 1964 Addition in 1973

#6 4,496 1979

#7 2,775 1981 •#8 4,688 1980

#9 3,158 1991

#10 5,148 1960

Administration 2,238

•
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City of Modesto CFF Update

Modesto Police Department
Capital Cost Analysis

Sworn Officers per 1000 population 1.85 Staffing

Buildout Cost of Facilities $126,299,383

Replacement Cost of Existing Facilities $30,291,500

Costs to Complete System $96,007,883

Buildout DUES 152,100

Cost per DUE $830

New Development DUEs 68,300

New Development's Share $56,714,319

Existing Development DUEs 70,700

Existing Development's Share $58,707,208

Existing Capital $30,291,500

Existing Deficiency' $28,415,708

Town Hall Services Page 11

Police Department

1998 CFF

$53,692,000

$14,456,000

$39,236,000

163,300

$329

90,200

$29,657,186

61,400

$20,187,929

$14,456,000

$5,731,929
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City of Modesto CFF Update

Police Department
Buildout Capital Facilities

Police Buildings

Standard sq. ft. per employee
263

Cost per sq. ft.
$300

Vehicles
Type
Patrol
Detective/Staff
CSO
ACO
Motorcycles
Others

Total Vehicles

Vehicle Equipment

Mobile Data Computers
(in Patrol, CSO, ASO, .25 Other)
Special Equipment
(Patrol, CSO, ACO)
Other Equipment
(Detective, Staff, Other)

Total Vehicle Equipment

Town Hall Services

Cost
$26,000
$16,500
$20,000
$40,000
$14,000
$20,000

Cost
$15,000

$6,000

$1,500

1.85 Staffing
Employees

982
Size

258,266

Total Cost
$77,479,800

1.85 Staffing
Quantity Total Cost

518

222 $5,772,000
119 $1,963,500
25 $500,000

7 $280,000
41 $574,000

104 $2,080,000

$11,169,500

1.85 Staffing
Quantity Total Cost

280 $4,200,000

254 $1,524.000

264 $396,000

$6,120,000

Page 12
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City of Modesto CFF Update

Parking Facilities

1 space/ 300 sq It buildings*
1 space/ dept. vehicle

Cost
$12,500
$12,500

1.85 Staffing
Quantity Total Cost

742
518

Total Parking $12,500 1260 $15,748,583
*based on 263 sq feet building space per employee
less 150 spaces at 2.0 and 122 spaces at 1.6 for staff cars

Other Costs (independent of staffing ratio)
Training Facility

Land for Northeast Area Precinct
2 acres at $165,000/ acre

Modesto/Stanislaus
Emergency Services Facility (Modesto share)

800 MHz Radio System

Total

Total Cost of Buildout Capital Facilities

Town Hall Services

$5,065,000

$330,000

$2,000,000

$8,386,500

$15,781,500

1.85 Staffing

$126,299,383

Page 13
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City of Modesto CFF Update

Police Department
Replacement Cost of Existing Facilities

Replacement Cost of Police Facility
Cost per sq. ft.

$300

Replacement Cost of Vehicles

Type
Patrol
Detective/Staff
CSO
ACO
Motorcycles
Others

Total Vehicles

Cost
$26,000
$16,500
$20,000
$40,000
$14,000
$20,000

Replacement Cost of Vehicle Equipment
Cost

Mobile Data Computers
(in 50% of Vehicles)
Special Equipment
(Patrol, CSO, ACO)
Other Equipment
(Detective, Staff, Other)

Total Vehicle Equipment

$15,000

$6,000

$1,500

Replacement Cost of Parking Facilities
Cost

1 space/ 2.5 employees
1 space/ dept. vehicle

Total Parking

$12,500
$12,500

$12,500

Size
65,000

Quantity
85
47

7
3

16
40

198

Quantity
99

95

103

Quantity
147
198

345

Total Replacement Cost of Existing Capital Facilities

Total Cost
$19,500,000

Total Cost
$2,210,000

$775,500
$140,000
$120,000
$224,000
$800,000

$4,269,500

Total Cost
$1,485,000

$570,000

$154,500

$2,209,500

Total Cost
$1,837,500
$2,475,000

$4,312,500

$30,291,500

Note: No existing value is given to the department's radio and communications
system, as the entire system will be replaced at buildoul.

Town Hall Services Page 14
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EXHIBIT A

City of Modesto CFF Update Police Department

1. Personnel
Staffing
Standard

Revise to 2.asworn per
1,000 population.

Town Hall Services

Community Facilities Fee Update

Decision Package

Police Department

The existing CFF report references 2.0 total police
personnel per 1,000 population as the standard. For
Caflfomia, the Law Enforcement Management and
Administrative Statistics for 1999, show an average of 1.6
swom per 1,000 population statewide. Staffing levels for
several large police departments in Califomia are
appended as Attachment 1. Within the valley, from
Bakersfield to Sacramento, the average is also 1.6 sworn
per 1,000 population for police departments with more
than 100 officers. However, 1.6 staffing is not sufficient for
the needs of the future.

The Modesto Police Department sworn staffing is
currently at 1.3 sworn per 1,000 population and is
severely understaffed. The Chief of Police feels strongly
that 2.0 sworn staffing ratio needs to be the standard for
the future. Califomia is behind the rest of the nation in
staffing and, as the City of Modesto grows, the ratio of
officers to population should also increase. Modesto
currently serves as the urban center for the county and is
the venue for all federal and county services. Modesto is
the business, medical, entertainment, sports, theater and
restaurant, and cultural hub for not only Stanislaus County

I [! Approve
i

IJ Disapprove

, 0 Modify

but for Tuolumne, Calaveras, Amador, Merced and I
portions of San Joaquin counties. It is also the county ,
center for interstate transportation and additional police
services are needed. Modesto is transitioning into what
Stockton and Sacramento already are - major urban
centers with law enforcement needs that have outstripped
our rural past. The impacts on equipment, space
requirements and parking at standards of 2.0 sworn and
1.6 sworn standard are shown in Attachment 2.
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EXHIBIT A

City ofModesto CFF Update Police Department •CFFltem Discussion ~ Policy Decision.---.
I

2. Space IThe last CFF report used a standard of 200 sq. ft. per o Approve
Reguirements employee for determining future facility needs. The

original report referred to a national standard of 300 sq. ft. o Disapprove
per employee as stated by the National Clearing House

Revise squarefootage for Criminal Justice Planning and Architecture. We have o Modify
standardfrom 200 sq. been unable to locate this source for current updated
fl to 263 sq. fi. for each standards. From the 300 sq. ft. standard, 200 sq. ft. was
employee. used in the original report "given funding limitations". The

revised 263 sq. ft. standard is based on the estimate by
RRM Design Group architects of 100 to 150 sq. ft.
standard per employee plus 35% for gross calculation
factor and 75% for common areas - storage, restrooms,
conference rooms, etc. This is the same standard
adopted by the Fire Department for their administration
office space. The Santa Clara Police Department recently
constructed a new police building of 51 ,500 sq. ft. for its
202 employees, at a rate of 255 sq. ft. per employee. The
300 sq. ft. per employee general space requirement for
police departments is lessened by the fact that many of
the employees work in shifts, or are on patrol at anyone
time. However, police stations also require space for
meeting rooms and public areas to interact with the •citizenry.

3. Sguare The last CFF Report contains estimated construction o Approve
Footage costs. In 2000, the Police Department occupied the newly
Construction constructed 40,000 sq. ft. main facility. The final costs for o Disapprove
Costs building have not yet been determined due to construction

issues and on-gOing arbitration. However, the current o Modify
estimate, based upon expenditures and remaining

Revise squarefootage encumbrances, is $300 per square foot. The cost
costs from $177per sq. includes office fumishings, telephones and necessary
fl. to $300per sq. fl· hardware to make connections to existing computer
(excluding land). systems. The 51,500 sq. ft. Santa Clara police building

cost about $16 million not including the costs of toxic
waste removal and a million-dollar three-story glass
atrium. This calculates to just over $310 per sq. ft.
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EXHIBIT A

City of Modesto CFF Update Police Department

CEE Item " ": ~_ Discussion Policy Decision

4. Department
Vehicles

Revise total costfor
department vehicles
10 refiect specific
vehicle allocation
and updated costs

5. Parking
Needs

Revise standardfor
parking 10 1 space
for every 300 square
feetofoJrzcespace
and 1 spacefor each
department vehicle.

The last report had a buildout department vehicle standard of 0 Approve
484 total vehicles at an average price of $15,400 for a total
cost of $7.45 million. Standards have been updated to take 0 Disapprove
into account the specific vehicle needs of the department
based on new staffing standards. The updated costs of each 0 Modify
type of new vehicle have also been updated. A detailed
report on the need, number, and cost of department vehicles
in appended to this document as Attachment 3

The last report assumed 959 buildout employees would 0 Approve
require 302 parking spaces. The City of Modesto
Community Development has a standard of 1 space for 0 Disapprove
every 300 square feet of office space to meet the needs of
employee and visitor parking. In addition to this standard, a 0 Modify
parking space is included for each city vehicle. Detectives
and some other staff are provided city cars and therefore a
space is included. So for the purpose of this report, a
calculation of 1 space for each 300 sq. ft. was made and the
number of detective/staff vehicles was deducted from the
amount. Added in was a parking space for every department
vehicle. The cost for each parking space was estimated at
$12,500 based on the cost of building the 10th Street Place
parking facility.

~-~--~-~.---+--------------.----+---~---l

6. Northeast
Area
Precinct

Add land costs of
$330,000for a
Northeast Areafully
staffed precinct.

Town Hall Services

In the last CFF report, all building needs for additional 0 Approve
personnel are accommodated within the G.L. McKinsey
Police Complex bordered by 11th, 101h

, F and G Streets. The 0 Disapprove
land is currently owned. Due to the challenges of serving a
City of considerable physical size, staff now sees the need to 0 Modify
have a fully staffed precinct office in the Northeast area. The
office will be a joint facility with the Fire Department. The
revised square footage construction costs provided within the
report would cover the cost of the building and parking but
there was never any provision for additional land. The
estimate of $165,000 per acre is being used by the Fire
Department for acreage in the NE area of the city. It is
estimated that at least two acres would be required for a
facility, and employee and department parking needs.
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EXHIBIT A

City ofModesto CFF Update Police Department

GEE Item Discussion ", c:; Rolicy Decision

7. Training
Facility

Add Training Facility
at a cost of$5,065,000.

S.Modesto
Stanislaus
Emergency
Service
Facilities

Add City ofModesto 's

Share ofCosts for
Future Expansion of
Dispatch andEOC
Facilities -$2,000,000

Town Hall Services

The last report had no provision for future training needs
of the department. A full range training facility is
necessary to provide the level of training needed for the
department. The city has land available that is currently in
the beginning stages of development as a regional
training facility. In the future, the site will be used for
required training for: executive protection, tactical live
firing simulation, homeland defense, hazardous materials,
crowd control, etc. The facility will include classrooms, an
equestrian arena, a canine training course, caretaker
residence, defensive tactics facility, a shooting range with
observation deck and a defensive driving course.
Estimated costs are $5,065,000 outlined in Attachment 4.

The last CFF contains no provision for future expansion
costs for dispatch and EOC services. In 1999, the County
Dispatch Center and Emergency Operations Center
(EOG) moved into a city/county jOintly owned facility on
Oakdale Road. As the city grows, the 911 Dispatch
Center and EOC will also require funding for new
technology and systems upgrades as well as for housing
additional employees related to growth. Future
communications needs include:

• Computer Aided Dispatch (CAD) Hardware Servers
• CAD I GIS (Geographic Information System) Interface
• Additional 9-1-1 Base RadiO System to Eliminate Dead

Zones
• Phone System Enhancements to Support Wireless

(Cell) 9-1-1 calls

Total cost estimates exceed $4 million for these
upgrades. The City's share of costs for the
Communications Center is based on usage and
population. Its current share is approximately 57%. The
amount of $2,000,000 we believe is a conservative
estimate on the technological upgrades needed as the
region grows. This item includes the total costs for the
City of Modesto, which are actually paid 80% by Police
and 20% by the Fire Department.

Page 18
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EXHIBIT A

City of Modesto CFF Update Police Department

• CEE Item Discussion Policy Decision

9. Convert Radio The Department's radio communication system will o Approve
System need to be replaced, due largely to new federal
to BOO MHz requirements reallocating radio frequencies. Most of o Disapprove

the current radio system is 20 to 30 years old. Costs
IReplace existing 450 include replacement radio transmitters, receivers and o Modify
, band UHF radio system microwave radio backup relays for voter sites,
at a cost of $8,408,000 installation and engineering for the new system.

Replacement of portable and mobile radio equipment
for Police and Fire Departments as well as
Neighborhood Preservation Code Enforcement units is
also included. Attachment 5 outlines the cost for the
replacement system for the City.

•
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EXHIBIT A

City of Modesto CFF Update Police Department •Attachment 1
Police Department Staffing - California Departments

San Diego number authorized population staffing ratios per 1000 residents
Sworn Officers 2100 1,250,700 1.68
Total Personnel 2875 1,250,700 2.30

San Jose number authorized population staffing ratios per 1000 residents
Sworn Officers 1379 918,800 1.50
Tota! Personnel 1838 918,800 2.00

Long Beach number authorized population staffing ratios per 1000 residents
Sworn Officers 913 473,600 1.93
Total Personnel 1459 473,600 3.08

Fresno number authorized population staffing ratios per 1000 residents
Sworn Officers 715 441,200 1.62
Total Personnel 1109 441,200 2.51

Sacramento number authorized population staffing ratios per 1000 residents
Sworn Officers 706 418,700 1.69
Total Personnel 1085 418,700 2.59

Oakland number authorized population staffing ratios per 1000 residents
Sworn Officers 757 408,800 1.85 •Total Personnel 1202 408,800 2.94

Bakersfield number authorized population staffing ratios per 1000 residents

Sworn Officers 320 254,400 1.26
Total Personnel 447 254,500 1.76

Riverside number authorized population staffing ratios per 1000 residents
Sworn Officers 366 265,700 1.38
Tota! Personnel 547 265,700 2.06

Stockton number authorized population staffing ratios per 1000 residents
Sworn Officers 383 251,100 1.53
Total Personnel 572 251,100 2.28

Fremont number authorized population staffing ratios per 1000 residents
Sworn Officers 219 207,200 1.06
Total Personnel 345 207,200 1.67

Modesto number authorized population staffing ratios per 1000 residents
Swom Officers 253 194,400 1.30

Total Personnel 358 194,400 1.84

Salinas number authorized population staffing ratios per 1000 residents
Sworn Officers 166 156.500 1.06
Total Personnel 221 156,500 1.41

•
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City ofModesto CFF Update
Ceres number authorized
Sworn Officers 43
Total Personne! 68

Oakdale
Sworn Officers
Total Personnel

Turlock
Sworn Officers
Total Personnel

number authorized
26
38

number authorized
64

108

EXHIBIT A

population
36,656
36,656

population
16,200
16,200

population
59,400
59,400

Police Department
staffing ratios per 1000 residents

1.17
1.86

staffing ratios per 1000 residents
1.60
2.35

staffing ratios per 1000 residents
1.08
1.82

"'Staffing data from telephone survey. Town Hall Services. October 7, 2002
Population data from California Department of Finance, January 1, 2001.
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EXHIBIT A

City of Modesto CFF Update Police Department •Attachment 2

CFF Update Decision Package - Police Department

Facilities & Equipment Cost Estimates for 2.0 and 1.6 Sworn Officers Standard

•• • .; '.' .
,

'..

.'.'2.0 SwomS~dard 1.85 Sworn Standard ..
...•.... ..... ..•. .- ."

. . '. ' .. :. ' .
."

. . . " .

Total Personnel at Buildout 1,061 982

.

[Number of Sworn 741 686

~aci1ities (263 sq. ft per employee) 279,043 258,266

Cost for Facilities ($300 per sq. ft.) $83,712,900 $77,479,800

Parking Garage ($12,500 ea. Space) $17,014,292 $15,748,583

.
Vehicles $12,025,000 $11,169,500 •
\,iclricle Equipment $6,584,250 $6,120,000

ToTAL COSTS DEPENDENT $119,336,442 $110,517,883
ON STAFF STANDARD

Difference Between 2.0 and 1.6 $8,818,559
Staffing
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EXHIBIT A

City of Modesto CFF Update Police Department

Attachment 3

CFF Update Decision Package - Police Department

Vehicle Costs and Needs for 2.0 and 1.6 Sworn Officers Standard

Department Vehicle Standards

Patrol Vehicles - 43% of fleet

One vehicle for each Chief, Captain, Lieutenant and Detective

One vehicle for every four Community Service Officers

One vehicle for every two Animal Control Officers

Motorcycles - 8% of fleet

Vehicles Cost
Total Fleet
Patrol $26,000
Detective/Staff $16,500
CSO $20,000
ACO $40,000
Motorcycles $14,000
Others $20,000

Total Vehicle Cost at Buildout

Town Hall Services

__(luantity at 2.0
558
240
127
26
7
45
113

2.0

$12,025,500

Page 23

Quantity at 1,85
518
222
119
25
7

41
104

1.85

$11,169,500
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EXHIBIT A

City of Modesto CFF Update Appendix - Police Department

Attachment 4

CFF Update Decision Package - Police Department

Training Center Construction Costs

EVOC (Emergency Vehicle Operations Center) Track 1.6 miles
of 80' asphalt fiat and banked for speeds up to 150 MPH

.75 mile of 40' asphalt roadway in 300' squares in a
layout to resemble a typical residential street

Concrete skid pan

Range concrete work, landscaping, patio covering

Restrooms at Classroom and Equestrian areas

Range House/Classroom/Restrooms/Picnic tables and benches

Aeration System for Slough

Rifie Range Concrete Work and Landscaping

Caretakers Home

Tactical Live Fire House

Swat Training Area/Obstacle Course/Landscaping

Tactical Training Area and Obstacle Course

Maintenance Building and Area Improvements

Canine Training Course and Scent Building

Equestrian Covered Arena

Barn/Outbuildings/Stables

Bleachers for Equestrian and Range Areas, Landscaping

Gymnasium and Classrooms

Dining Hall

Town Hall Services Page 24

$ 1,600,000

400,000

349,000

119,500

75,000

512,000

28,000

26,000

100,000

100,000

18,800

30,700

80,000

43,000

150,000

84,000

99,000

500,000

750,000
$ 5,065,000

January 2003
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EXHIBIT A

City of Modesto CFF Update Police Department

Attachment 5

Cff Update Decision Package - Police Department

800 MHz System - Summary of Equipment

2 Radio Transmitter sites at $80,000 each:

2 Radio Antenna structures for transmitters at $38,000 each:

20 Voter Receiver sites at $42,000 each (based upon receivers at
15 city fire stations, Mt. Oso, Mt. Rushmore, the Kraft Cereal
plant, and a tall building structure in the downtown area):

20 Microwave radio backup relays for voter sites at $10,000 each:

20 Bi-Directional Broadband Amplifiers at $20,000 each for in-building
repeating from basements and other large building structures:

884 Portable Radios for all MPD sworn officers), 100 for Police support
personnel, 196 portables for the Fire Dept, and 13 portables
for Neighborhood Preservation Code Enforcement officers
at buildout (1 ,193 @$2,000)

665 Mobile Radios for all Police vehicles, 56 for Fire and 6 for NPU

$ 160,000

76,000

840,000

200,000

400,000

2,386,000

(727 @ $2,500) 1,817,500

Install/program all radio's (either by shop or a vendor) at $150.00 each: 288,000
$ 6,167,500

Engineering and propagation study for new system: 60,000

Project Administration (10%) 617,000

Project Contingency (25%) 1,542.000

Total: $ 8,386,500
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EXHIBIT A
City of Modesto CFF Update Parks and Recreation

Modesto Parks Department
Capital Cost Analysis

2003 CFF 1998 CFF

Buildout Capital Costs $506,392,992 $140,703,000

Replacement Cost of Existing Facilities $158,321,394 $42,100,000

Cost of Additional Facilities $348,071,598 $98,603,000

Buildout Residential DUES 115,500 128,000

Cost per DUE $4,384 $1,955 *

New Development DUES 44,300 65,600

New Development's Share of Cost $194,226,922 $128,263,888

Existing Development DUES 61,900 52,000

Existing Development's Share of Cost $271,391,569 $101,672,594

Existing Capital $158,321,394 $42,100,000

Existing Deficiency" $113,070,175 $59,572,594

'The 1998 report assumed a marginal cost for new neighborhood parks in additional to system wide
buildout cost. With financing, neighborhood parks add $856 per new DUE to the system cost of $1099

** The share of the Tolal Cost allocated to existing development located outside of current city
limits but within the CFF study is about $40.9 million. Upon annexation, this amount would
be added to the existing deficiency, offset by any CFF improvements already in place at that time.
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EXHIBIT A
City of Modesto CFF Update Parks and Recreation

Buildout Capital Facilities Cost - Parks

Neighborhood Parks

45 existing parks - 5.8 acres average
land acquisition
land acquisition (flood plain)
planning and design
current construction
future construction

26 planned parks - 6.9 acres average
land acquisition
planning and design
current construction
future construction
Total Neighborhood Parks

Community Parks

6 existing parks - 22.3 acres average
land acquisition
land acquisition
planning and design
current construction
future construction

2 planned parks - 40 acres average
land acquisition
planning and design
current construction
future construction

249 acres
11.5 acres

260.5 acres
154 phases
59 phases

179.3 acres
179.3 acres

o phases
130 phases

125.5 acres
8.4 acres

88.9 acres
20 phases
6 phases

80 acres
80 acres
o phases

10 phases

'Planning and design for Grogan Park is a lump sum of $1.2 M
Total Community Parks

Regional Parks

Replacement
Value

$140,000 $34,860,000
$30,000 $345,000
$30,000 $7,815,000

$33,153,750

$140,000
$30,000

$76,173,750

Replacement
Value

$120,000 $15,060,000
$140,000 $1,176,000
$30,000' $3,847,680

$18,771,676

$120,000
$30,000

$38,855,356

Replacement
Value

2 Regional Parks - city's share of land costs vary between $12,000 and $30,000 per acre
land acquisition 539.32 acres $9,004,440
planning and design 539.32 acres $9,004,440
current construction 16 phases $15,914,304
future construction 14 phases
Tolal Regional Parks $33,923,184

Town Hall Services Page 27

Future
Cost

$14,208,750
$17,362,500

$25,102,000
$5,379,000

$45,300,000
$107,352,250

Future
Cost

$8,045,004
$19,768,000

$9,600,000
$2,400,000

$33,056,000

$72,869,004

Future
Cost

$6,820,416
$64,157,280
$70,977,696
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EXHIBIT A
City of Modesto CFF Update Parks and Recreation

Sports Complex Replacement Future •Value Cost

land acquisition 110 acres $120,000 $13,200,000
planning and design 110 acres $30,000 $3,300,000
current construction °phases

$56,430,0001future construction 5 phases
Total Sports Complex $0 $72,930,000

Community Centers Replacement Future
Value Cost

7 existing community centers
community center vaiue 64,367 sq, ft, $160 $7,209,104 $3,089,616
future planning $1,766,342
future construction $3,893,959

1 planned community center
planning and design 5,175 $57.75 $298,856
future construction 5,175 sq, ft. $165 $853,875
Total Community Centers $7,209,104 $9,902,648

Historical Buildings Replacement Future •Value Cost
McClure Expansion
land acquisition 18 acres $120,000 $2,160,000
future planning and design 18 acres $30,000 $540,000
future construction estimate 18 acres $300,000 $5,400,000
small structures 30 structures $120,000 $3,600,000
large structures 6 structures $750,000 $4,500,000
Total Historical Buildings $2,160,000 $14,040,000

Total Replacement Cost of Existing Capital Facilities $158,321,394

Total Cost of Future Capital Facilities $348,071,598

Total Capital Facilities Cost at Buildou! $506,392,992

•
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City of Modesto CFF Update

•
Neighborhood Parks

Community Parks

Regional Parks

Community Centers

Sports Complex

McClure Expansion

Buildout Cost of System

Buildout DUES

Cost Per DUE

•

Town Hall Services

EXHIBIT A

Modesto Parks Department
Capital Facilities Cost Summary

cost cost Qer DUE
$183,526,000 $1,589

$111,724,360 $967

$104,900,880 $908

$17,111,752 $148

$72,930,000 $631

$16,200,000 $140

$506,392,992 $4,384

115,500

$4,384
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Summary of Costs· Regional Parks
18·Nov-02
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$45,150,000,00

$2,066,400.00

$3,892,560.00

$15,120,000.00

$739,200.00

$28,685,440.00
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Baseline Deve!oped Area P!annlng and DesIgn 12 acre $30,000.00 $360,000.00

Construction to date 4 EA $626,600.00 $2,515,200.00
Remaining Phases 0 EA $628,800.00 $0.00

TOTAL in 2002 Dollars $3,235,200,00

Kewln Park (DCRP) Land Acquisitlon 10 acre $30,000.00 $300,000.00
Baseline Developed Area Planning and Design 10 acre $30,000.00 $300,000.00

Construction to date 3 EA $524,000.00 $1,572,000.00
Remaining Phases EA $524,000.00 $524,000.00

TOTAL in 2002 Dollars $2,696,000.00

Thousand Oaks Park (OCRP) Land Acquisition 12.3 acre $30,000,00 $369,000.00
Baseline Developed Area Planning and Design 12,3 acre $30,000.00 $369,000.00

Construction to date 1 EA $644,520.00 $644,520.00
Remaining Phases 3 EA $644,520.00 $1,933,560.00

TOTAL In 2002 Dollars $3,316,060.00

Total Acres (TRRP) 398.62 acres

m
><
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»
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Summary of Costs· Community Parks
18·Nov·02
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Beyer Park land Acquisition 20 acre $120,000.00 $2.400,000.00
Baseline Developed Area Planning and Design 20 acre $30,000.00 5600,000.00

Construction to date 4 LS $2,066,000.00 $8,264,000.00
Remaining Phases 0 LS $2,066,000.00 50.00

TOTAL In 2002 Doliars $11,264,000.00

Davis Park Land Acquisition 19 acre $120,000.00 $2,280,000.00
Baseline Developed Area Planning and Design 19 acre $30,000.00 $570,000.00

Construction to date 4 LS 51,962,700.00 $7,850,800.00
Remaining Phases 0 LS $1,962,700.00 $0.00

TOTAL in 2002 Dollars S10,700,800.00

Downey Park Land Acquisition 17.5 acre $120,000.00 $2,100,000.00
Baseline Developed Area Planning and Design 17.5 acre $30,000.00 $525,000.00

Constructio'n to date 4 LS 51,807,750.00 $7,231,000.00
Remaining Phases 0 LS $1,807,750.00 $0.00

TOTAL In 2002 Dollars $9,856,000.00

Graceada Park Land Acquisition 8.4 acre $140,000.00 $1,176,000.00
Baseline Developed Are. Planning and Design B.4 acre $30,000.00 $252,000.00

Construction to date 4 LS $867,720.00 $3,470,880,00
Remaining Phases 0 LS $867,720.00 $0.00

TOTAL in 2002 Dollars $4,898,880.00

Mary E. Grogan Park Land Acquisition 46 acre $120,000.00 $5,520,000.00
future Planning and Design LS $1,210,680.00 $1,210,680.00
Planned Urbanizing Area Construction to date 0 EA $0.00 $0.00
CFF commitment shown ~ CFD not shown Remaining Phases LS $8,828,400.00 $8,828,400.00

Agricultural Buffer LS $220,000.00 $220,000.00
Street Improvements LS $1,216,000.00 $1,216,000.00

TOTAL in 2002 Doliars $16,995,080.00

Sutton Park Land Acquisition 23 acre $120,000.00 $2,760,000.00
Planned Urbanizing Area Planning and Design 23 acre $30,000.00 $690,000.00

Construction to date 0 LS $2,375,900.00 $0.00
Remaining Phases 4 LS $2,375,900.00 $9,503,600.00

TOTAL in 2002 Dollars $12,953,600.00

Town .services
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Morrow Community Park (NW)
future
Planned Urbanizing Area

TOTAL in 2002 Dollars

Vineyard Community Park (SW)
future
Planned Urbanizing Area

TOTAL in 2002 Dollars

Total Acres

Town Hall Services

Land Acquisition
Planning and Design
Construction to date
Remaining Phases

Land Acquisition
Planning and Design
Construction to date
Remaining Phases

•
40 acre
40 acre

0 LS
4 LS

40 acre
40 acre
0 lS
4 lS

213.9 acres

Page 33

$120,000.00 $4,800,000.00
$30,000.00 $1,200,000.00

$4,132,000.00 $0.00
$4,132,000.00 $16,528,000.00

$120,000.00 $4,800,000.00
$30,000.00 $1,200,000.00

$4,132,000.00 $0.00
$4,132,000.00 $16,528,000.00

•

$22,528,000.00

$22,528,000.00

January 2003
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Summary of Costs· Neighborhood Parks
1B·Nov·02

.E:x:lsITNG··NEiGHBOR.HOOt),PARKS".· n"_"i"-
;;.:"',:)": .. . -':"',,'",,:,.,

" ,,:-,

Aqueduct Park Land Acquisition 5 acre $140,000.00 $700,000.00
Baseline Developed Area Planning and Design 5 acre $30,000.00 $150,000.00

Construction to date 3 EA $250,000.00 $750,000,00
Remaining Phases 2 EA $250,000.00 $500,000.00

TOTAL In 2002 Doliars $2,100,000,00

Beard Brook Park Land Acquisition 11.5 acre $30,000.00 $345,000.00
Baseline Developed Area Planning and Design 11.5 acre $30,000.00 $345,000.00

Construction to date 5 EA $575,000,00 $2,875,000.00
Remaining Phases 0 EA $575,000.00 50.00

TOTAL in 2002 Doliars $3,565,000.00

Brewer's Rose Park Land Acquisition 9.1 acre $140,000.00 $1,274,000.00
Baseline Developed Area Planning and Design 9.1 acre $30,000,00 $273,000.00

Construction to date 3 EA $455,000.00 $1,365,000.00
Remaining Phases 2 EA $455,000,00 $910,000.00

TOTAL In 2002 Dollars $3,822,000,00

Catherine Everette Park Land Acquisition 4.6 acre $140,000.00 $644,000,00
Base!lne Developed Area Planning and Design 4,6 acre $30,000.00 $138,000.00

Construction to date 5 EA $230,000.00 $1,150,000.00
Remaining Phases 0 EA $230,000.00 $0.00

TOTAL In 2002 Dollars $1,932,000.00

Cezar E. Chavez Park Land Acquisition 6.3 acre $140,000,00 $882,000.00
Baseline Developed Area Planning and Design 6.3 acre $30,000.00 $189,000.00

Construction to date 5 EA $315,000.00 $1,575,000.00
Remaining Phases 0 EA $315,000.00 $0.00

TOTAL In 2002 Dollars $2,646,000.00

Charles M. Sharp Park Land Acquisition 6,75 acre $140,000.00 $945,000.00

Basetine Developed Area Pfanning and Design 6.75 acre $30,000.00 $202,500.00
Construction to date 1 EA $337,500,00 $337,500.00
Remaining Phases 4 EA $337,500.00 $1,350,000.00

TOTAL in 2002 Dollars $2,835,000.00
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Chysler 99 Park Land Acquisition 5.5 acre $140,000.00 $770,000.00
Baseline Developed Area Planning and Design 5.5 acre $30,000.00 $165,000.00

Construction to date 2 EA $275.000.00 $550,000.00
Remaining Phases 3 EA $275.000.00 $825,000.00

TOTAL In 2002 Dollar. $2,310,000.00

Chrysler Park Land Acquisition 6.7 acre $140,000.00 $938,000.00
Baseline Developed Area Planning and Design 6.7 acre $30,000.00 $201,000.00

Construction to date 5 EA $335,000.00 $1,675,000.00
Remaining Phases ° EA 5335,000.00 $0.00

TOTAL in 2002 Dollars $2,814,000.00

Coleman Brown Park Land Acquisition 4.9 acre $140,000.00 $686,000.00
Base!!ne Developed Area . Planning and Design 4.9 acre $30,000.00 $147,000.00

Constructlon to date 5 EA $245,000.00 $1,225,000.00
Remaining Phases ° EA $245,000.00 $0.00

TOTAL in 2002 Dollars $2,058,000,00

Creekwood Park Land Acquisition 5 acre $140,000.00 $700,000.00
m
><

Baseline Developed Area Planning and Design 5 acre $30,000.00 $150,000.00 :c
Construction to date 3 EA $250,000.00 $750.000.00 OJ
Remaining Phases 2 EA $250,000.00 $500.000.00 =1

TOTAL In 2002 Dollars $2,100,000.00 »
Eisenhut Park Land Acquisition 5 acre $140,000.00 $700,000.00
Baseline Developed Area Planning and Design 5 acre $30,000.00 $150,000.00

Construction to date 1 EA $250,000.00 $250,000.00
Remaining Phases 4 EA $250,000.00 $1,000,000.00

TOTAL In 2002 Dollars $2,100,000.00

Enslen Park Land Acquisition 8.2 acre $140,000.00 $1,148,000.00
Baseline Developed Area Planning and Des!gn 8.2 acre $30,000.00 $246,000.00

Construction to date 5 EA $410,000.00 $2,050,000.00
Remaining Phases ° EA $410,000.00 $0.00

TOTAL In 2002 Dollars $3,444,000.00

Garrison Park Land Acquisition 6.5 acre $140,000.00 $910,000.00
Baseline Developed Area Planning and Design 6.5 acre $30,000.00 $195,000.00

Construction to date 5 EA $325,000.00 $1,625,000.00
Remaining Phases ° EA $325,000.00 $0.00

TOTAL in 2002 Dollars $2,730,000.00
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Garst Road Park Land Acquisition 7 acre $140,000.00 $980,000.00
Baseline Developed Area Planning and Design 7 acre $30,000.00 $210,000.00

Construction to date 1 EA $350,000.00 $350,000.00
Remaining Phases 4 EA $350,000.00 $1,400,000.00

TOTAL In 2002 Dollars $2,940,000.00

J.M. Pike Park Land Acquisition 6.2 acre $140,000.00 $868,000.00
Baseline Developed Area Planning and Design 6.2 acre $30,000.00 $186,000.00

Construction to date 5 EA $310.000.00 $1,550,000.00
Remaining Phases 0 EA $310.000.00 $0.00

TOTAL In 2002 Dollars $2,604,000,00

John Muir Park Land Acquisition 3 acre $140.000.00 $420,000.00
Baseline Developed Area Planning and Design 3 acre $30,000.00 $90,000.00

Construction to date 1 EA $150,000.00 $150,000.00
Remaining Phases 4 EA $150,000.00 $600,000.00

TOTAL in 2002 Dollar. $1,260,000,00

m
Lakewoo"d Park Land Acquisition 5 acre $140,000.00 $700,000.00 ><:r:BaseHne Developed Area Planning and Design 5 acre $30.000.00 $150,000.00

Construction to date 5 EA $250,000.00 $1,250,000.00 OJ

Remaining Phases 0 EA $250,000.00 $0.00 -!
TOTAL in 2002 Dollars $2,100,000.00 :t>

Mark Twain Park Land Acquisition 8 acre $140.000.00 $1,120,000.00
Baseline Developed Area Planning and Design 8 acre $30,000,00 $240,000.00

Construction to date 1 EA $400,000.00 $400.000.00
Remaining Phases 4 EA $400,000.00 $1,600.000.00

TOTAL In 2002 Dollars $3,360,000.00

Marshall Park Land Acquisition 6.8 acre $140,000.00 $952,000,00
Baseline Developed Area Planning and Design 6.8 acre $30,000,00 $204,000.00

Construction to date 5 EA $340,000.00 $1,700.000.00
Remaining Phases 0 EA $340,000.00 $0.00

TOTAlln 2002 Dollars $2,856,000.00

Martone Tot lot Land Acquisition acre $140,000.00 $140,000.00
Baseline Developed Area Planning and Design acre $30,000.00 $30,000.00

Construction to date EA $50,000.00 $50,000.00
Remaining Phases 0 EA $50,000.00 $0,00

TOTAL In 2002 Dollars $220,000.00
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McKinney Colony Park Land Acquisition 5 acre $140,000.00 $700,000.00
Baseline Developed Area Planning and Design 5 acre $30,000.00 $150,000.00

Construction to date EA $250,000.00 $250,000.00
Remaining Phases 4 EA $250,000.00 $1,000,000.00

TOTAL In 2002 Dollars $2,100,000,00

Mellis Park Land Acquisition 9.4 acre $140,000.00 $1,316,000.00
Baseline Developed Area Planning and Design 9.4 acre $30,000.00 $282,000.00

Construction to date 5 EA $470,000,00 $2,350,000.00
Remaining Phases 0 EA $470,000.00 $0.00

TOTAL in 2002 Dollars $3,948,000,00

Mildred Perkins Park Land Acquisition 6.1 acre $140,000.00 $854,000,00
Baseline Developed Area Planning and Design 6.1 acre $30,000.00 $183,000.00

Construction to date 3 EA $305,000.00 $915,000.00
Remaining Phases 2 EA $305,000.00 $610,000.00

TOTAL in 2002 Doliars $2,562,000.00

Moose Park Land Acquisition 4.7 $140,000.00 $658,000.00 macre ><Baseline Developed Area Planning and Design 4.7 acre $30,000.00 $141,000.00 I
Construction to date 2 EA $235,000.00 $470,000.00 CO
Remaining Phases 3 EA $235,000.00 $705,000.00 =i

TOTAL in 2002 Dollars $1,974,000.00 »
Moran Estates Park Land Acquisition 2.7 acre $140,000,00 $378,000.00
Baseline Developed Area Planning and Design 2,7 acre $30,000.00 $81,000.00

Constructron to date 1 EA $135,000,00 $135,000,00
Remaining Phases 4 EA $135,000.00 $540,000.00

TOTAL In 2002 Dollars $1,134,000.00

Muncy Park Land Acquisition 3,7 acre $140,000.00 $518,000,00
Baseline Developed Area Planning and Design 3.7 acre $30,000,00 $111,000.00

Construction to date 4 EA $185,000.00 $740,000,00
Remaining Phases 1 EA $185,000.00 $185,000.00

TOTAL In 2002 Dollars $1,554,000.00

Orchard Park Land Acquisition 10.3 acre $140,000.00 $1,442,000,00
Baseline Developed Area Planning and Design 10,3 acre $30,000.00 $309,000.00

Construction to date 3 EA $515,000.00 $1,545,000.00
Remaining Phases 2 EA $515,000.00 $1,030,000.00

TOTAL in 2002 Dollars $4,326,000,00
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Pierre Park Land Acquisition 0.5 acre $140,000.00 $70,000.00
BaseUne Developed Area Planning and Design 0,5 acre $30,000.00 $15,000.00

Construction to date 1 EA $25,000,00 $25,000.00
Remaining Phases 0 EA $25,000.00 $0.00

TOTAL in 2002 Dollars ' $110,000.00

Ralston Towers Park Land Acquisition 0.5 acre $140,000,00 $70,000,00
Baseline Developed Area Planning and Design 0,5 acre $30,000,00 $15,000,00

Construction to date EA $25,000.00 $25,000.00
Remaining Phases 0 EA $25,000.00 $0.00

TOTAL In 2002 Dollars $110,000.00

Revard Park Land Acquisition 3.5 acre $140,000.00 $490,000.00
Baseline Developed Area Planning and Design 3.S acre $30,000.00 $10S,000,00

Construction to date 5 EA $17S,OOO.OO S875,000.00
Remaining Phases 0 EA $175,000.00 $0.00

TOTAL In 2002 Dollars $1,470,000.00

m
Riverside Park Land Acquisition 12 acre $140,000.00 $1,680,000.00 ><
Baseline Developed Area Planning and Design 12 acre $30,000.00 $360,000.00 :c

Construction to date 3 EA $600,000.00 $1,800,000.00 OJ

Remaining Phases 2 EA S600,000.00 $1,200,000.00 =1
TOTAL In 2002 Dollars $5,040,000.00 »
Robertson Road Park Land Acquisition 6.65 acre $140,000,PO $931,000.00
Baseline Developed Area Planning and Design 6,65 acre $30,000,00 $199,500,00

Construction to date 2 EA $332,500.00 $665,000,00
Remaining Phases 3 EA $332,SOO.00 $997,500.00

TOTAL In 2002 Dollars $2,793,000.00

Roosevelt Park Land Acquisition 8.5 acre $140,000.00 $1,190,000.00
Baseline Developed Area Planning and Design 8.5 acre $30,000.00 $255,000.00

Construction to date 5 EA $425,000.00 $2,125,000.00
Remaining Phases 0 EA $425,000.00 $0.00

TOTAL In 2002 Dollars $3,570,000,00

Rose Avenue Park Land Acquisition 4.5 acre $140,000.00 $630,000.00
Baseline Developed Area Planning and Design 4.5 acre $30,000.00 $135,000.00

Construction to date 5 EA $225,000.00 $1,125,000.00
Remaining Phases 0 EA $225,000.00 $0.00

TOTAL in 2002 Dollars $1,890,000.00

Jaa2003
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Sherwood Park Land Acquisition 6.6 acre $140,000.00 $924,000.00
Baseline Deve!oped Area Planning and Design 6.6 acre $30,000.00 $198,000.00

Construction to date 5 EA $330,000.00 $1,650,000.00
Remaining Phases 0 EA $330,000.00 $0.00

TOTAL In 2002 Dollars $2,772,000,00

Sipherd Park Land Acquisition 5.6 acre $140,000,00 $784,000.00
BaseHne Developed Area Planning and Design 5.6 acre $30,000.00 $168,000.00

Construction to date 5 EA $280,000.00 $1,400,000.00
Remaining Phases 0 EA $280,000.00 $0.00

TOTAL in 2002 DoHars $2,352,000,00

Sonoma Park Land Acquisition 4,9 acre $140,000,00 $686,000.00
Baseline Developed Area Planning and Design 4,9 acre $30,000,00 $147,000.00

Construction to date 5 EA $245,000.00 $1,225,000,00
Remaining Phases 0 EA $245,000.00 $0.00

TOTAL In 2002 Dollars $2,056,000,00

m
Standiford Park Land Acquisition 4.9 acre $140,000,00 $686,000,00 ><
Baseline Developed Area Planning and Design 4.9 acre $30,000.00 $147,000.00 ::r:

Construction to date 5 EA $245,000.00 $1,225,000.00 OJ
Remaining Phases 0 EA $245,000.00 $0.00 -i

TOTAL In 2002 Dollars $2,056,000,00 »
Stockard Coffee Park Land Acquisition 5 acre $140,000,00 $700,000.00
Baseline Developed Area Pfannlng and DeSign 5 acre $30,000,00 $150,000.00

Conslruction to date EA $250,000.00 $250,000.00
Remaining Phases 4 EA $250,000.00 $1,000,000.00

TOTAL In 2002 DoII.rs $2,100,000,00

Sutter Park Land Acquisition 3.9 acre $140,000,00 $546,000.00
Baseline Developed Area Planning and DeSign 3.9 acre $30,000,00 $117,000.00

Construction to date 4 EA $195,000.00 $780,000.00
Remaining Phases EA $195,000.00 $195,000.00

TOTAL in 2002 Dollars $1,638,000.00

Sylvan Park Land Acquisition 5.2 acre $140,000.00 $728,000.00
Baseline Developed Area Planning and Design 5.2 acre $30,000.00 $156,000.00

Construction to date 5 EA $260,000.00 $1,300,000.00
Remaining Phases 0 EA $260,000.00 $0.00

TOTAL in 2002 Dollars $2,184,000,00
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T,B, Scott Park Land Acquisition 4,5 acre $140,000.00 $630.000.00

Baseline Developed Area Planning and Design 4.5 acre $30,000.00 $135,000.00

Construction to date 4 EA $225,000.00 $900,000.00

Remaining Phases EA $225,000.00 $225,000.00
TOTAL In 2002 Dollars $1,890,000.00

Wesson Ranch Park Land Acquisition 9.3 acre $140,000.00 $1,302,000.00

Baseline Developed Area Planning and Design 9.3 acre $30,000,00 $279,000.00
Construction to date 4 EA $465,000.00 $1,860,000.00
Remaining Phases 1 EA $465,000.00 $465,000.00

TOTAL In 2002 Dollars $3,906,000.00

Whitmore Park Land Acquisition 5.4 acre $140,000.00 $756,000.00
Baseline Developed Area Planning and Design 5.4 acre $30,000.00 $162,000.00

Construction to date 4 EA $270,000.00 $1,080,000.00
Remaining Phases EA $270,000.00 $270,000,00

TOTAL In 2002 Dollars $2,268,000.00

m
Woodrow Park Land Acquisition 5.1 acre $140,000.00 $714,000.00 ><
8asellne Developed Area Planning and Design 5.1 acre $30,000.00 $153,000.00 :::c

Construction to date 4 EA $255,000.00 $1,020,000.00 OJ

Remaining Phases EA $255,000.00 $255,000.00 --I
TOTAL In 2002 Dollars $2,142,000.00 »

pLANNED NEIGHSORH06[) PARKS .';":,;/ ,«~";~~n>"" -

Claus Park Land Acquisition 7 acre $140,000.00 $980,000.00
Planned Urbanizing Area future parI< Planning and Design 7 acre $30,000.00 $210,000.00

Construction to date 0 EA $350,000.00 $0.00
Remaining Phases 5 EA $350,000.00 $1,750,000.00

TOTAL In 2002 Dollars $2,940,000.00

Coffee~Claratina Park Land Acqulsiiion 7.5 acre $140,000.00 $1,050,000.00
Planned Urbanizing Area future park Planning and DeSign 7.5 acre $30,000.00 $225,000.00

Construction to date 0 EA $375,000.00 $0.00
Remaining Phases 5 EA $375,000.00 $1,875,000.00

TOTAL In 2002 Dollars $3,150,000.00

Fairway Park Land Acquisition 5 acre $140,000.00 $700,000.00
Baseline Developed Area future park Planning and Design 5 acre $30,000.00 $150,000.00

Construction to date 0 EA $250,000.00 $0.00
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Remaining Phases 5 EA $250,000.00 $1,250,000.00

TOTAL in 2002 DOilars $2,100,000,00

Mer!e Park Land Acquisition 7 acre $140,000.00 $980,000.00
Planned Urbanizing Area future park Planning and Design 7 acre $30,000.00 $210,000.00

Construction to date 0 EA $350,000.00 $0,00
Remaining Phases 5 EA $350,000.00 $1,750,000.00

TOTAL In 2002 Dollar. $2,940,000,00

Orville Wright Park Land Acquisition 3.8 acre $140,000.00 $532,000.00
Baseline Developed Area future park Planning and Design 3.8 acre $30,000.00 $114,000.00

ConstrUct!on to date 0 EA $285,000.00 $0.00
Remaining Phases 5 EA $285,000,00 $1,425,000.00

TOTAL in 2002 Dollars $2,071,000,00

Ustach Park Land Acquisition 9 acre $140,000,00 $1,280,000.00
Planned Urbanizing Area future park Planning and Design 9 acre $30,000.00 $270,000.00

Construction to dale 0 EA $450,000.00 $0.00
Remaining Phases 5 EA $450,000.00 $2,250,000.00

mTOTAL in 2002 Dollars $3,7BO,000,00 ><:r:
Morrow Park Area (56) Land Acquisition 7 acre $140,000.00 $980,000.00 OJ
Planned Urbanizing Area future park Planning and Design 7 acre $30,000.00 $210,000.00 -i

Construction to date ° EA $350,000.00 $0.00 ~
Remaining Phases 5 EA $350,000.00 $1,750,000.00

TOTAL in 2002 Dollars $2,940,000,00

Stanislaus Park Area (57) Land Acquisiflon 7 acre $140,000.00 $980,000.00
Planned UrbanIzing Area future park Planning and DeSign 7 acre $30,000,00 $210,000.00

Construction to date 0 EA $350,000.00 $0.00
Remaining Phases 5 EA $350,000,00 $1,750,000.00

TOTAL in 2002 Dollars $2,940,000,00

Kiernan Park Area (58) Land Acquisition 7 acre $140,000.00 $980,000,00
Planned Urbanizing Area future park Planning and DeSign 7 acre $30,000.00 $210,000,00

Construction to date 0 EA $350,000,00 $0,00
Remaining Phases 5 EA $350,000.00 $1,750,000.00

TOTAL In 2002 Dollars $2,940,000,00

Claribel Park Area (59) Land Acquisition 7 acre $140,000.00 $980,000.00
Planned Urbanizing Area future park Planning and Design 7 acre $30,000.00 $210,000.00

Construction to date 0 EA $350,000.00 $0.00
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Remafning Phases 5 EA $350,000.00 $1,750,000.00
TOTAL In 2002 Doliars $2,940,000,00

Hetch·Hetchy Park Area (60) Land AcquIsition 7 acre $140,000.00 $980,000.00
Planned Urbanizing Area future park planning and Design 7 acre S30,000.00 $210,000.00

Construction to date 0 EA $350,000.00 $0.00
Remaining Phases 5 EA $350,000.00 $1,750,000.00

TOTAL In 2002 Doliars $2,940,000.00

Oakdale Park Area (61) Land Acquisition 7 acre $140,000.00 $980,000.00
Planned Urbanizing Area future park Planning and Design 7 acre $30,000.00 S210,000.00

Construction to date 0 EA $350,000.00 SO.OO
Remaining Phases 5 EA $350,000.00 $1.750,000.00

TOTAL in 2002 Dollars $2,940,000.00

PlainvIew Park Area (63) Land Acquisition 7 acre $140,000.00 $980,000.00
Planned Urbanizing Area future park Planning and Design 7 acre $30,000.00 $210,000.00

Construction to date 0 EA $350,000.00 $0.00
Remaining Phases 5 EA S350,000.00 $1,750.000.00 mTOTAL In 2002 Doliars $2,940,000.00 X

I
Mabel Park Area (62) Land Acquisition 7 acre $140,000.00 $980,000.00 CD
Planned UrbanizIng Area future park Planning and Design 7 acre $30,000.00 $210,000.00 =1

Construction to date 0 EA $350,000.00 SO.OO »
Remaining Phases 5 EA $350,000.00 $1,750,000.00

TOTAL In 2002 Dollars $2,940,000.00

Santa Fe Park Area (64) Land Acquisition 7 acre $140,000.00 $980,000.00
Planned Urbanizing Area future park Planning and Design 7 acre $30,000.00 $210,000.00

Construction to date 0 EA $350,000.00 $0.00
Remaining Phases 5 EA $350.000.00 $1,750,000.00

TOTAL in 2002 DOUars $2,940,000.00

Lakewood East Park Area (72) Land Acquisition 7 acre $140,000.00 $980,000.00
Planned Urbanizing Area future park Planning and Design 7 acre $30,000.00 $210.000.00

Construction to date 0 EA $350,000.00 $0.00
Remaining Phases 5 EA $350,000.00 $1,750.000.00

TOTAL In 2002 Dollars $2,940,000.00

Empire East Park Area (69) Land AcquIsition 7 acre $140,000.00 $980,000.00
Planned Urbanizing Area future park Planning and Design 7 acre $30,000.00 $210,000.00

Construction to date 0 EA $350,000.00 $0.00
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Remaining Phases 5 EA $350,000.00 $1,750,000.00

TOTAL in 2002 Dollars $2,940,000.00

Gallo Park Area (47) Land Acquisition 7 acre $140,000.00 S980,000.00
Planned Urbanizing Area future park Planning and Design 7 acre $30,000,00 S210,000.00

Construction to date 0 EA $350,000.00 SO.OO
Remaining Phases 5 EA $350,000.00 $1,750,000.00

TOTAL In 2002 Dollars $2,940,000.00

Shackleford Park Area (39) Land Acquisition 1 acre S140,000.00 S980,000.oO
Planned Urbanizing Area future park Planning and Design 7 acre $30,000.00 S210,000.00

Construction to date 0 EA $350,000.00 $0.00
Remaining Phases 5 EA $350,000.00 $1,750,000.00

TOTAL in 2002 Dollars $2,940,000.00

Brete Harte Park Area (38) Land Acqulsltlon 7 acre S140,000.00 S980,000.00
Planned Urbanizing Area future park Planning and Design 7 acre S30,000,00 S210,000.00

Construction to date 0 EA S350,000.00 $0.00
Remaining Phases 5 EA S350,000.00 $1,750.000.00 mTOTAL In 2002 Dollars $2,940,000,00 ><::r:

Fairview Park Area (37) Land Acquisition 7 acre $140.000,00 S980,000.00 IJJ
Planned Urbanizing Area future park Planning and DeSign 7 acre $30.000.00 S210,000.00 -I

Construction to date 0 EA $350,000.00 $0.00 »
Remaining Phases 5 EA S350,000.00 $1,750,000.00

TOTAL in 2002 Dollars $2,940,000,00

Paradise West Park Area (33) Land Acquisition 7 acre $140,000.00 $980,000,00
Planned Urbanizing Area future park Planning and Design 7 acre $30,000.00 S210,000.00

Construction to date ° EA $350,000.00 $0.00
Remaining Phases 5 EA S350,000,00 $1,750,000.00

TOTAL In 2002 Dollars $2,940,000,00

Vineyard Park Area (30) Land Acquisition 7 acre $140,000.00 $980.000.00
Planned Urbanizing Area futUre park Planning and Design 7 acre $30,000.00 $210,000.00

Construction to date ° EA $350,000,00 SO,OO
Remaining Phases 5 EA $350.000.00 $1.750,000.00

TOTAL In 2002 Dollars $2,940,000.00

Maze-Wren Park Area (29) Land Acquisition 7 acre $140.000,00 $980,000.00
Planned Urbanizing Area future park Planning and Design 7 acre $30.000.00 $210.000.00

Construction to date 0 EA $350,000.00 $0.00
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Remaining Phases 5
TOTAL \n 2002 Dollars

West Maze Park Area (2B) Land Acquisition 7
Planned Urbanlz!ng Area future park Planning and Design 7

Construction to date °Remaining Phases 5
TOTAL In 2002 Dollars

College West Park Area (4B) Land Acquisition 7
Planned Urbanizing Area future park Planning and Design 7

Construction to date °Remaining Phases 5
TOTAL In 2002 Dollars

Total Acres of Future Development 439,8

Town.Services

EA $350,000,00

acre $140,000,00
acre $30,000,00
EA $350,000,00
EA $350,000,00

acre $140,000,00
acre S30,000,00
EA $350,000,00
EA S350,000,00

acres

$1,750,000,00

$980,000,00
$210,000,00

$0,00
$1,750,000,00

S980,000,00
$210,000,00

SO,OO
S1,750,000,00

$2,940,000,00

$2,940,000,00

$2,940,000,00

Jan.2003
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•
Summary of Costs· Sports Complex

18·Nov.o2

•
:~am'~::~;:~:~;;;~~9]'T'Z~i!/:'~~t:?f8~W~~~,;:t{:~~Bt1~m?>:~~fA~qu'i~ltlo~2~G';J!#;,:~~~~f~~~ff~I[q~~i'g'Q~;:JTfhase'~~f:';'~D7~~;-:t:Osu4~'if~;'

Sports Complex Sytem Land Acquisition 110 acre $120,000.00
future Planning and Design 110 acre $30,000.00

Construction to date 0 LS $11,286,000.00
Remaining Phases 5 LS $11,286,000.00

TOTAL In 2002 Dollars

Total Acres 110 acres
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$13,200,000.00
$3,300,000.00

$0,00
$56,430,000.00

•

$72,930,000.00
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Summary of Costs - Community Centers
18·Nov.(}2

Name Expenditure Design Phase CosVUnit Sub·Total Total
Boy Scout Clubhouse Value 2635 SF $160,00 $421,600,00
Constructed
TOTAL In 2002 Dollars 5421,600,00

American legion Hall Value 13673 SF $160,00 52,187,680,00
Constructed 1952
TOTAL In 2002 Dollars $2,187,680,00

Recreation Office Building Value 2520 SF $160,00 $403,200,00
TOTAL In 2002 Dollars $403,200,00

Senior Center Value 10145 SF $160,00 $1,623,200.00
Constructed 1968
TOTAL in 2002 Dollars $1,623,200,00

m
Maddux Youth Center Value 9451 SF $160,00 $1,512,160,00 ><
Constructed 1952 Planning and Design (future) 9451 SF $57,75 $545,795,25 :r:

Construction Estimate (future) 9451 SF $165,00 $1,559,415,00 OJ

TOTAL In 2002 Dollars $3,617,370.25
...,
»

King/Kennedy Multl~use Center Value 9583 SF $160,00 $1,533,280.00
Constructed 1969 Planning and DeSign (future) 1200 SF 557.75 $69,300.00

Construction Estimate (future) 1200 SF $165,00 $198,000,00
TOTAL in 2002 Dollars $1,800,580,00

Modesto Westside Service Center Planning and Design (future) 5175 SF $57.75 $298,856,25
To be constructed 2004 Construction Estmate (future) 5175 SF $165,00 $853,875,00
TOTAL In 2002 Dollars $1,152,731,25

Modesto Community Service Center Value 14760 SF $160,00 $2,361,600,00
Constructed 1923 Planning and Des!gn (future) 14760 SF $57,75 $852,390.00
to be reconstructed in future Construction Estmate (future) 14760 SF $165,00 $2,435,400.00
TOTAL In 2002 Dollars $5,649,390,00

Tea House Value 1600 SF $160,00 $256,000,00

TOTAL In 2002 Dollar. $256,000,00
TOTAL $17,111,751,50

Town.services



•
Summary of Costs· Historical Buildings

18·Nov·02
Name

McClure Country Place
Constructed 1881
Remodeled 1940's

Future development to include

conference facUity

TOTAL In 2002 Dollars

TOTAL

Town Hall Services

Expenditure

Value
Land Acquisition
Planning and OesJgn (future)

Construction Est. (future)
Small Structures (future)

Large Structures (future)

.,

Design Phase

4000 SF
18 acre
18 acre
18 LS
30 EA
6 EA

Page 47

CosVUnit

$250.00
$120,000.00

$30,000.00
$300,000.00
$120,000.00
$750,000.00

Sub·Total

$2,160,000.00
$540,000.00

$5,400,000.00
$3,600,000.00
$4,500,000.00

Total

$16,200,000,00

$16,200,000.00
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REGIONAL PARK COST BRAKEDOWN
Note: All prices are given In 2002 dorlars
Land acquisition: Average cost of $30,OOO/acre in the 100 year flood zone, $120,QOO/acre for large parcel and $140,OOOlacre for small parcel aeq.
Planning and Design: Average costs for planning, design, engineering, citywide overhead and staff costs are $30,000 per acre
~onstructlon to date: LS =Lump sum ¥ this value calculated on a per park basis
Remaining Phases: LS =Lump Sum - this!s the estimated value of future construction costs to complete these projects
Regional Parks are to be constructed In phases divided as follows:
Regional Parks Phases:
Phase I project st~rt up, rough grading, restoration, trails, electrical Work
Phase II site preparation, grading, drainage, concrete and masonry, irrigation system, roads, shaded picnic area{s), landscaping, oH+street park'mg, security

lighting, restrooms, signage

Phase fB site furniture, play areas, specialized lighting

Phase IV support structures ~ specialty structures

CIP: costs listed below represent an avg. cost per component per acre.

Phase

II
II
II
II
II
II
II
II
II
II
II
II
II

III
III

Park CIP Component:
project start up
rough grading
restoration

trails
electricat work

PHASE I TOTAL

site prep

grading
drainage
concrete and masonry

irrigation system
asphaulVconcrete work ~ road
shaded picnic are8(s)

landscaping

asphaulVconcrete work - 2 acre parking lot
security lighting
restrooms
signage
fencing and waUs

PHASE II TOTAL

site furniture
play areas

Town_services

Each park varies in number and type of unit, which will aHect overall costs.

Cost per acre
$2,625.00
$8,000.00
$6,500.00
$5,500.00

$10,075.00
$32,700.00

$4,468.50
$6,356.25

$11,548.75
$8,731.25

$31,915.00
$17,155.00
$12,675.00
$17,147.50

$8,925.00
$3,625.00

. $3,000.00
$2,000.00
$9,500.00

$137,047.25

$8,303.75
$3,146.25

Average Life
Span of Unit

30 years
30 years

30 years
30 years
30 years

30 years

30 years
10 years
30 years
30 years
10 years
30 years
20 years
30 years
30 years

10 years
20 years

Jan.2003



•
III

IV
IV

Additional
Additional
Additional

•
specialized lighting· staging $5,000,00

PHAS E III TOTAL $16,450,00

out buildings $12,500,00

survey/geotech $2,500,00

PHASE IV TOTAL $15,000.00

TOTAL ALL PHASES $201,197.25

Average cost per phase $50,299.31

ADDITONAL SPECIALIZED FEATURES· TO BE INSTALLED IN PHASE IV
Interpretive center (TRRP)
Dam Removal (TRRP)
bridge (DCRP)

TRRP COSTS
(x40%)
Average cost per phase (TRRP) (40% contrib.)

DCRP COSTS
Average cost per phase (OCRP)

$150,000,00
$8,750,00

$16,250,00

$359,947,25
$143,978,90

$35,994,73

$209,947,25
$52,486,81

30 years

30 years
30 years

30 years

80 years

TYPICAL REGIONAL PARK COST ESTIMATE· 40 ACRE PARK· WI ALLOWANCeS FOR POTENTIAL EXISTING CONDITIONS

PHASE I

PHASE I

PHASE I

DESCRIPTION

PROJECT START UP
Bonding and Mobilization
Tree Protection (allowance)
Stormwater Pollution Measures (allowance)
SUB TOTAL PROJECT START UP

ROUGH GRADING
Clearing & Grubbing
Rough Grading balance CuVfiU (aUowance)
SUB TOTAL ROUGH GRADING

RESTORATION
soils analysis, prep and planting
SUB TOTAL RESTORATION

Town Hall Services

QTY UNIT

1 LS
50 EACH

1 LS

40 ACRE
40 ACRE

40 ACRE

Page 49

UNIT COST TOTAL COLUMN TOTAL

$75,000,00 $75,000.00
$500,00 $25,000,00

$5,000,00 $5,000,00
$105,000.00

$3,000,00 $120,000,00
$5,000,00 $200,000.00

$320,000.00

$6,500,00 $260,000,00
$260,000,00

..

COST PER ACRE

cost per acre
$2,625,00

cost per acre
$B,OOO,OO

cost per acre
$6,500,00

January 2003



TRAILS

rough out trail alignment 40 ACRE $1,000,00 $40,000,00
fine grade trails· 80000 SF $0,25 $20,000,00
Dec. Granite trails 80000 SF $2,00 $160,000,00 cost per acre

PHASE I SUB TOTAL TRAILS $220,000,00 $5,500,00

ELECTRICAL WORK
Traffic Signals (average allowance) 1 EA $250,000,00 $250,000,00
Electlrcal Pane! Box (service cabinet) 1 EA 52,500,00 52,500,00
Electrical Conduit 7500 LF $15,00 $112,500,00
Streetlight Electrolier 5 EA 56,000,00 $30,000,00
#3 1/2 PuHbox 40 EA $125,00 55,000,00
#5 Interconnect Pullbox 15 EA $200,00 $3,000,00 cost per acre

PHASE I SUBTOTAL ELECTRICAL WORK 5403,000,00 $10,075,00

SITE PREPARATION
Demolition of Trees (average 10") 50 EACH $500,00 525,000,00
Removal of Turf & Groundcover (5 acre allowance) 217,800 SF 50,30 $65,340,00 m
Demolition of Chain LInk Fence (5 acre aHowance) 5000 LF $3,00 $15,000,00 ><

IRelocation of Trees (average 10") (allowance) 5 EACH $1,500,00 $7,500,00
CllDemo of !rrlg. Heads/Laterals (5 acre allowance) 5 ACRE $1,000,00 $5,000,00
-IDemolition of P.C.C, Curb & Gutter (allowance) 5000 LF $2,50 $12,500,00 »SawcuUing of P,C,C, Pavement (4") (allowance) 2000 LF $1,50 $3,000,00

Removal of Tree Stumps (allowance) 50 EACH $150,00 $7,500,00
Removal of SoH ($1K1Day Min.) (allowance) 200 CY $7,00 $1,400,00
Removal of Storm Inlet or Manhole (allowance) 5 EACH $700,00 $3,500,00
Remova! of Storm Drain Pipe (allowance) 1000 LF $20,00 $20,000,00
Project Construction Sign (allowance) 2 EACH $1,500,00 $3,000,00
Traffic Control (allowance) 1 LS $10,000,00 $10,000,00 cost per acre

PHASE II SUBTOTAL SITE PREPARATION $176,740,00 $4,466,50

GRADING

Grading/Earthwork (>5 acres) 40 ACRE $5,000,00 $200,000,00
FIne Grading Only (allow 5 acres) 217000 SF $0,25 $54,250,00 cost per acre

PHASE II SUBTOTAL GRADING $254,250,00 $6,356,25

DRAINAGE
Storm Laterals (12" RCP,) 7000 LF $15,00 $105,000,00
Sanitary Laterals (4" V.C.P.) 2000 LF $8,00 $16,000,00
Sanitary Laterals (6" V.C.P. in street) 600 LF $60,00 $36,000,00
Storm Inlets (24" dia.) 20 EA $1,000,00 $20,000,00

Town.services
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Storm Inlets (play areas) 6 EA $1,200.00 $7,200.00
Hooded Inlet 5 EA $1,100.00 $5,500.00
Street Cuts (average 40' to 50') 2 EA $1,500.00 $3,000.00
Manholes (up to 7' depth) 5 EA $2,000.00 $10,000.00
Jack and Bore under Streets (allowance) 50 LF $75.00 $3,750.00
Roadway Excavation (allowance) 50 LF $25.00 $1,250.00 cost per acre

PHASE II SUBTOTAL DRAINAGE $461,950,00 $11,546.75

CONCRETE/MASONRY
PCC Walkways (3-1/2") 30000 SF $3.25 $97,500.00
PCC Paving (6") 7000 SF $4.50 $31,500.00
PCC Paving w/lnlegral Color (3-1/2") 2000 SF $5.00 $10,000.00
PCC Curb & Gutter 6000 LF $15.00 $90,000.00
PCC Mowband (8") 3000 LF $9.00 $27,000.00
PCC Separator Band (6") 1500 LF $7.00 $10,500.00
Sitllng Walls (12" X 17" high) 2000 LF $25.00 $50,000.00
Sign Wall (12" X 42" high wlleUers) 30 LF $150.00 $4,500.00
Wheelchair Ramp 5 EA $800.00 $4,000.00
Brick Pavers on pee Base & Mortar 1000 SF $16.25 $16,250.00 m
Concrete Bus Loading Pad (6" X 10' X 50') 1 EA $6,000.00 $6,000.00 cost per acre ><

PHASE" SUBTOTAL CONCRETE/MASONRY $349,250,00 $8,731.25 :J:
OJ

IRRIGATION -i
Irrigation of Turf Areas >3 Acres 30 AC $23,000.00 $690,000.00 »
Irrigation of Small Turf Areas 217000 SF $1.30 $282,100.00
Irrigation Groundcover Areas 100000 SF $1.60 $160,000.00
Irrigation Median Islands (typical allowance) 5000 SF $2.25 $11,250.00
Tree Bubblers (aHawanee) 200 EA $50.00 $10,000.00
Class 3151rrlgallon Main (4") 5000 LF $10.50 $52,500.00
Strainer 1 EA $1,500.00 $1,500.00
Backflow Prevention Unit 1 EA $2,300.00 $2,300.00
Controller 1 EA $15.000.00 $15,000.00
Controller Housing 1 EA $2,000.00 $2,000.00
Quick Coupler Valves 30 EA $80.00 $2,400.00
Remote Control Valves 50 EA $200.00 $10,000.00
Potable Water Line (2N) 1000 LF $4.00 $4,000.00
Quick Coupler Une (1-1/2") 3000 LF $3.75 $11,250.00
BFP Cage (>2-112") 1 EA $2,300.00 $2,300.00
Well (allowance) 1 EA $20,000.00 $20,000.00 cost per acre

PHASE II SUBTOTAL IRRIGATION $1,276,600.00 $31,915.00

ASPHALT-CONCRETE WORK - ROAD
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AC Paving (6") 200000 SF $3.20 $640,000.00
Striping 20000 LF $1.50 $30,000.00
"Petromat" (large areas) 18000 SY $0,90 $16,200.00 cost per acre

PHASE II SUBTOTAL ASPHALT-CONCRETE WORK· ROAD $686,200.00 $17,155.00

SHADED PICNIC AREA
Gazebo (3600 sq, ft,) 1 SF $180,000.00 $180,000,00
Picnic Table Shelter (120 sq. ft,) 20 EA $15,000.00 $300,000.00
Pads for Large Gazebo 3600 SF $4.50 $16,200.00
Pads for Table shelters 2400 SF $4.50 $10,800.00 cost per acre

PHASE II SUBTOTAL SHADED PICNIC AREA $507,000,00 $12,675.00

LANDSCAPING
Tree· 24" Box 20 EA $300.00 $6,000.00
Tree ~ 15 Gallon SOO EA $100.00 $50,000.00
Shrub - 15 Gallon 300 EA $50,00 $15,000.00
Shrub· 5 Gatlon 400 EA $30.00 $12,000.00
Shrub· 1 Gallon 400 EA $12,00 $4,800.00
Groundcover· 1 GaUon 400 EA $1.50 $600.00 m
Turf· Seeded 30 AC $6,000.00 $180,000,00 ><
Turf - Seeded (small areas) 200000 SF $0.20 $40,000.00 :r:
Soil Preparation 35 AC $2,500.00 $87,500.00 OJ

Soli Preparation (sma!! areas) 200000 SF $0,20 $40,000.00 -i
Imported Topsoil (allowance) 50000 CY $5.00 $250,000,00 cost per acre »

PHASE II SUBTOTAL LANDSCAPING $685,900,00 $17,147.50

ASPHALT·CONCRETE WORK· PARKING LOT· 2 ACRES
AC paving (6") 100000 SF $3.20 $320,000,00
Parking Lot Striping 50000 LF $0.40 $20,000.00
Wheel Stops 200 EA $40.00 $8,000.00
MPetromat" (large areas) 10000 SY $0,90 $9,000,00 cost per acre

PHASE II SUBTOTAL ASPHALT-CONCRETE WORK· PARKING LOT $357,000.00 $8,925.00

SECURITY LIGHTING
Security Lighting Fixtures (20' high) 15 EA $4,000.00 $60,000.00
Parking Lot LIghting Doubte Luminaire (20' hIgh) 10 EA $8,500.00 $85,000.00 cost per acre

PKASE II SUBTOTAL SECURITY liGHTING $145,000.00 $3,625.00

RESTROOMS
Fairview Series 2 LS $60,000.00 $120,000.00 cost per acre

PHASE II SUBTOTAL RESTROOMS $120,000.00 $3,000.00
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SIGNAGE
Signage Package 1 LS $80,000.00 $80,000.00 cost per acre

PHASE II SUBTOTAL SIGNAGE $80,000.00 $2,000.00

FENCING & WALLS
Chain LInk Fencing w/black Vinyl Coating (6') 10000 LF $18.00 $180,000.00
Wrought Iron Fencing (6') 1000 LF $40.00 $40,000.00
Temporary Construction Fence 10000 LF $6.50 $65,000.00
Concrete Block WaH (6' high) (aHowance) 1000 LF $65.00 $65,000.00
Concrete Block seat wall wi cap 1000 LF $30.00 $30,000.00 cost per acre

PHASE 11 SUBTOTAL FENCING & WALLS $380,000,00 $9,500,00

SITE FURNITURE/MISCELLANEOUS
Picnic Table ("Form") 80 EA $1,500.00 $120,000.00
Barbecue Unit ("Iron Min. Forge~) 40 EA $1,000,00 $40,000,00

Bench wlBack ("Victor Sianley" or "DuMor") 50 EA $1,000.00 $50,000,00
Drinking Founta!n 5 EA $2,500.00 $12,500.00
Removable Bollard 8 EA $800.00 $6,400.00
Bicycle Rack ("Pipeline") 3 EA $750.00 $2,250,00 m
Landscape Boulder 25 EA $200.00 $5,000.00 ><
Barbecue Area Counter Block Wafls 300 CF $45.00 $13,500.00 :r:
River·Washed Cobble (4" dia.) 5000 SF $6.00 $30,000.00 OJ
Trash Receptacle 50 EA $750.00 $37,500.00 --l
Steel Edging 5000 LF $3.00 $15,000.00 cost per acre >

PHASE III SUBTOTAL SITE FURNITURE $332,150,00 $8,303,75

PLAY AREAS

Sand for Play Area 200 CY $10.00 $2.000.00
"Fibar" 2500 SF $4.50 $11,250.00
Decomposed Granite Paving (CaUf. Gold Fines) 12000 SF $2,00 $24,000.00
Resllienl Rubber Surface (w/PCC base) 400 SF $16.50 $6,600.00
Horseshoe Pits (set of 2 each) 2 SET $6,000.00 $12,000,00
Play Apparatus 1 LS $70,000,00 $70,000,00 cost per acre

PHASE III SUBTOTAL PLAY AREAS $125,850,00 $3,146.25

SPECIALIZED LIGHTING
"Specialized Ughting allowance 1 LS $200.000.00 $200,000.00 cost per acre

PHASE III SUBTOTAL SPECIALIZED LIGHTING $200,000,00 $5,000,00

OUT BUILDINGS
Out building allowance 1 LS $500,000.00 $500,000.00 cost per acre

PHASE IV SUBTOTAL OUT BUILDINGS $500,000,00 $12,500.00
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SURVEY/GEOTECH
Survey/geotech allowance 1 LS $100,000.00 $100,000.00 cast per acre

PHASE IV SUBTOTAL SURVEY/GEOTECH $100,000.00 $2,500.00

BRIDGE
Bridge Allowance 1 LS $350,000.00 $650,000.00 cost per acre

DCRP SUBTOTAL BRIGDE $650,000.00 $16,250.00

INTERPRETIVE CENTER
Interperetlve center allowance 1 LS $6,000,000.00 $6,000,000.00 cost per acre

TRRP SUBTOTAL INTERPRETIVE CENTER $6,000,000.00 $150,000.00

DENNET DAM REMOVAL
Dennet Dam Removal allowance 1 LS $350,000.00 $350,000.00 cost per acre

TRRP SUBTOTAL DEN NET DAM REMOVAL $350,000.00 $8,750.00

m
# acres total maint. Average Life X

MAINTENANCE EQUIPMENT Cost per unit per unit area # units required equipment cost Span of Unit I

mower $76,000.00 100 7 0,07 $5,320.00 5 years OJ

mechanics van $40.000.00 50 7 0.14 $5,600.00 10 years -1
mechanics equipment $10,000.00 50 7 0.14 $1,400.00 8 years »
crew cab $35,000.00 40 7 0.18 $6,125.00 10 years
1 ton dump truck $35,000.00 100 7 0.07 $2,450.00 10 years
trash compactor $50,000.00 400 7 0.02 $875.00 15 years
pick up & !raHer $30,000.00 100 7 0.Q7 $2,100.00 1.0 years
pick up $25,000.00 25 7 0.28 $7,000.00 10 years
Total Cost for one time maintenance equIpment expenditure $30,870.00



•
COMMUNITY PARK COST BRAKEDOWN
Note: All prices are given In 2002 dollars

•
Land acquisition: Average cost of $30,OOO/acre in the 100 year flood zone, $120,OOO/scre for large parcel and $140,QOO/acre for small parcel seq,

Planning and Design: Average costs for planning, design, engineering, citywide overhead and staff costs are $30,000 per acre

Construct/on to date: LS :. Lump sum ~ this value calculated on a per park basis

Remaining Phases: LS = Lump Sum ~ this Is the estimated value of future construction costs to complete these projects

Community Parks are to be constructed in phases divided as follows:

Construction Phases:

Phase I project start up, rough grading, electrical work, site preparation, grading, drainage, concrete and masonry, irrlgaflon, road war!<, landscaping, parking
lot, security lighting, restrooms, fencing and walls

Phase II
Phase II/
Phase IV

signage, shaded picnic area(s), site furniture, playareas, athletic court and field lighting, out buHdings, survey/geotech

Aquatics Center
Community Center (approx. 15,000 sq, ft, structure)

C!P: costs listed below represent an avg, cost per component per acre, Each park varies in number and type of unit, which will affect overall costs.

Ph... Park CIP Component:
! project start up

rough grading
electrical work

athletic fields

game courts
site prep

grading

drainage

concrete and masonry

irrigation system

asphaultlconcrete work· road
landscaping

asphaultlconcrete work· 2 acre parking lot

security lighting

restrooms

fencing and walls

TOTAL PHASE I

\I signage

11 shaded picnic area(s)

Town Hall Services

Average Life

Cost per acre Span of Unit

$2,000.00

$7,000.00

$10,075.00 30 years

$64,150.00 5 years

$8,750.00 5 years

$435.00 30 years

$1,356.25 30 years

$6,548.75 30 years

$8,731.25 30 years

$24,687.50 30 years

$17,155.00 10 years

$10,272.50 30 years

$8,925.00 10 years

$3,625.00 30 years

$3,000.00 20 years

$9,500.00 30 years

$186,211.25

$2,000.00 30 years

$6,459.00 30 years
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II site furniture $3,546.25 10 years
II play areas $2,846.25 20 years

II athletic field and game court lighting $46,250.00 30 years

II out bulldings $12,500.00 30 years
II survey/geotech $2,500.00 30 years

TOTAL PHASE II $76,101.50

III aquatics center $90,750.00 30 years

TOTAL PHASE III $90,750.00

IV community center $60.500.00 30 years

TOTAL PHASE IV $60,500.00

TOTAL ALL PHASES $413,562.75

Average cost per phase $103,390.69

TYPICAL COMMUNITY PARK COST ESTIMATE· 40 ACRE PARK· WI ALLOWANCES FOR POTENTIAL EXISTING CONDITIONS

PHASE I

PHASE I

DESCRIPTION

PROJECT START UP

Bonding and Mobilization

Stormwater Pollution Measures (allowance)

SUB TOTAL PROJECT START UP

ROUGH GRADING

Clearing & Grubbing
Rough Grading balance CuVfill (allowance)
SUB TOTAL ROUGH GRADING

ELECTRICAL WORK

Traffic Signals (average allowance)

Electircal Panel Box (servjce cabinet)

Town.services

QTY

1 LS

1 LS

UNIT

40 ACRE

40 ACRE

1 EA

1 EA

UNIT COST TOTAL COLUMN TOTAL COST PER ACRE

$75,000.00 $75,000.00

$5,000.00 $5,000.00 cost per acre
$80,000.00 $2,000,00

$2,000.00 $80,000.00

$5.000.00 $200,000.00 cost per acre

$280,000.00 $7,000.00

$250,000.00 $250,000.00

$2,500.00 $2,500.00

m
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Electrical Condu'lt 7500 LF $15.00 $112,500.00

SfreeWght Electrotier 5 EA $6,000,00 $30,000,00

#3 1/2 Pullbox 40 EA $125.00 $5,000,00

#5 Interconnect Pullbox 15 EA $200,00 $3,000,00 cost per acre

PHASE I SUBTOTAL ELECTRICAL WORK $403,000,00 $10,075,00

ATHLETIC FIELDS

Soccer field ~ turf 5 EA $250,000,00 $1,250,000,00

Baseball/softball fields 2 $250,000,00 $500,000.00

Baseball backstop apparatus 2 $40,000,00 $80,000.00

Bleachers 16 $6,000,00 $96,000.00

Scoreboards 8 $5,000.00 $40,000.00

synthetic turf field w soccer $600,000.00 $600,000,00 cost per acre

PHASE I SUB TOTAL ATHLETIC FIELDS $2,566,000.00 $64,150.00

GAME COURTS

Tennis with net and fencing 2 EA $55,000,00 $110,000,00 m
Basketball with hoops and standards 2 $50,000,00 $100,000,00 ><:::c
Volleyball - hard surtace 2 $40,000,00 $80,000,00 05
Volleyball - soft surface 1 $12,000.00 $12,000,00 -I
Horseshoe pits 8 $6,000,00 $48,000.00 cost per acre »

PHASE I SUB TOTAL GAME COURT $350,000.00 $6,750.00

SITE PREPARATION

Sawcuttlng of P,C.C. Pavement (4") (allowance) 2000 LF $1.50 $3,000,00

Removal of Soil ($1K1Day Min.) (allowance) 200 CY $7,00 $1,400,00

Project Construction Sign (allowance) 2 EACH $1,500,00 $3,000,00

Traffic Control (allowance) 1 LS $10,000,00 $10,000.00 cost per acre
PHASE I SUBTOTAL SITE PREPARATION $17,400.00 $435.00

GRAOING

Fine Grading Only (aUow 5 acres) 217000 SF $0.25 $54,250.00 cost per acre

PHASE I SUBTOTAL GRADING $54,250,00 $1,356.25

DRAINAGE

Storm Laterals (12" RC,P.) 7000 LF $15,00 $105.000.00

Sanitary Laterals (4" V.C.P,) 2000 LF S8,00 $16,000,00
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Sanitary Laterals (6" V.C.P. in street) 600 LF $60.00 $36,000.00
Storm Inlets (24" dia,) 20 EA $1,000.00 $20,000.00
Storm Inlets (play areas) 6 EA $1,200.00 $7,200.00
Hooded Inlet 5 EA $1,100.00 $5,500.00
Street Cuts (average 40' to 60') 2 EA $1,500.00 $3,000.00
Manholes (up to 7' depth) 5 EA $2,000.00 $10,000,00
Jack and Bore under Streets (allowance) 50 LF $75.00 $3,750.00
Roadway Excavation (allowance) 50 LF $25.00 $1,250.00 cost per acre

PHASE I SUBTOTAL DRAINAGE $261,950,00 $6,548,75

CONCRETE/MASONRY

PCC Walkways (3-1/2") 30000 SF $3.25 $97,500.00
PCC Paving (6") 7000 SF $4.50 $31,500.00
PCC Paving wI Integra! Color (3-1f2") 2000 SF 55.00 $10,000.00
PCC Curb & Gutter 6000 LF $15,00 $90,000.00
PCC Mowband (8") 3000 LF $9.00 $27,000,00
PCC Separator Band (6") 1500 LF $7.00 $10,500,00 m

XSitting Walls (12" X 17" high) 2000 LF $25.00 $50,000.00 :r
Sign Wall (12" X 42" high wlletters) 30 LF $150.00 $4,500.00 OJ
Wheelchair Ramp 5 EA $800.00 $4,000.00 -I
Brick Pavers on PCC Base & Mortar 1000 SF $16.25 $16,250.00 »
Concrete Bus Loading Pad (8" X 10' X 50') 1 EA S8,000,00 $8,000.00 cost per acre

PHASE I SUBTOTAL CONCRETE/MASONRY 5349,250,00 $8,731.25

IRRIGATION

Irrigation of Turf Areas >3 Acres 30 AC $23,000,00 $690,000.00
Irrigation Groundcover Areas 100000 SF $1.60 $160,000.00
Irrigation Median Islands (typical allowance) 5000 SF $2.25 $11,250,00
Tree Bubblers (allowance) 60 EA $50,00 $3,000.00
Class 315 Irrigation Main (4") 5000 LF $10,50 $52,500,00
Strainer 1 EA $1,500.00 $1,500.00
Backflow Prevenllon Unit 1 EA $2,300.00 $2,300.00
Controller 1 EA $15,000.00 $15,000.00
Controller Housing 1 EA $2,000,00 $2,000.00
Quick Coupler Valves 30 EA $80.00 $2,400.00
Remote Control Valves 50 EA $200.00 $10,000.00
Potable Water Line (2") 1000 LF $4.00 $4,000.00
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Quick Coupler Line (1·1/2") 3000 LF $3.75 $11,250.00

BFP Cage (>2-1/2") 1 EA $2,300.00 $2,300.00

Well (aHowance) 1 EA $20,000.00 $20,000.00 cost per acre
PHASE I SUBTOTAL IRRIGATION , $987,500.00 $24,687.50

ASPHALT-CONCRETE WORK - ROAO

AC Paving (6') 200000 SF $3.20 $640,000.00

Striping 20000 LF $1.50 $30,000.00

"Petromat" (large areas) 18000 SY $0.90 $16,200.00 cost per acre
PHASE I SUBTOTAL ASPHALT.cONCRETE WORK· ROAD $686,200.00 $17,155.00

LANDSCAPING

Tree ~ 15 Gallon 120 EA $100.00 $12,000.00

Shrub ~ 15 Gallon 200 EA $50.00 $10,000.00

Shrub ~ 5 Gallon 200 EA $30.00 $6,000.00

Shrub - 1 Gallon 400 EA $12.00 $4,800.00

Groundcover· 1 Gallon 400 EA $1.50 $600.00 m
Soil Preparation 35 AC $2,500.00 $87,500.00 ><:::r
Soli Preparation (small areas) 200000 SF $0.20 $40,000.00 CO
Imported Topsoil (allowance) 50000 CY $5.00 $250,000.00 cost per acre =i

PHASE I SUBTOTAL LANDSCAPING $410,900.00 $10,272.50 »
ASPHALT-CONCRETE WORK - PARKING LOT - 2 ACRES

AC Paving (6") 100000 SF $3.20 $320,000.00

Parking Lot Striping 50000 LF $0.40 $20,000.00

Wheel Stops 200 EA $40.00 $8,000.00

"Petromat" (large areas) 10000 SY $0.90 $9.000.00 cost per acre
PHASE I SUBTOTAL ASPHALT.cONCRETE WORK - PARKING LOT $357,000.00 $8,925.00

SECURITY LIGHTING

Security Lighting Fixtures (20' high) 15 EA $4,000.00 $60,000.00

Park.lng Lot LIghting Double Luminaire (20' high) 10 EA S8.500.00 $85,000.00 cost per acre
PHASE I SUBTOTAL SECURITY LIGHTING $145,000.00 $3,625.00

RESTROOMS

Fairview Series 2 LS $60,000.00 $120,000.00 cost per acre

PHASE I SUBTOTAL RESTROOMS $120,000.00 $3,000.00
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FENCING & WALLS

Chain LInk Fencing w/black Vinyl Coating (6') 10000 LF $18.00 $180,000.00
Wrought Iron Fencing (6') 1000 LF $40.00 $40,000.00
Temporary Construction Fence 10000 LF $6.S0 $65,000.00
Concrete Siock Wall (6' high) (allowance) 1000 LF $6S.00 $65,000.00
Concrete Block seat wall wI cap 1000 LF $30.00 $30,000,00 cost per acre

PHASE I SUBTOTAL FENCING & WALLS $380,000,00 $9,500,00

SIGNAGE

Signage Package 1 LS $80,000.00 $80,000.00 cost per acre
PHASE II SUBTOTAL SIGNAGE $80,000.00 $2,000,00

SHADED PICNIC AREA

Gazebo (3600 sq. ft,) 1 SF $180,000.00 $180,000.00
Picnic Table Shelter (120 sq, ft, ) 4 EA $1S,000.00 $60,000.00
Pads for Large Gazebo 3600 SF 54.50 $16,200,00 m

XPads for Table shelters 480 SF $4,SO $2,160,00 cost per acre ::r::
PHASE II SUBTOTAL SHADED PICNIC AREA $258,360,00 $6,459.00 55

~
SITE FURNITURE/MISCELLANEOUS »
Picnic Table ("Form") 10 EA $1,500.00 $1S,000.00
Bench w/Back (~Victor Stanley" or "DuMor") 20 EA $1,000.00 $20,000.00
Drinking Fountain SEA $2,500.00 $12,SOO.00
Removable Bollard 12 EA $800.00 $9,600.00
Bicycle Rack ("PipeUne") 3 EA $7S0.00 $2,2S0.00
RlverwWashed Cobble (4" dia.) SOOO SF $6.00 $30,000.00
Trash Receptacle SO EA $7S0.00 $37,500.00
Steet Edging 5000 LF $3.00 $15,000.00

PHASE II SUBTOTAL SITE FURNITURE $141,850,00 $3,546,25

PLAY AREAS

Sand for Play Area 200 CY $10.00 $2,000.00
"Fibar" 2500 SF $4.50 $11,250.00
Decomposed GranIte Paving (Calif. Go!d Fines) 12000 SF. $2.00 $24,000.00
Resment Rubber Surface (w/PCC base) 400 SF $16.50 $6,600.00
Play Apparatus 1 LS $70,000.00 $70,000.00 cost per acre
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PHASE I! SUBTOTAL PLAY AREAS $113,850,00 $2,846,25

ATHLETIC FIELD AND GAME COURT LIGHTING

Soccer field lighting 20 LS $55,000,00 $1,100,000,00 cost per acre

Game court IIghling 10 LS $75,000,00 $750,000,00

PHASE I! SUBTOTAL ATHLETIC FIELD AND GAME COURT LIGHTING $1,850,000,00 $46,250,00

OUT BUILDINGS

Out bullding allowance 1 LS $500,000,00 $500,000,00 cost per acre

PHASE II SUBTOTAL OUT BUILDINGS $500,000,00 $12,500,00

SURVEY/GEOTECH

Survey/geotech allowance 1 LS $100,000,00 $100,000,00 cost per acre

PHASE II SUBTOTAL SURVEY/GEOTECH $100,000,00 $2,500,00

AQUATICS CENTER

Aquatics center allowance 1 LS $3,630,000,00 $3,630,000,00 cost per acre m
PHASE II! SUBTOTAL AQUATICS CENTER $3,630,000,00 $90,750,00 ><

I
OJ

COMMUNITY CENTER -I
Community center allowance 1 LS $2,420,000,00 $2,420,000,00 cost per aere »

PHASE IV SUBTOTAL COMMUNITY CENTER $2,420,000,00 $60,500,00
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NEIGHBORHOOD PARK COST BRAKEDOWN
Note: AU prices are given in 2002 dollars

Land acquisition: Average cost of $30,000/acre in the 100 year flood zone, $120,000/acre for large parcel and $140,000/acre for small parcet aeq.

Planning and Design; Average costs for planning, design, engineering, citywide overhead and staff costs are $30,000 per acre

Construc~lon to date: LS:: Lump sum - this value calculated on a per park basis

Remaining Phases: LS:, Lump Sum ~ this is the estimated value of future construction costs to complete these projects

Neighborhood Parks are to be constructed In phases divIded as follows:
Construction Phases:

Phase I

Site Prep, grading, drainage, paving (to include Curb, gutter and sidewalk, walks through park, bordered area for future play equipment, restroom
pad with utiHty connection to sanitary sewer, pads for benches, shade structure pad, picnic table pads, landscaping (to include turf, ground cover,
shrubs and trees), Includes utility connections, irrigation system, security lighting, drinking fountains, sile furnishings

Phase II
Phase III
Phase IV
Phase V

Play Equipment, Water Play Feature
Restroom/UUllty Building
Game Courts, Athletic Fields (if included In Master Plan)
Picnic FacUlties and Shelter

CfP: costs listed below represent an avg, cost per component per acre. Each park varIes in number and type of unit, which wi!!, affect overall costs.

Phase Park CIP Component:

project start up

rough grading

electrical work

site prep

grading

drainage

concrete and masonry

irrigation system

asphaulUconcrete work ~ road

landscaping

fencing and walls

slgnage

site furniture

IJ play areas

II water play feature

Average Life

Cost per acre Span of Unit

$5,000,00

$7,000.00

$7,710.71 30 years

$950.00 30 years

$10,892.86 30 years

$21,192.86 30 years

$11,225.00 30 years

$49.477.14 30 years

$3,980.71 10 years

$4,972.86 30 years

$24,485.71 30 years

$2,142.86 30 years

$6,200.00 10 years

$155,230.71

$11,264.29 20 years

$2,857.14

$14,121.43
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III restrooms

IV game courts
IV athletic field

V security lighting

V shaded picnic area(s)

TOTAl. AI.L PHASES

Average Cost per Phase

$8,571.43

$8,571.43

$8,857.14

$37,285.71

$46,142,86

$9,142.86

$17,451.43

$26,594,29

$250,660,71

$50,132.14

20 years

30 years
30 years

NEIGHBORHOOD PARK COST ESTIMATE· 7 ACRE PARK SITE. WI ALLOWANCES FOR POTENTIAL EXISTING CONDITIONS

PHASE I

PHASE I

PHASE I

DESCRIPTION

PROJECT START UP

Bonding and Mob1l!zatlon
Stormwater Pollution Measures (allowance)
SUB TOTAL PROJECT START UP

ROUGH GRADING

Clearing & Grubbing
Rough Grading balance CuUfiU (allowance)

SUB TOTAL ROUGH GRADING

ELECTRICAL WORK

Electircal Panel Box (service cabinet)

Electrical Conduit

Streetlight Electrolier

#3112 Pullbox

Town Hall Services

QTY

1 LS

1 LS

UNIT

7 ACRE

7 ACRE

1 EA

2000 LF

3 EA

15 EA

Page 63

UNIT COST

$30,000,00

$5,000.00

$2,000.00

$5,000.00

$2,500.00

$15.00

$6,000.00

$125.00

TOTAl.

$30,000,00

$5,000.00

$14,000.00

$35,000,00

$2,500.00

$30,000.00

$18,000.00

$1,875.00

COLUMN TOTAL

$35,000,00

$49,000.00

COST PER ACRE

cost per acre
$5,000,00

cost per acre

$7,000.00
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#5 Interconnect PuHbox 8 EA $200.00 $1,600.00 cost per acre
SUBTOTAL ELECTRICALWORK $53,975.00 $7,710.71

PHASE I SITE PREPARATION

Sawcutting of P,C.C. Pavement (4") (allowance) 500 LF $1.50 $750.00
Removal of Soli ($1K1Day Min.) (allowance) 200 CY $7.00 $1,400.00
Project Construction SIgn (allowance) 1 EACH $1,500.00 $1,500,00
Traffic Control (allowance) 1 LS $3,000.00 S3,000.00 cost per acre
SUBTOTAL SITE PREPARATION $6,650.00 $950.00

PHASE I GRADING

Fine Gradi~g Only 305000 SF $0.25 S76,250.00 cost per acre
SUBTOTAL GRADING $76,250.00 $10,B92.B6

PHASE I DRAINAGE

Siorm Lalerals (12" R.C.P.) 2500 LF $15.00 $37,500.00
Sanitary Laterals (4" V.C.P.) 300 LF SB.OO $2,400.00 m

><Sapitary Laterals (6" V.C.P. in street) 200 LF S60.00 $12,000.00 :c
Storm Inlets (24" dia.) 6 EA $1,000.00 $6,000.00 OJ
Storm Inlets (play areas) 2 EA $1,200.00 $2,400.00 =i
Hooded Inlet 3 EA $1,100.00 $3,300.00 »
Street Culs (average 40' 10 60') 1 EA $1,500.00 $1,500.00
Manholes (up 10 7' deplh) 1 EA $2,000.00 $2,000.00
Jack and Bore under Streets (allowance) 50 LF $75.00 $3,750.00
Roadway Excavation (allowance) 50 LF $25.00 $1,250.00 cost per acre
SUBTOTAL DRAINAGE $14B,350.00 $21,192.86

PHASE I CONCRETE/MASONRY

PCC Walkways (3-1/2") 4000 SF $3.25 $13,000.00
PCC Paving (6") 500 SF $4.50 $2,250.00
PCC Curb & Gutter 2000 LF $15.00 $30,000.00
PCC Mowband (B") 1500 LF $9.00 $13,500.00
PCC Separalor Band (6") 400 LF $7.00 $2,800.00
Sitting Walls (12" X 17" high) 80 LF $25.00 $2,000.00
Sign Wall (12" X 42" high wlletlers) 30 LF $150.00 $4,500.00
Wheelchair Ramp 3 EA $800.00 $2,400.00
Brick Pavers on pee Base & Mortar SOO SF $16.25 $8,125.00 cost per acre
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SUBTOTAL CONCRETE/MASONRY $78,575.00 $11,225.00

PHASE I IRRIGATION

Irrigation of Turf Areas 5 AC $23,000.00 $115.000.00
Irrigation ShrubfGroundcover Areas 96000 SF $1.60 $153,600.00
Tree Bubblers (allowance) 120 EA $50.00 $6.000.00
Class 315 Irrigation Main (4") 2000 LF $10.50 $21.000.00
Strainer 1 EA $1.500.00 $1,500.00
Backflow Prevention Unit 1 EA $2,300.00 $2.300.00
Contro!ier 1 EA $7,500.00 $7.500.00
Controller Housing 1 EA $2,000.00 $2,000.00
Quick Coupler Valves 8 EA $80.00 $640.00
Remote Control Valves 25 EA $200.00 $5.000.00
Potable Water Line (2") 500 LF $4.00 $2.000.00
Quick Coupler Line {1·1/2"} 2000 LF $3.75 $7,500.00
BFP Cage (>2-1/2") 1 EA $2.300.00 $2,300.00
Well (allowance) 1 EA $20,000.00 $20,000.00 cost per acre m
SUBTOTAL IRRIGATION $346,340.00 $49,477.14 ><:r:

OJPHASE I ASPHALT-CONCRETE WORK - ROAD
-I

AC Paving (6") 8000 SF $3.20 $25,600.00 »
Striping 1000 LF $1.50 $1,500.00
"Petromat" (large areas) 850 SY $0.90 $765.00 cost per acre
SUBTOTAL ASPHALT-CONCRETE WORK - ROAD $27,865.00 $3,980.71

PHASE I LANDSCAPING

Tree - 15 Gallon 120 EA $100.00 $12.000.00
Shrub - 15 Gallon 30 EA $50.00 $1.500.00
Shrub - 5 Gallon 75 EA $30.00 $2,250.00
Shrub· 1 Gallon 120 EA $12.00 $1,440.00
Groundcover. 1 Gallon 80 EA $1.50 $120.00
Soil Preparation 7 AC $2.500.00 $17,500.00 cost per acre
SUBTOTAL LANDSCAPING $34,810.00 $4,972.86

PHASE I FENCING & WALLS

Chain Link Fencing w/black Vinyl Coating (6') 800 LF $18.00 $14,400.00

Wrought Iron Fencing (6') 1000 LF $40.00 $40.000.00
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Temporary Construction Fence 3000 LF $6.S0 $19,SOO,00

Concrete Block Wall (6' high) (allowance) 1S00 LF $6S.00 $97,SOO.00 cost per acre

SUBTOTAL FENCING & WALLS $171,400.00 $24,48S.71

PHASE I SIGNAGE

Signage Package 1 LS $1S,000.00 $1S,000.00 cost per acre

SUBTOTAL SIGNAGE $15,000,00 $2,142,66

PHASE I SITE FURNITURE/MISCELLANEOUS

Picnic Table rForm~) 8 EA $1,500.00 512,000.00

Bench w/Back ("Victor Stanley" or "OuMor") 8 EA $1,000.00 $8,000.00

Drinking Fountain 2 EA $2,SOO.00 $S,OOO.OO

Removable BoBard 8 EA $800.00 56,400,00

Bicycle Rack ("Pipeline") 2 EA $7S0,00 $1,500,00

Trash Receptacle 10 EA $750.00 $7,500.00

Steel Edging 1000 LF $3.00 $3,000.00 cost per acre

SUBTOTAL SITE FURNITURE $43,400.00 $6,200,00 m
><::r:

PHASE II PLAY AREAS OJ
Sand for Play Area 100 CY $10.00 $1,000.00 =1
"Flbar» 2S00 SF $4.50 $11,250.00 »
Resilient Rubber Surface (w/PCC base) 400 SF $16,SO $6,600.00

Play Apparatus 1 LS 560,000.00 $60,000,00 cost per acre
SUBTOTAL PLAY AREAS $78,8S0,00 $11,264,29

PHASE II WATER PLAY FEATURE

Water play feature allowance 1 LS $20,000.00 $20,000.00 cost per acre
SUBTOTAL WATER PLAY FEATURE $20,000,00 $2,857.14

PHASE III RESTROOMS

Fairview Series 1 LS $60,000,00 $60,000.00 cost per acre
SUBTOTAL RESTROOMS $60,000.00 $8,571.43

PHASE IV GAME COURTS

Basketball with hoops and center standard $SO,OOO.OO $SO,OOO.OO

Volleyball * soft surface $12,000.00 $12,000.00 cost per acre
SUB TOTAL GAME COURT $62,000.00 $8,857.14
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PHASE IV ATHLETIC FIELDS

Athletic field 1 EA $250,000.00 $250,000.00

B!eachers $6,000,00 $6,000,00

Scoreboards $5,000,00 $5,000,00 cost per acre

SUB TOTAL ATHLETIC FIELDS $261,000,00 $37,285,71

PHASE V SECURITY LIGHTING

Security Lighting Fixtures (16' acorn) 8 EA $8,000,00 $64,000,00 cost per acre
SUBTOTAL SECURITY LIGHTING $64,000,00 $9,142,86

PHASE V SHADED PICNtC AREA

Picnic Table Shelter (120 sq, ft,) 8 EA $15,000,00 $120,000,00

Pads for Table shelters 480 SF $4,50 $2,160,00 cost per acre
SUBTOTAL SHADED PICNIC AREA $122,180,00 $17,451.43

m
X
I
CO
-I
»
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SPORTS COMPLEX COST BRAKEDOWN
Note: All prices are given in 2002 doHars

Land acquisition: Average cost of $30,000/acre in the 100 year flood zone, $120,000/acre for large parcel and $140,000/acre for sma!! parcel acq.

Planning and Design: Average costs for planning, design, engineering, citywide overhead and staff costs are $30,000 per acre

Construction to date: LS::: Lump sum ~ this value calculated on a per park basis

Remaining Phases: LS:::: Lump Sum ~ this is the estimated value of future construction costs to complete these projects

The Sports Complex Is to be constructed in phases divided as follows:
Construction Phases:

Phase I project start up, rough grading, electrical work, site preparation, grading, drainage, concrete and masonry, Irrigation, road work, landscaping, parking
lot, security lighting, restrooms, fencing and wans

Phase II
Phase III
Phase IV

signage, shaded picnic area(s), site furniture, playareas, athletic court and field lighting, out buildings, survey/geolech
Aquatics Center

Indoor Sports Center (approx. 15,000 sq. ft. structure)

C!P: costs listed below represent an avg. cost per component per acre. Each park varies in number and type of unit, which will affect overaH costs.

Phase Park CIP Component:

I project start up

rough grading

electrical work

athletic fields

game courts

site prep

grading

drainage

concrete and masonry

irrigation system

asphaultlconcrete work ~ road

landscaping

asphaulVconcrete work· 2 acre parking lot
security lighting

reslrooms

fencing and waifs

TOTAL PHASE I

II slgnage

It shaded picnic area{s)

Town_services

Cost per acre

$2,000.00

$7,000.00

$10,075.00

$64,150.00
$8.750,00

$435,00

$1.356.25

$6.548,75

$8,731.25

$24.687.50

$17.155,00

$10.272.50

$8.925.00

$3.625.00
$3.000.00

$9.500.00
$186.211.25

$2,000.00

$3,459,00

Plll8

Average Life

Span of Unit

30 years

5 years

5 years

30 years

30 years

30 years

30 years

30 years

10 years

30 years

10 years

30 years

20 years

30 years

30 years

30 years
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II site furniture $3,546,25 10 years

II play areas $2,846,25 20 years

II athletic field and game court lighting $46,250,00 30 years
II out buildings $12,500,00 30 years
II survey/geotech $2,500,00 30 years

TOTAL ~HASE II $73,101,50

III aquatics center $90,750,00 30 years

TOTAL PHASE III $90,750,00

IV community center $60,500,00 30 years

TOTAL PHASE,IV $60,500,00

TOTAL ALL PHASES $410,562,75

Average cost per phase $102,640,69

SPORTS COMPLEX COST ESTIMATE. 40 ACRE PARK SITE· WI ALLOWANCES FOR POTENTIAL EXISTING CONDITIONS

PHASE I

PHASE I

DESCRIPTION

PROJECT START UP

Bonding and Mobilization

Stormwater Pollution Measures {allowance}
SUB TOTAL PROJECT START UP

ROUGH GRADING

Clearing & Grubbing
Rough Grading balance CuUfiU (allowance)
SUB TOTAL ROUGH GRADING

ELECTRICAL WORK

Traffic Signals (average arrowance)

Electircal Panel Box (service cabinet)

Electrical Conduit

Streetlight Electroller

#3 112 Pullbox

Town Hall Services

CTY

1 LS

1 LS

UNIT

40 ACRE

40 ACRE

1 EA

1 EA

7500 LF

5 EA

40 EA

Page 69

UNIT COST TOTAL COLUMN TOTAL

$75,000,00 $75,000,00

$5,000,00 $5,000,00

$80,000,00

$2,000,00 $80,000,00

$5,000,00 $200,000,00

$280,000.00

$250,000,00 $250,000,00

$2,500,00 $2,500,00

$15,00 $112,500,00

$6,000,00 $30,000,00

$125,00 $5,000,00

-

COST PER ACRE

cost per acre

$2,000.00

cost per acre

$7,000,00
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#5 Inlerconnect Pullbox 15 EA $200.00 $3,000.00 cost per acre

PHASE I SUBTOTAL ELECTRICAL WORK $403,000.00 $10,075.00

ATHLETIC FIELDS
Soccer field· turf 5 EA $250,000.00 $1,250,000.00

Baseball/softball fields 2 $250,000.00 $500,000.00

Basebalf backstop apparatus 2 $40,000.00 $80,000.00

Bleachers 16 56,000.00 $96,000.00

Scoreboards 8 55,000.00 540,000.00

synthetic turf field· soccer $600,000.00 $600,000.00 cost per acre

PHASE I SUB TOTAL ATHLETIC FIELDS $2,566,000.00 $64,150.00

GAME COURTS

Tennis with net and fencing 2 EA 555,000.00 5110,000.00

Basketball wllh hoops and standards 2 $50,000.00 $100,000.00

Volleyball" hard surface 2 $40,000.00 $80,000.00

Volleyball - soft surface 1 $12,000.00 512,000.00 m
><

Horseshoe pits 8 56,000.00 548,000.00 cost per acre ::c
PHASE I SUB TOTAL GAME COURT $350,000.00 S8,750.00 OJ

-1
SITE PREPARATION »
Sawcutting of P,C,C. Pavement (4") (allowance) 2000 LF $1.50 $3,000.00

Removal of Soil ($1K1Day Min.) (a!!owance) 200 CY $7.00 51,400.00

Project Construction Sign (allowance) 2 EACH $1,500.00 $3,000.00

Traffic Control (allowance) 1 LS $10,000.00 510,000.00 cost per acre

PHASE I SUBTOTAL SITE PREPARATION $17,400.00 $435.00

GRADING
Fine Grading Only (allow 5 acres) 217000 SF $0.25 $54,250.00 cost per acre

PHASE I SUBTOTAL GRADING $54,250.00 $1,356.25

DRAINAGE
Storm Laterals (12" R.C'p.) 7000 LF 515.00 $105.000.00

Sanitary Laterals (4" V.C.P.) 2000 LF $8.00 $16,000.00

Sanitary Laterals (6" V,CP. in street) 600 LF $60.00 536.000.00

Storm Inlets (24" dia.) 20 EA $1.000.00 $20.000.00

Storm !nlets (play areas) 6 EA $1,200.00 $7,200.00



., ..
Hooded Inlet 5 EA $1,100.00 $5,500.00

Street Cuts (average 40' to 60') 2 EA $1,500.00 $3,000.00

Manholes (up to 7' depth) 5 EA $2,000.00 $10,000.00

Jack and Bore under Streets (allowance) 50 LF $75.00 $3.750.00

Roadway Excavation (allowance) 50 LF $25.00 $1,250.00 cost per acre
PHASE I SUBTOTAL DRAINAGE $261,950.00 $6,548.75

CONCRETE/MASONRY

pce Walkways (3-112") 30000 SF $3.25 $97,500.00

PCC Paving (6") 7000 SF $4.50 $31,500.00

pee Paving wi Integra! Color (3~1/2") 2000 SF $5.00 $10,000.00

pee Curb & Gutter 6000 LF $15.00 $90,000.00

PCC Mowband (8") 3000 LF $9.00 $27,000.00

PCC Separator Band (6") 1500 LF $7.00 $10,500.00

Silting Wails (12" X 17" high) 2000 LF $25.00 $50,000.00

Sign Wall (12" X 42" high w/lelters) 30 LF $150.00 $4,500.00

Wheelchair Ramp 5 EA $800.00 $4,000.00 m
Brick Pavers on pee Base & Mortar 1000 SF $16.25 $16,250.00 ><:c:
Concrete Bus Loading Pad (8" X 10' X 50') 1 EA $8,000.00 $8,000.00 cost per acre OJ

PHASE I SUBTOTAL CONCRETE/MASONRY $349,250_00 $8,731.25 --I
~

IRRIGATION

Irrigation of Turf Areas >3 Acres 30 AC $23,000.00 $690,000.00

Irrigation Gr:oundcover Areas 100000 SF $1.60 $160,000.00

Irrigation Median Islands (typical allowance) 5000 SF $2.25 $11,250.00

Tree Bubblers (allowance) 60 EA $50.00 $3,000.00
Class 315 Irrigation Main (4~) 5000 LF $10.50 $52,500.00

Strainer 1 EA $1,500.00 $1,500.00

Backflow Prevention Unit 1 EA $2,300.00 $2,300.00

Controller 1 EA $15,000.00 $15,000.00

Controller Housing 1 EA $2,000.00 $2,000.00

Quick Coupler Valves 30 EA $80.00 $2,400.00

Remote Control Valves 50 EA $200.00 $10,000.00

Potable Water Une (2") 1000 LF $4.00 $4,000.00

Quick Coupler Une (1-1/2") 3000 LF $3.75 $11,250.00

BFP Cage (>2-112") 1 EA $2,300.00 $2,300.00

WeU (allowance) 1 EA $20.000.00 $20,000.00 cost per acre
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PHASE I SUBTOTAL IRRIGATION $987,500.00 $24,687.50

ASPHALT·CONCRETE WORK· ROAD

AC Paving (6") 200000 SF $3.20 $640.000.00

Striping 20000 LF $1.50 $30,000.00

"Petromal" (large areas) 18000 SY $0.90 $16,200.00 cost per acre
PHASE I SUBTOTAL ASPHALT·CONCRETE WORK· ROAD $686,200.00 $17,155.00

LANDSCAPING
Tree ~ 15 Gallon 120 EA $100.00 $12,000.00

Shrub ¥ 15 Gallon 200 EA $50.00 $10,000.00
Shrub - 5 GaUon 200 EA $30.00 $6.000.00

Shrub· 1 Gallon 400 EA $12.00 $4.800.00

Groundcover - 1 Gallon 400 EA $1.50 $600.00

Soil Preparation 35 AC $2,500.00 $87,500.00

Soil Preparation (small areas) 200000 SF $0.20 $40,000.00

Imported Topsoil (allowance) 50000 CY $5.00 $250,000.00 cost per acre m
><

PHASE I SUBTOTAL LANDSCAPING $410,900.00 $10,272.50 :c
OJ

ASPHALT·CONCRETE WORK· PARKING LOT. 2 ACRES -1

AC Paving (6") 100000 SF $3.20 $320,000.00 »
Parkfng Lot Striping 50000 LF $0.40 $20,000.00

Wheel Stops 200 EA $40.00 $8.000.00

"Petromae (large areas) 10000 SY $0.90 $9.000.00 cost per acre

PHASE I SUBTOTAL ASPHALT·CONCRETE WORK· PARKING LOT 5357,000.00 $8,925.00

SECURITY LIGHTING

Security Lighting Fixtures (20' high) 15 EA $4,000.00 $60,000.00

Parking Lot Lighting Double LUminaire (20' high) 10 EA $8,500.00 $85,000.00 cost per acre

PHASE I SUBTOTAL SECURITY LIGHTING $145,000.00 $3,625.00

RESTROOMS
Fairview Series 2 LS $60.000.00 $120.000.00 cost per acre

PHASE I SUBTOTAL RESTROOMS $120,000.00 $3,000.00

FENCING & WALLS

Chain Unk Fencing w/black Vinyl Coating (6') 10000 LF $18.00 $180,000.00
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Wrought Iron Fencing (6') 1000 LF $40.00 $40,000,00

Temporary Construction Fence 10000 LF $6.50 $65,000.00

Concrete Block Wall (6' high) (allowance) 1000 LF $65.00 $65,000.00

Concrete Block seat wall wI cap 1000 LF $30.00 $30,000.00 cost per acre
PHASE I SUBTOTAL FENCING & WALLS $380,000,00 $9.500,00

SIGNAGE

Slgnage Package 1 LS $80,000.00 $80.000.00 cost per acre
PHASE II SUBTOTAL SIGNAGE $80.000,00 $2.000.00

SHADED PICNIC AREA

Picnic Table Shelter (120 sq. ft.) 8 EA $15,000.00 $120.000.00

Pads for Large Gazebo 3600 SF $4.50 $16,200.00

Pads for Table shelters 480 SF $4,50 $2.160.00 cost per acre
PHASE II SUBTOTAL SHADED PICNIC AREA $138.360,00 $3.459,00

SITE FURNITURE/MISCELLANEOUS m
Picnic Table ("FormH) 10 EA $1.500,00 $15,000,00 ><:r:
Bench w/Back ("Victor Stanley" or "DuMor") 20 EA $1,000.00 $20,000.00 00
Drinking Fountain 5 EA $2,500,00 $12,500,00 -I
Removable Sollard 12 EA $800,00 $9.600.00 »
Bicycle Rack ("Pipeline") 3 EA $750.00 $2,250.00

Rlver.Washed Cobble (4" dla.) 5000 SF $6,00 $30,000.00

Trash Receptacle 50 EA $750.00 $37,500.00

Steel Edging 5000 LF $3.00 $15,000.00
PHASE II SUBTOTAL SITE FURNITURE $141.850,00 $3.546,25

PLAY AREAS

Sand for Play Area 200 CY $10,00 $2,000.00
"Fibar~ 2500 SF $4.50 $11,250.00

Decomposed Granite Paving (CaUf. Gold Fines) 12000 SF $2.00 $24.000.00

ResHlent Rubber Surface (wfPCC base) 400 SF $16.50 $6,600.00

Play Apparatus 1 LS $70,000,00 $70,000.00 cost p'er acre
PHASE II SUBTOTAL PLAY AREAS $113.850,00 $2.846.25

ATHLETIC FIELD AND GAME COURT LIGHTING

Soccer field lighting 20 LS $55,000.00 $1,100,000.00 cost per acre
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Game court Ughting 10 LS $75,000.00 $750,000,00

PHASE II SUBTOTAL ATHLETIC FIELD AND GAME COURT LIGHTING $1,850,000.00 $46,250.00

OUT BUILDINGS

Out building allowance 1 LS $500,000.00 $500.000.00 cost per acre
PHASE II SUBTOTAL OUT BUILDINGS $500,000.00 $12,500.00

SURVEY/GEOTECH

Survey/geotech allowance 1 LS $100,000.00 $100,000.00 cost per acre
PHASE II SUBTOTAL SURVEYIGEOTECH $100,000.00 $2,500.00

AQUATICS CENTER

Aquatics center allowance 1 LS $3,630,000.00 $3,630,000.00 cost per acre
PHASE III SUBTOTAL AQUATICS CENTER $3,630,000.00 $90,750.00

INDOOR SPORTS CENTER

Indoor Sports Center allowance 1 LS $2,420,000.00 $2,420,000.00 cost per acre m
><PHASE IV SUBTOTAL INDOOR SPORTS CENTER $2,420,000.00 $60,500.00 I
OJ
=i
»
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EXHIBIT A

City of Modesto CFF Update Parks and Recreation

Community Facilities Fee Update

Decision Package

Parks Department

eFE Item Discussion Policy Decision

1. Historical
Buildings

Revise standard to
include McOure
Country Place as
Parks System Capital
Facilities.

2. Land Cost

Revise to $30,000 per
acrefor land in 100
yearflood zone;jor
land outsideflood
zone, revise costs to
$120,000peracrefor
communitypark land
and $140,000per acre
for neighborhoodpark
land andsmaller
parcels.

Town Hall Services

Buildings of Historical Interest provide and identity, cultural 0 Approve
outlet, educational resource and beautification to the City
of Modesto. They host a large number of events, both 0 Disapprove
public and private.

The City is endeavoring to restore the McClure Country
Place and adjoining acreage to a point of utilization for the
citizenry of Modesto.

The current CFF funding policy for the McClure Country
Place does not exist. Funding has come from The
Museum Society, several community based groups, and
parks funds. This funding has been extremely inadequate
for the current needs of the system. In order to meet the
needs of the current and proposed historical restoration
process, the current policy must be changed to allow for
CFF fees to contribute to the existing system, as well as
future restoration efforts

The cost of land outside the 1OO-year flood zone is
currently estimated to be between $120,000 and
$140,000 per acre. Economies of scale are assumed for
larger parcels such as community parks. Recent land
purchases by the Parks Department suggest that this
figure may be conservative.

The cost of the Gateway parcel of the Tuolumne River
Regional Park was $24,000 per acre. The Gomes
Road acquisition was $40,000 per acre. These
properties are in the flood plain, and reflect an average
of about $30,000 per acre.

Page 75

o Modify

o Approve

o Disapprove

o Modify
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EXHIBIT A

City of Modesto CFF Update Parks and Recreation •
CFEltem Discussion Policy Decision

3. Planning and Design, planning, and City staff costs for Ustach, Orville o Approve
Design Costs Wright, and Coffee-Claratina Parks averaged about

$30,000 per acre. These parks represent a good cross- o Disapprove

Reviseplanning and
section of design issues and elements that affect cost

o Modify
design costs to $30,000 The same cost standard used in neighborhood and
per acrefor all community parks is used in regional parks. In considering
facilities except regional parks that are part of the Tuolumne River
regionalparks at Regional Park, the City of Modesto shares the cost of
$}2,000 per acre and these facilities with the City of Ceres and Stanislaus
35% ofconstruction County. Modesto's share is 40%, and is reflected in the
costsfor community report.
centers.

Architects use a more formalized fee of 35% of the
construction cost for planning, design, and City staff costs.
This is reflected in the planning and design costs of city
community centers.

5. Construction o Approve
Costs The most recent estimates given for new construction •

projects are as follows: o Disapprove
I

Revise replacement Neighborhood parks - $50,000 per phase, per acre o Modify
andfuture construction
costs offacilities to Community parks - $103,000 per phase per acre
reflect the per acre
costs detailed in Regional parks - $50,000 per phase per acre
Attachment}

Sports complex - $103,000 per phase per acre

A detailed description of the capital improvements that
make up the construction phases of Parks System for
each of these facilities is appended as Attachment 1.
The per-acre cost of capital improvement construction
is calculated.
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EXHIBIT A

City ofModesto CFF Update Parks and Recreation

GFF Item Discussion Policy Decision

6, Park Acreage
Standards

Revisepark acreage
standardfrom 3 acres
per 1,000 residents to 5Iacres per 1,000,

Town Hall Services

Future recommendations for city parks policy will
include an amendment to the General Plan that will
provide for an increase in park acreage to 5 acres per
1000 population, as recommended by the National
Recreation and Parks Association.

This would only affect future development of
neighborhood and community parks, In effect, the cost
of land acquisition, planning, and construction of future
neighborhood and community parks would increase by
about 67%,
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EXHIBIT A

City of Modesto CFF Update Parks and Recreation

To\VIl Hall Services

Attachment 1

CFF Update Decision Package - Parks Department
Capital Improvement Construction Costs for Parks System

Neighborhood Parks
Phase Park CfP Component:

project start up

rough grading

electrical work

site prep

grading

drainage

concrete and masonry

irrigation system

asphalt/concrete work ~ foad

landscaping

fencing and walls

signage

site furniture

11 play areas

II water play feature

III restrooms

IV game courts

IV athletic field

V security lighting

V shaded picnjc area(s)

TOTAL ALL PHASES

Average Cost per Phase
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Cost per acre

$5.000.00

$7.000.00

$7,710.71

$950.00

$10.892.86

$21.192.86

$11.225.00

$49.477.14

$3,980.71

$4,972.86

$24,485.71

$2,142.86

$6,200.00

$155,230.71

$11,264.29

$2,857.14

$14,121.43

$8,571.43

$8,571.43

$8,857.14

$37,285.71

$46,142.86

$9.142.86

$17,451.43

$26,594.29

$250,660.71

$50,132.14
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EXHIBIT A

City of Modesto CFF Update Parks and Recreation

Town Han Services

Attachment 1 coni...

CFF Update Decision Package - Parks Department
Capital Improvement Construction Costs for Parks System

Community Parks
Phase Park CIP Component:

project start up

II

II

II

II

II

II

II

III

IV

rough grading

electrical work

athletic fields

game courts

site prep

grading

drainage

concrete and masonry

irrigation system

aspha!Vconcrete work - road

landscaping

asphalUconcrete work - 2 acre parking lot

security lighting

restrooms

fencing and walls

TOTAL PHASE I

signage

shaded picnic area(s)

site furniture

play areas

athletic field and game court lighting

out buildings

survey/geotech

TOTAL PHASE II

aquatics center

TOTAL PHASE III

community center

TOTAL PHASE IV

TOTAL ALL PHASES

Average cost per phase
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Cost per acre

$2,000.00

$7,000.00

$10,075.00

$64,150.00

58,750.00

$435.00

$1,35625

$6,548.75

$8,731.25

$24,687.50

$17,155.00

$10,272.50

$8,925.00

$3,625.00

$3,000.00

$9,500.00

$186,211.25

$2,000.00

56,459.00

$3,546.25

$2,846.25

$46,250.00

$12,500.00

___.:J5~2,",,5,00.00

$76,101.50

$90,750.00

$90,750.00

$60,500.00

560,500.00

5413,562.75

$103,390,69
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EXHIBIT A

City of Modeslo CFF Update Parks and Recreation

Tovm Hall Services

Attachment 1 cont...

CFF Update Decision Package - Parks Department
Capital Improvement Construction Costs for Parks System

Regional Parks
Phase Park CIP Component: Cost per acre

project start up $2,625,00

rough grading $8,000,00

restoration $6,500,00

trails $5,500,00

electrical work $10,075,00

PHASE I TOTAL $32,700.00

II site prep $4,468,50

II grading $6,356.25

II drainage $11,548,75

II concrete and masonry $8,731.25

II irrigation system $31,915,00

II asphalt/concrete work - road $17,155,00

II shaded picnic area(s) $12,675.00

II landscaping $17,147,50

II asphalt/concrete work ~ 2 acre parking lot $8,925,00

II security lighting $3,625.00

II restrooms $3,000.00

II signage $2,000,00

II fencing and walls $9,500,00

PHASE II TOTAL $137,047.25

III site fumiture $8,303.75

III play areas $3,146.25
III specialized lighting - staging $5,000.00

PHASE III TOTAL $16,450,00

IV out buildings $12,500.00

IV surveyfgeotech $2.500,00

PHASE IV TOTAL $15,000.00

TOTAL ALL PHASES $201,197.25

Average cost per phase $50,299.31
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EXHIBIT A

City ofModesto CFF Update Parks and Recreation

• Attachment 1 cont...

CFF Update Decision Package - Parks Department
Capital Improvement Constrnction Costs for Parks System

Sports Complex
Phase Park CIP Component: Cost per acre

project start up $2,000.00

rough grading $7,000.00

electrical work $10,075.00

athletic fields $64,150.00

game COurts $8,750.00

site prep $435.00

grading $1,356.25

drainage $6,548.75

concrete and masonry $8,731.25

irrigation system $24,687.50

asphalt/concrete work - road $17,155.00

landscaping $10,272.50

asphalVconcrete work - 2 acre parking rot $8,925.00

• security lighting $3,625.00

restrooms $3,000.00

fencing and walls $9,500.00

TOTAL PHASE I $186,211.25

II signage $2,000.00

II shaded picnic area(s) $3,459.00

II site furniture $3,546.25

II play areas $2,846.25

II athletic field and game court lighting $46,250.00

II out buildings $12,500.00

II survey/geoteCh $2,500.00

TOTAL PHASE II $73,101,50

III aquatics center $90,750.00

TOTAL PHASE III $90,750.00

IV community center $60,500.00

TOTAL PHASE IV $60,500.00

TOTAL ALL PHASES $410,562.75
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City of Modesto CFF Update
EXHIBIT A

2002 CFF Update
General Government

Replacement Cost of Existing Capital Facilities

City Hall

Corporation Yard

City Hall Computer Room

Total Existing

Future Cost of Capital Facilities

City Hall

City Hall Annex

Satellite Yards

Vehicle Maintenance Facility

Wash Facility

Light Vehicle Facility

Parking

IT Component

Fiber Optic Cable

Wireless Network

Training Facility

City Hall Computer Expansion

Police Computer Expansion

Phone Room

Total Expansion

Town Hall Services Page 82

General Government

•
cost

$4,810,000

$7,347,000

$145,756

$12,302,756

$24,050,000

$19,650,000

$2,825,000

$3,000,000

$200,000

$425,000 •
$3,172,500

$4,727,484

$931,436

$42,320

$145,756

$285,756

$276,000

$59,731,252

•
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EXHIBIT A
City of Modesto CFF Update General Government

• Total Buildount Cost $72,034,008

Total DUES 152,100

Cost per DUE $474

New Development DUES 68,300

New Developments Share of Total Cost $32,346,632

Existing DUES 70,700

Existing Development's Share of Total Cost $33,483,263

EXisting Deficiency $21,180,507

•
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City ofModesto CFF Update

1. TSP Anne>;

Consider including
$19.65 MillionJor an
Annex to Tenth Street
Place to meetfuture
employee growth needs

2. Satellite Yards

Revise cost to
$2,825,000

3. Vehicle Maintenance
Facility

Revise cost 10 $3
Million

4. Wash Facility

Revise cost 10

Town Hall Services

EXHIBIT A

Community Facilities Fee Update

Decision Package

Operations & Maintenance Department

Tenth Street Place was completed and occupied in November
1999. The City's non-enterprise share of the TSP office space is
96,200 square feet Presently, there are 332 non-enterprise City
employees housed at TSP. This equates to 290 square foot per
employee.

Given the 263 square foot per employee standard utilized by the
Police and Fire Departments, as recommended by RRM Design
Group, the current facility can be expected to accommodate an
additional 34 employees (total of366). Once that threshold is
reached, there will be inadequate growth space at TSP.

If existing population to employee ratios are maintained as the
City grows, the number ofCity employees requiring TSP office
space will be 615, slightly less than double the existing number.
This equates to an additional office space requirement of
65,500 square foot.

TSP cost $300 per square foot to construct and furnish in 1999.
To accommodate the additional employees required as the City
grows, a new facility costing an estimated $19.65 Million in
2002 dollars is required. See Attachment 1.

The current CFF contains a cost of$1.8 million for satellite
yards. The City has purchased some, but not all, of the land
required to accommodate satellite uses. The new cost reflects
current land costs (5 acres at $165,000 I acre) plus construction
costs estimated at $2 million, including landscape screening,

etc.

The Vehicle Maintenance Facility will be completed as Phase II
ofthe Bus Maintenance Facility project, which is presently in
the Design Phase. Using construction cost estimates of$150 per
square foot - from the Bus Maintenance Facility project - the
new 20,000 square foot Vehicle Maintenance Facility will cost
$3 Million to

Delete "Fare Retrieval" from this project description, as that
function will be accommodated by the new Bus Maintenance

Cost estimates for a are

Page 84

General Govenunent

•

•

•
January 2003



•

•

City ofModesto CFF Update

S.Land

Revise land costs to
$165, 000 per acre

EXHIBIT A

The current CFF uses a figure of$4S,000 per acre for estimating
the cost ofland associated with new corporation yard facilities.
TIlls figure is roughly 70% of the $6S,000-figure used for
calculating land costs throughout the remainder ofthe CFF
document. The current CFF document reduces the value ofland
for corporation yards due to the fact that these yards are .
typically located on Industrial land. There are no lands zoned
for Industrial development within the City limits. Unless a
satellite facility is remotely located - in a portion ofthe County
zoned appropriately - it is likely that the cost for additional
facilities will mirror that ofother

6. Light Vehicle Facility The current CFF contains an estimate of$l million for the
purpose ofrefurbishing or replacing the existing light vehicle

Revise cost to $425,000 facility. This project is underway with total costs estimated at

8. Parking Facilities

Add costsfor parking
facilities for TSP Annex
at $3,l12,500andfor
Corp Yard growth
parking at $60,000.

Adding City employees in the Downtown Core to
accommodate growth-related service needs at huild-out will
require additional parking facilities. TSP Annex parking facility
needs equate to 249 spaces at $12,SOO per space or $3,1 12,SOO.
In addition, the completion ofthe Bus Maintenance Facility and
Vehicle Maintenance Facilities, anticipated in 2003-2004, will
displace existing parking in the Corporation Yard. Replacement
costs are estimated at $1,000 per space.

General Government
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EXHIBIT A

City ofModesto CFF Update

Attachment 1

Tenth Street Place Annex

TENTH STREET PLACE ANNEX
SUMMARY

CITY AITORNEY

CITY CLERK

CITY MANAGER

COMMUNITY & ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT

ENGINEERING & TRANSPORTATION

FINANCE

FIRE

INFORMATION & TECHNOLOGY

OPERATIONS & MAINTENANCE

PARKS, RECREATION & NEIGHBORHOODS

PERSONNEL

TOTAL

CAPACITY AT 263 SQ. FT. I EMPLOYEE

GROWTH ROOM AVAILABLE IN FACILITY

# OF EMPLOYEES AT BUILDOUT

# OF ADDITIONAL EMPLOYEES NEEDING SPACE

TOTAL SPACE NEEDS FOR GROWTH (249 x 263)

COST PER SQUARE FOOT

TOTAL COST:
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TSP Employees
15

7

16

51

81.8

61

8

25.75

4

39

21.125

332

366

34

615

249

65,500

$300.00

$19,650,000.00

General Goverrunent

•
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EXHIBIT A

City ofModesto CFF Update General Govenunent

• General Government Component -Information Technology Department

CFFltem Discussion Policy Decision

L Fiber Optic TIris CFF component provides for the extension ofthe City's
Communication fiber optic network to future City facilities. The current
Line Buildout estimated cost to buiJdout the planned !NET expansion to City

sites is approximately $1,300,000 for fiber only.
Consider including

111e fiber buildout will provide the fotmdation for improved
$3,564,984for

homeland security and "smart city" technologies. The costs
communication lines

associated with the fiber buildout are included in attachment
and equipment to extend

~'AH.

the City's Fiber Optic
network to meet future
service demands and
technology needs.

Consider including
$1,162,500for network
infrastrncture
equipment to connect

• thefiber optic network
with the City's existing
network

Total = $4, 727,484 -

2. City-wide Wireless The City-wide wireless network will provide high-speed
Network connnunications to mobile Public Safety services, the remote

Police training Center, improve the City's ability to provide
Consider including Homeland Security, promote field related operations including
$322,545for mobile building permit, code enforcement and maintenance operations
wireless technology via handheld devices.
equipment to support

The costs associated with the wireless buildout are included in
future public safety Attachment HB".
applications.

Consider including
$608,891 for wireless
infrastructure
equipment to support
fUture mobile, field and
remote technology
related service
demands.

Total = $931,436• Town Hall Services Page 87 January 2003
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€EFltem Discussion Policy Decision •3. lnfoITIlation TIre teclmology training floor space included in the City Hall
Teclmology Training Annex provides for the future training needs of the City as it
Room Improvements expands and becomes more reliant on teclmology. This site

would be used by City staff to train on City systems related to
Consider includins business workflow, upgrades, replacement systems, etc. This
$42,320for training request is for teclmology related improvements to the standard
room technology floor space.
improvements_

Attachment "c" outlines the cost necessary for the new
teclmoloQv training facIlity.

4. IT Computer Room This will provide for improvements to the expansion of the
Facility City's computer rOom facilities into the planoed City Hall

Annex and at the Police Department to prepare for new
Consider including teclmology equipment related to the growth within the City and
improvements to the the extension ofthe fiber optic !NET and wireless networks.
new computer room at The current value ofthe City Hall computer facility
the City Hall Annex. improvements is estimated at $145,756 as well as the necessary

improvements to the new City Hall Annex computer room. The
Consider including Police computer room expansion is estimated at $285,756.
expansion and

Attachment "D" outlines the cost for existing City Hall
improvement costsfor

computer room equipment and attachment "E" outlines the
the Police Dept.

Police Department cost. •5. IT Phone Room The new City Hall Annex will require a phone system to
support the new staff addressed in the CFF study. The cost

Consider including includes a phone, voice mail, call accounting, and automated
$276, 000for a City Hall call distribution system per attachment "F'. Floor space is
Annexphone system. included in the City Han Annex CFF request.
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Attachment A

CFF Update Decision Package -Information Technology

CFF Fiber

Community Parks
Regional Parks
Community Centers
Historical Buildings
Operations & Maintenance
Proposed Fire Stations
Redundant INET Loop

Sub-Totals

Fiber Optic Cable

3" Conduit (Bore and Jack)

Pullbox No.6

Fiber Splice Box

Testing and Documentation and Manuals

Trattic Control, Barricades. and any Relate

Pole Rental

Make Ready Work, for Overhead

Sub-total:

Total Cost:

Notes:

Estimated
Distance

in Fee!

8,405

35,147

934

1,179

78,727

104,706

88,392

317,490

LF
LF
EA
EA

per mile

per mile

Per pole

per mile

$4,727,484

City-wide Fiber Growth Extension

Number
of Network

Facilities Equipment

2 25,000

12 150,000

1 12,500

3 37,500

3 37,500

4

900,000

25 $1,162,500

Extended

317.490 $6.34 $2,012,887 Aerial

10,000 $75.50 $755,000.00

10 $555.00 $5,550.00

10 $7,028.00 $70,280

60 $2.420.00 $145,516 Route Dependant

60 $3,135.00 $188,510 Indudes Splices

1,203 $22.00 $26,458

60 56,000.00 $360,784

$3,564,984

1. Q&M satellite yard locations are unknown. The general areas are: Coffee and Claribel,
Claus and Sharon, Beard Industrial park (lease).

2. These fiber and equipment costs are based on the lowest responsive bidder of the most recent ATMS fiber bid project.
3, The fiber buildout does not include Neighborhood Parks or Squares,
4, Assumes physical structures exist for Installation of Fiber and Network Equipment.
5, Proposed Fire stations include 2,11,12, and 13,
• Includes Redundancy from Fire and Operations and Maintenance locations to the INET ring.
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Attachment B

CFF Update Decision Package -Information Technology

Wireless Technology Cost

1. Includes 16 for City and 1 for Main Street Public Safety Training Facility
2. Includes 8 Remote Towers for City Wireless
3. Attenna is 8 - 10 feet, 300 pounds
4. Requires 120v Power
5. Needs Existing Cable to Connect, INET will work
6. Speed Limited to Nel:vvork Backbone
7. Includes Mobile Equipment for future buildout only

Town Hall Services Page 90

Future CfF
Vehicles Quanity
Engine
Ladder Truck
Air Ught & Rescue
Mobile Service
Fire Staff Cars
Police Patrol Cars
CSO
ACO
Other

Tolal

4
2

1
3

175
22

5
24

237
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Description
Wiring Installation
Raised Floor + Installation
Overhead Projector
Total:

Quantity
30

1,280
1

EXHIBIT A
Appendix - General Government

Attachment C

CFF Update Decision Package -Information Technology

Training Facility Space and Equipment Cost

Cost
100

19
15,000

Totals
3,000

24,320
15,000

$42,320

11. Cost per square foot includes construction and furnishings
2. Raised floor includes heavy duty 1500 pound computer room rating

•
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New Computer Room
Climate Control AlC
Fire Protection FM200 System
UPS Electrical Backup
Security
Generator, 520 Amps + Install
Raised Floor
Total Computer Room

EXHIBIT A
Appendix - Genera! Government

Attachment 0

CFF Update Decision Package - Information Technology

Computer Room Infrastructure

26,000
52,000
27,500

2,500
16,780
20,976

$145,756

1, Assumes using fioor space of 1280 (40x32) square feet in new City Hall Annex. •
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Computer Room
500 Sqr. Ft. expansion @300 ea.

Racks (5)
Climate Control AlC
Fire Protection FM200 System
UPS Electrical Backup
Security
Generator, 520 Amps + Install
Raised Floor
Total Computer Room

EXHIBIT A
Appendix - Genera! Government

Attachment E

CFF Update Decision Package - Information Technology

Police Computer Room Space and Infrastructure

150,000

12,000
26,000
30,000
27,500

2,500
16,780
20,976

$285,756

11. Assumes increase of computer room size by 500 square feet due to growth.

•
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Attachment F

CFF Update Decision Package -Information Technology

Description
UPS

Phone System
Includes:
ACO
Voice Mail System
Call Accounting

Total

1. Cost per square foot includes wiring

City Hall Annex Phone Room

Quantity
1
1

Cost
26,000

250,000

Tolals
26,000

250,000

$276,000

2. Phone system will share existing call accounting and voice mail system
3. Assumes computer room generator supports phone switch
4. The Phone switch size is estimated on the total number of staff at buildout of the new City Hall Annex, 249.
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Air Mitigation

Buildout Cost of Air Mitigation Capital Facilities

13 class I trails

Total Trail Cost

Park and Ride

Total Facilities Cost at Buildout

Buildout Residential DUEs

Cost Per DUE

New Development DUEs

New Develoment's Share of Facilities Cost

Replacement Cost of Existing Facilities

Existing DUEs

Existing Developmenfs Share of Total Cost

Existing Deficiency

Town Hall Services

$77,708,000.00

$700,000

$78,408,000

115,500

$679

44,300

$30,073,371

$13,480,000

61,900

$42,021,257

$28,541,257

Page 95
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Summary of Costs· Non Motorized Development
Name·

..
. Acquisition Design Phase C'osUUnlt Sub·Total Existing Total

Peggy Mensinger Trail Land Acquisition 6 acre $30.000.00 $180,000.00 $180,000.00
Planning and Design 6 acre $30,000.00 $180,000.00 $180,000.00
Constructlon to date LS $8,000,000.00 $8.000,000.00 $8,000,000.00
Remaining Phases LS $6,000,000.00 $6,000,000.00

TOTAL in 2002 Dollars $14,360,000.00

Virginia Corridor Class 1 Trail Land Acquisition 24 acre $0.00 $0.00
future Planning and Design 24 acre $30,000.00 $720,000.00

Construction to date 0 LS $0.00 $0.00
Remaining Phases LS $13,000,000.00 $13,000,000.00

TOTAL In 2002 Dollars $13,720,000.00

Hatch Hetchy Corridor Class 1 Trail Land Acquisition 18 acre $0.00 $0.00
Prescott to Samallon Planning and Design 18 acre $30,000.00 $540,000.00 $540,000.00
Semellon to VirgInia Corridor Construction to date LS $3,500,000.00 $3,500,000.00 $3,500,000.00
future Remaining Phases LS $3,500,000.00 $3,500,000.00 m
TOTAL In 2002 Dollars $7,540,000.00 ><::r:
Prescott to Virginia Corridor Class 1 Trail Land Acquisition 8 acre $120,000.00 $960,000.00 OJ
future Planning and Design 8 acre $30,000.00 $240,000.00 -I

Construction to date 0 LS $0.00 $0.00 »
Remaining Phases LS $3,500,000.00 $3,500,000.00

TOTAL in 2002 Dollars $4,700,000.00

Claus Expressway Class 1 Trail Land Acquisition 20 acre $',20,000.00 $2,400,000.00
future Planning and Design 20 acre 530,000.00 5600,000.00

Construction to date 0 LS 50.00 $0.00
Remaining Phases LS S3,500,000.00 53,500.000.00

TOTAL in 2002 Dollars $6,500,000.00

Brlggsmore Class 1 Trail Land Acquisition 30 acre 6120,000.00 53,600.000.00
future Planning and Design 30 acre 530.000.00 5900,000.00

Construction to date 0 LS 50.00 $0.00
Remaining Phases LS 57,000,000.00 57,000,000.00

TOTAL in 2002 Dollars $11,500,000.00

Kewin to TRRP Gateway Class 1 Trail Land Acquisition 5 acre 5140,000.00 $700,000.00
future Planning and Design 5 acre $30,000.00 $150,000.00

Construction to date 0 LS $0.00 $0.00

Town_services
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Remaining Phases LS $5,000,000,00 $5,000,000,00

TOTAL In 2002 Dollars $5,850,000,00

Legion Park to Mitchell Road Class 1 Trail Land Acquisition 3 acre $30,000,00 $90,000,00 $90,000,00
future Planning and Design 3 acre $30,000,00 $90,000,00 $90,000,00

Construction to date LS $500,000,00 $500,000,00 $500,000,00
Remaining Phases LS $500,000,00 $500,000,00

TOTAL in 2002 Dollars $1,180,000,00

Monterosso Trailhead at Scenic Land Acquisition 5 acre $200,000,00 $1,000,000,00
future Planning and Design 5 acre $30,000,00 $150,000,00

Construction to date 0 LS $500,000,00 $0,00
Remaining Phases LS $2,000,000,00 $2,000,000,00

TOTAL in 2002 DoUars $3,150,000,00

MJC East to MJC West connection Land Acquisition 12 acre $120,000,00 $1,440,000,00
future Plann'InS and Design 12 acre $30,000,00 $360,000,00

Construction to date 0 LS $500,000,00 $0,00
Remaln!ng Phases LS $2,500,000,00 $2,500,000,00 m

TOTAL In 2002 Dollars $4,300,000,00 X
:r::

C(lrver-Bangs to Virgln!a Corridor Land Acquisition 5 ,;.1(;1'8 $60,(100,00 $300000,00 $300,000,00 CO
future Planning and D851gn 5 aero $20,000,00 8100,000,00 $100,000,00 =l
CFD is funding $900.000 'It) aqusHlol1. planning Consfructlon 10 date 0 acre S150,000,00 $0,00 »
and construction Remaining Phasl~s 5 EA $150.000,00 5750,000.00
TOTAL in 2002 Dollars 51,150,000,00

Lateral No.2 Land Acquisition 1,8 acre $140,000,00 $252,000,00
Planning and Design 1,8 acre $30,000,00 $54,000,00
Construction to date 0 acre $240,000,00 $0,00
Remaining Phases 1,8 EA $240,000,00 $432,000,00

TOTAL In 2002 Doliars $738,000,00

Claus~Gomes Trailhead Land Acquisition 12 acre $30,000,00 $360,000,00
future Planning and Design 12 acre $30,000,00 $360,000,00

Construction to date 0 acre $240,000,00 $0,00
Remaining Phases LS $2,300,000,00 $2,300,000,00

TOTAL In 2002 Dollars $3,020,000,00
Total Acres 149,8 acres

Totar ExIsting $13,480,000,00
TOTAL' ,... ,

$77,708,000,00
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Streets

Information Details regarding the Streets Component ofthe CFF Update are in another
supplemental report: "Capital Facilities Fee - Street Projects Update"

This report includes infonnation on Modesto's street exactions policy and definitions of
street categories.
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• Public Transportation

•

•

•

Future Capital Facilities Cost

Buses

Bus Shelters

Bus Stops

Bus Maintenance Facility
(70% federal grant assumed)

cost
$310,000

$3,500

$100

(38% attributed to new development)
NE Transfer Station
(40%federal grant assumed)

Total Future Capital Facilities Cost

Cost per DUE

Town Hall Services

quantity
27

54

664

Page 99

future cost
$8,370,000

$189,000

$66,400

$1,254,000

$480,000

$10,359,400

$99
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Section 1 - Executive Summary

Overview

The City ofModesto is in the process ofupdating their Capital Facilities Fee (CFF) Program_ To that end,
the City has retained the professional services of Town Hall Services to be the lead finance consultant, who
is updating the following Capital Facilities Fees for Fire, Police, Parks, General Government, Public
Transit, Air Mitigation andAdministration. In addition, as a part ofthis update, the City ofModesto has
also retained the professional services of OMNI-MEANS to prepare the update to the Street Projects
component to the overall Capital Facilities Fee Program_ OMNI-MEANS, which is a transportation
engineering and planning firm, was retained separately, because a large task within the Street Projects
update was to update the projected opinions of cost for the proposed transportation capital improvements_
Additionally, to assure consistency with Sections 66000 et. seq_ of the California Government Code
(Assembly Bill 1600), OMNI-MEANS used the City's traffic model to analyze current and projected traffic
conditions within the CFF Study Area, as shown in Figure ES-I to help verifY existing deficiencies and
future need for transportation capital improvements_ Lastly, OMNI-MEANS assisted in the allocation of
cost among General Plan land use categories based on land use trip generation characteristics_

Summary of Findings

The following is a summary of the findings of our study:

-.
I. The intent of the General Plan appears to transform Modesto from a "bedroom commnnity" to a

')ob center" for the Central Valley_ Projected growth in employees (192,000 empL) far exceeds
growth in housing (49,500 du.) and population (170,000 pop.l.

2. With a projected population increase to 370,000 people through General Plan buildout:
• 33,500 new single family homes and,
• 16,000 new multi-family homes will be built and occupied.

3. Through buildout of the General Plan, within the transportation modeling categories, the
following new employment is anticipated:
• 41,000 Retail Employees
• 38,000 Service Employees
• 14,700 Government Employees
• 98,000 Other (Industrial) Employees
• 192,000 Total New Employees

4_ Regional transportation facilities throughout the City will need to be expanded to provide
adequate capacity to access City employment centers to/from the Central Valley region.

5. Upon buildout of the General Plan Land Use Plan, even with planned circulation improvements
in place, Citywide traffic levels will be at or near transportation system capacities.

6. Localized areas throughout the City, but particularly along the Highway 99 corridor, will
experience traffic congestion_

City ofModesto CFF Streets Update
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7. Given the City of Modesto's transportation modeling parameters, projected traffic impacts could
be understated. To further reduce the potential for future traffic congestion, additional corridor
improvements need consideration.

8. The overall estimated cost for Street Improvements is projected to cost over $1.2 Billion of which
$913,800,000 is to be included in the CFF Street Projects Fee. Shown in Table ES-l is the
summary of cost and funding allocation.

9. In determining the projected costs for needed circulation improvements, a total of267 separate
cost estimates were prepared for roadway widening, intersection, signalization and interchange
improvements using best available unit cost information. Shown in Figure ES 1 are the locations
of all of the CFF Street Improvement Projects.

10. In calculating an update to the CFF Streets Fee, a fee spread concept was first presented to the
City of Modesto Finance Committee in January, 2003. With input from the Finance Committee,
the public and eventually the City Council, the proposed CFF Street Fee has been refined. This
proposed refined CFF Street Projects Fee is as presented in ES -2.

City ofModesto CFF Streets Update
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CITY of MODESTO
Capital Facility Fee

Prepared By:

Street Improvement Projects Summary

• City & Other
Total Cost • Exactions • StanCOG Funding Funding

Subtotal Intersection Projects' $ 288,747,405 $ 47,251,267 $
Subtotal Roadway Projects $ 635,281,873 $ 108,743,547 $
Subtotal Traffic SiQnal Projects $ 9,893,505 $ · $
Subtotal Interchange & Fwy Projects $ 256,361,152 $ · $ 58,019,577 $
Existing Deficiencies $ · $ . $ 4,587,669 $
Adjustments $ 57,878,309 $

ITotal Street Improvement Projects I $ 1,190,283,936 I $ 155,994,814 I $ 115,897,886 I $ 4,587,669 I $

• Includes existing deficiencies (CFF facililtes only)

omn.nSfTableES-1.XIS

CFF Cost
241,496,138
526,538,326

9,893,505
198,341,575

(4,587,669
(57,878,309

913,803,566 I

Table ES-l

m
x
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CITY of MODESTO
Capital Facility Fee

Fee Spread by Activity

TOTAL TRIPS

Notes:

New Development
("Bulldout -minus

1, Daily trip-ends for which this category is a source on desltination

Prepared By:

Percentage
Daily Trip Share of

1,250,417 1,250,048 100.0%

2, A 60%, 65'::Jfo , 70% and 75% trip reduction factor has been applied for retail "pass·by/multi·purpose~ trips based on the size of the projected retail facmty.
The smallar the retail facility, the greatar the trip reduction factor due to "pass-by/multi-purpose travel.
3. Responsibility for all home based trips to local retail and medical offices Is assigned to residential development.
Source: Omni-Means, Lid.

Omni-MeanslT569Final Streets Info. xis Page 5

Spread of CFF
Improvement

$ 913,800,000

Fee per

Table ES·2

April 15, 2003



CITY of MODESTO
Capital Facility Fee

Conversion to General Plan Land Use Code Fees

'1 I
I
I
I

Land Use Code

Model Retail
Employee Employee

Density (per Density
Share

1. Assuming average mix of activities for the General Plan land use codes,
2. Institute of Traffic Engineering handbook

Source: Omn'I~Means, Ltd,

omn'.' ',T569Final Streets Info.xls

Service
Employee
Density
Share

Other
Employee
Density
Share

Weighted
Fee per per

Prepared By:

Existing
Streets
Fee per

Percent

Table ES-3
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Section 2 - Travel Demand Analysis and Capital Improvement
Requirements

Introduction

As part of the City ofModesto Capital Facility Fee (CFF) Program Street Projects' Update, a key analysis
in fulfilling the requirements of Government Code 66000, is the verification ofneed for transportation
capital improvements throughout the CFF Study Area, as shown in Figure I, both currently and upon full
General Plan build-out. Working with City staff, OMNI-MEANS utilized the City's Traffic Model and
other available information to establish existing transportation deficiencies based on the City's Level of
Service standards and the projected need for transportation capital improvements to serve future travel
demand at acceptable Levels of Service upon build-out ofthe City's General Plan. The Draft Master
Environmental Impact Report (MEIR) Update for the City ofModesto Urban Area General Plan and
Related Amendments to the Urban Area General Plan (State Clearinghouse #1999082041) was the base
document that was utilized to establish both projected land development and circulation improvements
through General Plan build-out. This Draft MEIR document did not address in detail current
transportation deficiencies. However, the findings from a study entitled, Traffic Signal Retiming and
Coordination Project, conducted by Minegar & Associates for the City, did identified such existing
deficiencies. This study evaluated the major arterials throughout the City to improve traffic flow by
retiming, minor intersection widening and signal coordination. For the study, an extensive database of
daily and peak hour traffic were obtained. Based on these traffic counts, existing deficiencies on the
major CFF arterial network were identified and mitigation measures and associated cost suggested.

Existing Deficiencies

The purpose of identifying existing LOS deficiencies is critical to the CFF Fee Update process for by law
existing deficiencies cannot be included in the CFF Fee. According to Government Code 66000, there is
no 'nexus' relationship that can be drawn between new development and existing traffic congestion
problems for new development did not cause the current problems. Therefore, mitigation ofexisting
traffic problems or deficiencies is the responsibility of existing development, which often falls to the local
agency, in this case, the City ofModesto.

To identify the existing transportation LOS deficiencies witmn the City ofModesto, the City provided
OMNI-MEANS with the following report volumes of the Traffic Signal Retiming and Coordination
Project.

• Traffic Signal Retiming and Coordination Project Outside ofModesto's Central Business District:
Intersection Geometries - A CAD Schematics Volume I (Minagar & Associates, Inc. - December
7,2001);

• Traffic Signal Reliming and Coordination Project Outside ofModesto's Central Business District:
Peak Hour Turning Movement Counts - ACAD Schematics Volume II (Minagar & Associates,
Inc. - December 7, 2001);

• Traffic Signal Retiming and Coordination Project Outside ofModesto's Central Business District:
24-Hour Machine Counts - ACAD Schematics Volume ill (Minagar & Associates, Inc. -
December 7, 2001); and

• Traffic Signal Retiming and Coordination Project Outside ofModesto's Central Business District:
2-Hour Off-Peak Saturday Turning Movement Counts - ACAD Schematics Volume IV (Minagar
& Associates, Inc. - December 7, 2001).

City ofModesto CFF Streets Update
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In addition, OMNI-MEANS also obtained the S)"Ichro 5 traffic signal coordination software files used in
tbe traffic signal retiming and coordination project. LOS values were given based upon the latest
methodologies in the 2000 Highway Capacity Manual and tbe Level of Service criteria for intersections is
as shown in Table 1. The City ofModesto current General Plan LOS standard is "D"; therefore, all LOS
values worse than "D" ("E" or "F") were documented and are shown on tbe Table 2.

A total of 121 signalized intersections within tbe City ofModesto, excluding the downt(jWn area, were
analyzed. Each signalized intersection was analyzed under peak hour conditions during tbe AM peak
period (7:00 to 9:00 AM); midday peak period (11:00 AM to 1:00 PM); tbe PM peak period (4:00 to 6:00
PM); and the Saturday peak period (11 :30 AM to 1:30 PM). The downtown area was excluded because
tbese roadways are built-out and will not be utilizing CFF Fees.

Based upon tbe analysis and shown on Table 2,7 of these signalized intersection reported a deficient LOS
during one or more of the peak periods. In addition, 10 otber intersections on tbe major street system
experience LOS "D" conditions during one or more of the peak hour periods. For tbose intersections
below LOS "D", Table 2 also identifies mitigation measures that would be required to achieve an
acceptable level at each location. Altbough additions to multiple lanes may not be physically, socially, or
economically possible, they have been provided in order to determine potential costs. If the mitigation is
minor and the costs are deemed affordable, tbe City may wish to make tbe necessary improvements to the
intersection so tbat in tbe future, CFF Fees would be eligible to be applied to that location. For example,
ifthe intersection is widened on a particular approach and tbe LOS is improved to acceptable levels, in
the future, tbe roadway could be further widened utilizing CFF Fees.

Review of the City of Modesto General Plan Build-out Traffic Projections

The City's current General Plan projects a considerable amount ofbotb residential and non-residential
growth tbrough full build-out oftbe City. As understood, tbe intent of the General Plan appears to
transform the City from a "hedroom community" to a 'Job center" for the Central Valley. Through build­
out, projected growtb in employees would add upwards of 192,000 jobs, which is considerably more than
tbe projected growtb in housing of49,500 new dwelling units and a population increase of 170,000 new
people. As provided by tbe City, the following is a sunnnary ofprojected new housing and employment.

Housing

• 33,500 new single family homes
• 16,000 new multi-family homes
• 49,500 New Homes

Employment

• 41,000 Retail Employees
• 38,000 Service Employees
• 14,700 Government Employees
• 98,000 Industrial Employees
• 192,000 Total New Employees

City ofModesto CFF Streets Updale
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TABLE 1
__________________________________L~E~VE~L~O~F;S~E~R~VI~C~E~C~R~IT~ERIA~F~O~R~I~N~T~E~R~SE~C~T~I~O~N~S~______~~--~~~~--~~~-----

STOPPED DELA VNEHICLE (SEC)

LEVEL OF

stop than for LOS A, causing
average delay,

influe:nce of ,;on,ges'tion becomes more no'tice:abie,
Longer delays may result from some combination of
unfavorable progression, long cycle lengths. or high
volume-la-capacity ratios. Many vehicles stop, and the
proportion of vehicles not stopping declines. Individual
cycle failures are noticeable, '

un:lce:ept:,bie to most
drivers. occurs with over saturation. May also
occur at high volume-to-capacity ratios, There are
many individual cycle failures. Poor progression and
long cycle lengths may also be major contributing
factors.

platoons are
Many drivers begin to feel
somewhat restricted within
groups of vehicles.

prevent movement. Volumes
may vary widely, depending
principally on the downstream
back-Up conditions.

References: Highway Capacity Manual, Special Report No. 209, Transportation Research Board, Third Edition, Updated December 1997.
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TABLE 2
City of Modesto CFF Str&&ts Projects Update

Intersecttons with Existing Deflclenc!es, Required Mitigations, Feasible MltIgations and Resulting Level of Service
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EXHIBIT A

Based on these above housing and employment growth projections through General Plan build-out; the
City ofModesto furnished OMNI-MEANS with digital MINUTP network files containing Average Daily
Traffic (ADT) traffic forecasts that were also utilized in the preparation of the City's recent MEIR on the
General Plan. In addition, shown in Table 3, are the circulation network changes proposed as a part of the
MEIR. These proposed network changes were largely prompted in an effort to reduce significant right of
way requirements and associated costs. Given these circulation network changes, OMNI-MEANS
reviewed the traffic model projections relative to the City's Level of Service criteria as shown in Table 4
using the following steps:

• A preliminary understanding was first obtained on the projected travel patterns within and
through the City in terms ofvolume and directionality of traffic flow, and the relative traffic
utilization of major travel1:orridors.

• The City standard street cross-sections and associated Level of Service criteria were reviewed for
all ofthe major roadway facilities types within and through the City. Table 4 indicates capacity
thresholds for each roadway facility type at various Levels ofService based on applying either a
10% or 8% K Factor (peak hour factor).

• Roadway traffic operations were estimated at a "planning level" for major travel corridors within
and through the City, in terms ofADT-based "Levels of Service" (LOS). The City of Modesto's
traffic model utilizes an eight (8) percent peak hour relationship to daily traffic volumes (ADT)
for 2025 build-out. This eight percent factor is consistent with the currently observed traffic
conditions on the Modesto major street system. When computing daily capacity thresholds based
on per lane per hour capacities, the daily capacity thresholds increase by twenty-five percent
(25%) over typical thresholds based on a more standard ten percent (10%) peak hour factor used ~.
in long range transportation planning. For traffic impact analysis purposes, both factors have ..
been presented in Table 5. In the future,.transitiouing from current LOS 'C' policy for which
existing deficiencies were identified, the City in the MEIR will utilize LOS "D" as the minimum
acceptable LOS standard, applying daily traffic capacities consistent with the ftmctional capacity
classification system utilized within the City. For all travel corridors, those roadway segments
that were projected to operate at worse than LOS "D" conditions on a daily basis with the planned
capacities in place, were first identified.

Findings

As can be seen from Table 5, several major arterial facilities within the City are expected to operate at
"above-capacity" (LOS "E" or "F") conditions on a daily basis, under General Plan build-out traffic
demands (consistent with MEIR), even with the currently planned circulation and capacity improvements
in place. Several travel corridors are projected to need improvements above and beyond their planned
cross-sections.

The following are the general findings from this analysis.

• Portions of the major east-west travel corridor represented by Beckwith Road, Standiford Avenue
and Briggsmore Avenue are projected to experience build-out traffic demands on several
segments that exceed currently planned capacities.

City ofModesto CFF Streets Update
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EXHIBIT A

TABLE 3
PROPOSED TRAFFIC AND CIRCULATION AMENDMENTS

Downgrade Kiernan Avenue from the State Route 99 northbound ramp to Sisk 1 Road from an 8-lane Principal Arterial
to a 6-lane Principal Arterial.
Downgrade McHenry Avenue from Standiford Avenue to the General Plan Boundary located 1/4 mile north of Kiernan
Avenue from an 8-Jane Principal Arterial to a 6-lane Principal ArteriaJ_
Downgrade McHenry Avenue between Needham Avenue and Briggsmore Avenue from a 6-lane Principal Arterial to a

, 4-lane Minor Arterial.
Downgrade Pelandale Avenue between State Route 99 and Dale Road from a 6-lane Class C Expressway to a 6-lane
Principal Arterial.
Downgrade Beckwith/Standiford Avenue between the future Brink Road extension and Dale Road from an 8-lane
Principal Arterial to a 6-lane Principal ArteriaL

Downgrade Carpenter Road between State Route 99 and Maze Boulevard from 6 a 6~lane Class C Expressway to a 6-
lane Principal Arterial.
Downgrade Briggsmore Avenue bet:v.reen State Route 99 and Prescott Road from a 6-Jane Class C Expressway to a 6-
lane Principal ArteriaL
Downgrade Shoemake Avenue bet:v.reen future Morse Road and existing Brink Road from a 4-lane Class C Expressway
to a 4-1ane Minor Arteria1.
Eliminate the connection of the Shoemake Road fly-over State Route 99 to Briggsmore Avenue.
Downgrade Kansas Avenue between Carpenter Road and 9 Street from a 4-lane Minor Arterial to a 2-lane Industrial
Coneetor -Kansas Avenue win be closed west of the Southern Pacific Railroad tracks.
Change the roadway designations in or near the Salida Comprehensive Planning District to achieve consistency with the
Circulation Element of the Stanislaus County General Plan.
Change State Route 132 west ofDakota Avenue from a 4-lane Class A Expressway to a 2-1ane road.
Change to Sheet 2 of Figure V-I ofthe General Plan, Sisk Road between Pelandale Avenue and Kiernan Avenue from a
6-Iane Principal Arterial to a 4-lane Minor Arterial.
Change Parker Road between Claus Road and Santa Fe Avenue from a Class C Expressway to a 4-1ane Minor Arterial.

Change State Route 99 between Briggsmore Avenue and Kansas Avenue from a 15 6-Jane Freeway to an 8-lane
, Freeway.

Improve State Route 99 between o-ows Landing Road and the StanislauslMerced Count line from a 6-1ane Freeway to
an 8-1ane Freeway
Change the State Route 99 northbound on-ramp at the Kiernan Avenue interchange 0 from 1 to 2 lanes.
Change Bangs Avenue between Tuny Road and McHenry Avenue from a 2-lane Minor Collector to a 4~lane Major
Collector
Change Claratina Avenue between McHenry Avenue and Oakdale Road from a 4-1ane Expressway to a 6-lane

! Expressway.
Add a 4-lane Minor Arterial designation at new Needham/Kansas Avenue overpass.
Add a 4-1ane Minor Arterial designation on the Tuolumne Boulevard extension from State Route 99 to Morton
Boulevard.
Change Sisk Road to 3 lanes on the south bound direction between PeJandale Avenue and the Save Mart Shopping
Center southern driveway.
Change Standiford Avenue between the State Route 99 north bound ramp and Dale Road from 4 lanes to 6 lanes.
Change Woodland/Coldwel1 A venue between Carpenter Road to Kearney Avenue from a 2-1ane Minor Conector to a 4-
lane Major Collector.
Add Garst Road between Claus Road and Church Street as a 4-lane Minor Arterial.
Change Gamer Road between Yosemite Boulevard and Hatch Road from a 4-lane Class B Expressway to a 6-1ane Class
B Expressway.
Add to Sheet 2 of Figure V-I ofthe General Plan, the PelandalelMcHenry; KiernanlMcHenry; Claribel/Coffee; and
ClaribeVOakdale interchanges.
Change in sheet 2 of Figure V-I of General Plan, Service Road from a Class C Expressway to a Class B Expressway
from Car enter Road to Faith Home Road
Change to Sheet 2 ofFigure V-I of the General Plan, Dakota Road between Salida Boulevard and the new alignment of
State Route 132 from a Class C Expressway to a Class B Expressway.
Change Parker Road from Santa Fe Avenue to the eastern General Plan boundary from a 2-lane road to a 4-lane Minor
Arterial.
Change in Sheet 2 ofFigure V-I of the General Plan, extend Floyd Avenue from Claus Road to the Santa Fe R.R. and
designate it as a 4-1ane Minor Arterial.

City ofModesto CFF Streets Update
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EXHIBIT A

TABLE 4

6-Lane Divided
42,000 64,800 92,400 111,600

Freeway
120,000 52,500 81,000 115,500 139,500 150,000

Freeway
28,000 43,200 61,600 74,400 80,000 35,000 54,000 77,000 93,000 100,000

Divided 53,300 63,300 69,300 83,700 90,000 66,600 79,100 86,600 104,600 112,500
Expressway

Divided 44,400 52,800 57,800 69,800 75,000 55,500 66,000 72,200 87,200 93,700

6-lane "Class C"
Divided 35,500 42,200 46,200 55,800 60,000 44,300 52,700 57,700 69,700 75,000

Arterial (with 32,000 38,000 43,000 49,000 54,000 40,000 47,500 53,700 61,200 67,500
left-tum lanes)

5-Lane Arterial
(4-lane arterial

22,000 25,000 29,000 32,500 36,000 27,500 31,200 36,200 40,600 45,000

(four-lane
18,000 21,000 24,000 27,000 30,000 22,500 26,200 30,000 33,700 37,500

undivided

(2-lane arterial
1l,000 12,500 14,500 16,000 18,000 13,700 15,600 18,100 20,000 22,500

(two-lane
9,000 10,500 12,000 13,500 15,000 11,200 13,100 15,000 16,800 18,700

undivided
arterial)

2-Lane Collector 6,000 7,500 9,000 10,500 12,000 7,500 9,300 11,200 13,100 15,000

Average Daily Traffic, LOS ~ Level ofService
Notes:

1. Capacity thresholds are based on Highway Capacity Manual. Fourth Edition. Transportation Research Board, 2000,
and City ojModesto's standard capacities.

2. All volume thresholds are approximate and assume ideal roadway characteristics. Actual thresholdsfor each LOS

listed above may vary depending on a variety affactors including roadway curvature and grade, intersection or
interchange spacing, driveway spacing, percentage oftrucks and other heavy vehicles, travel lane widths, signal
timing characteristics, on-street parking, volume ofcross traffic and pedestrianS. etc.

City ofModesto CFF Streets Update
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6-Lane Divided
Freeway

"Class A"
Divided

Divided

Divided
Expressway

Arterial (with
left-tum

(4-lane arterial

(four-lane

undivided
arterial)

3-Lane
(2-lane arterial
with two-way
left-tum median)
2-Lane Arterial
(two-lane
undivided
arterial)

2-Lane Collector

Notes:

EXHIBIT A

TABLE 4

42,000 64,800 92,400 111,600 120,000

28,000 43,200 61,600 74,400 80,000

53,300 63,300 69,300 83,700 90,000

44,400 52,800 57,800 69,800 75,000

35,500 42,200 46,200 55,800 60,000

32,000 38,000 43,000 49,000 54,000

22,000 25,000 29,000 32,500 36,000

18,000 21,000 24,000 27,000 30,000

11,000 12,500 14,500 16,000 18,000

9,000 10,500 12,000 13,500 15,000

6,000 7,500 9,000 10,500 12,000

52,500 81,000 115,500 139,500 150,000

35,000 54,000 77,000 93,000 100,000

66,600 79,100 86,600 104,600 112,500

55,500 66,000 72,200 87,200 93,700

44,300 52,700 57,700 69,700 75,000

40,000 47,500 53,700 61,200 67,500

27,500 31,200 36,200 40,600 45,000

22,500 26,200 30,000 33,700 37,500

13,700 15,600 18,100 20,000 22,500

11,200 13,100 15,000 16,800 18,700

7,500 9,300 11,200 13,100 15,000

1. Capacity thresholds are based on Highway Capacity Manual, Fourth Edition Transportation Research Board, 2000,

and City ofModesto's standard capacities.

2. All volume thresholds are approximate and assume ideal roadway characteristics. Actual thresholdsfor each LOS
listed above may vary depending on a variety 0/factors including roadway curvature and grade, intersection or

interchange spacing, driveway spacing, percentage oftrucks and other heavy vehicles, travel lane widths, signal

timing characteristics, on-street parking. volume ofcross traffic andpedestrians, etc,
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EXHIBIT A
TABLE 5

CITY OF MODESTO - MEIR TRAFFIC MODEL BASED BUllD-OUT ROADWAY CAPACITIES AND
AVERAGE DAilY TRAFFIC (ADD DEMANDS ON MAJOR ROADWAYS
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Street Segment
Jakota Avenue Em.

:!arpenter Road

)ale Road

>rescott Road

rully Road

EXlillilllsA
CITY OF MODESTO ~ MEIR TRAFFIC MODEl BASED BUILD-OUT ROADWAY CAPACITIES AND

AVERAGE DAllY TRAFFIC (AOT) DEMANDS ON MAJOR ROADWAYS
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EXHIBIT A

• Similarly, the major north-south facilities represented by Carpenter Road, SR 108 (McHenry •.
Avenue), Coffee Road, Oakdale Road, Crows Landing, Tully Road, Salida Boulevard and Claus
Road are also projected to experience build-out traffic demands on several segments in excess of
their currently planned capacities.

• As indicated in Table 5, it generally appears that several planned six-lane corridor segments
would need to be upgraded by at least one capacity class (from six-lane arterial to Class C
expressway, from Class C expressway to Class B expressway, from Class B expressway to Class
A expressway, etc.) to sustain reasonably acceptable traffic operations. Similarly, it also appears
that some of the planned four-lane divided arterial type facilities would need to be upgraded to
six-lane arterial/expressway type facilities.

• Additionally, as a test, rather than incrementally changing the fimctional classification of the
City's arterial and expressway system as indicated in Table 5, upgrading the Kiernan Road­
Claribel Road Expressway Class B to a six-lane divided freeway was preliminarily evaluated.
Based on the traffic model test, a significant diversion of traffic to a "Kiernan-Claribel freeway"
was projected, with a commensurate reduction in traffic demands on parallel facilities such as
Pelandale Avenue, Standiford Avenue and Briggsmore Avenue, improving their respective LOS
conditions.

• In addition, OMNI-MEANS' review of the model-utilized hourly capacity thresholds for
expressways (Classes A, B and C) revealed that the assumed hourly capacities for each
expressway class, may be somewhat higher than what could be practically achievable on these
facilities. Also, this potential disparity in practical to theoretical capacity is likely to be further
aggravated by the fact that due to limited rights of way, full standards for planned improvements
are not likely going to be achieved and potential additional driveways/intersections could further
be added to planned arterials and expressways.

For the reasons above, OMNI-MEANS is generally concerned that the build-out traffic impacts and the
resultant need for improvements could be understated. It is our opinion that "residual or unmitigated"
build-out traffic impacts could persist with the currently planned improvements on a number of roadway
segments, particularly in the vicinity of State Route 99, requiring a significant amount of additional
improvements to achieve City desired Levels of Service. Suffice it to say, all of the General Plan
circulation improvements, including the proposed MEIR changes, both additions and deletions, are
needed to support future growth and associated increased traffic demand. Therefore, in tbe following
section, all of the General Plan circulation improvements, as updated in the MEIR, need to be cost
estimated so that an adequate cost can be detennined and appropriately charged.
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EXHIBIT A

Section 3 - Cost Estimate Methodology

Based on the travel demand analysis conducted in the previous section, all of the planned circulation
improvements contained in the City's current General Plan and as updated in the current MEIR are
needed to help achieve the City's future Level of Service (LOS) 'D' goal and policy. As discussed in the
previous section, even with all of the planned circulation improvements, the City's LOS goal will not be
achieved on a number ofmajor thoroughfares within the City upon General Plan build-ouL There were
267 improvements, including roadway widening, intersections, interchanges and signalization, that have
been identified for which cost estimates will be determined for use in the Capital Facilities Fee (CFF)­
Street Projects Fee Update.

Existing Information

In order to update the existing costs, a clear understanding of the General Plan circulation improvements
needed to be obtained, including the recent changes as proposed within the MEIR. To gain that
understanding, past records and cost estimates also needed to be reviewed and understood. In the
following is the data that was collected and reviewed relative to the CFF- Street Projects update.

• Reviewed the Streets Section (VII) of the Transportation Fee of the Final CFF Update Report,
dated April 26, 1999, and documentation that was prepared by Town Hall Services and
supporting consultants. Reviewed the planned street improvements and their projected costs
contained in the existing Capital Improvement Program. Understood the methodology that was
used in the impact fee calculations for the Citywide fees.

• Reviewed assumptions utilized in the City's traffic model, such as trip generation rates for
various types of land uses and Levels of Service for City roadway facilities. Reviewed the land
use categories in the City's current Streets Fee and determined if additional categories were
needed.

• Obtained and reviewed Record drawings from Caltrans District 10 for State Route 99
interchanges at Kiernan Avenue, Standiford Avenue, Beckwith Avenue and Briggsmore Avenue.

• Aerial photographs - Digital aerial photographs ofthe City were obtained by the City. Resolution
of the digital aerials was sufficient to identifY most surface features.

• County Aerial Photographs - Obtained also from the City was a digital photograph of the City
combined with the surrounding County. The resolution of this photograph was significantly less
than that within the City, nonetheless, significant surface features were identifiable.

• City GIS database - The City maintains an extensive Geographic Information System (GIS)
database ofthe City from which information was obtained. The information included parcel
boundaries, roadway and canal rights-of-way and City limit lines.

Application of City Street Exactions Policy

Determination of the projects or portions ofprojects to be funded by the CFF was determined through the
application of the City's Street Exaction Policy. This Policy is defined by the City of Modesto,
Engineering and Transportation Department Detail No. 323A (Figure 2). The detail defines the limits of
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EXHIBIT A

development's responsibility for the dedication ofright-of-way dedication and frontage improvements
required by a project fronting on a CFF identified roadway or intersection at the time ofproject
construction.

The Streets Exactions Policy was applied to undeveloped property fronting on a CFF project. Exactions
were not included for existing developed property, public property (parks, detention basins), utility
corridors, railroads, and lands outside of the City's General Plan Boundary and for projects included in
the Village I Community Facilities District. For large agricultural parcels, exactions were assumed for the
parcel with the exception of those portions developed with structures.

Information Organization

Once obtaining an understanding of the existing available transportation and cost data, to organize a
process that is orderly, consistent and could easily he updated was the next challenge. The following is
the step-by-step process that was formulated to systematically disaggregate the needed General Plan
circulation improvements and generate the cost estimates in a logical format that could be maintained and
viewed and understood by the public.

Facilities Map

As a first step, an area wide facilities map was created to visually identifY and locate each project and it's
limits (Figures 3 through 6). The map was developed using information provided by the City in both
AutoCAD and ArcView data formats. Information included street, highway and utility right-of-ways,
parcel boundaries, street centerlines and names, City limit lines, General Plan Boundary, etc. City wide
aerial photographs supplemented this data.

Object data was next entered for each project type. The object type; rectangle, line, circle, etc, represented
the approximate limits of each project; respectively an intersection, street, traffic signal, etc. This visual
representation of the projects and their limits insured that areas were not counted more than once. Object
data, defining the project name, type, limits, classification, number of lanes or intersection detail, as well
as any special considerations was also entered with each object. This data was then extracted from the
database to create a project list for each type ofproject.

Unit Cost Data

Unit prices for components of street projects can vary widely from project to project. Market forces, fuel
costs, project location, project size and complexity can all affect a contractors bid price for a project. For
the CFF Streets Update, unit cost data were developed using bid tabs from recently completed City street
projects and Caltrans Cost Data for 2001 adjusted to 2003. A detailed listing of cost estimate items and
descriptions is included in the separately bound Cost Estimate Appendix. Future adjustments to unit cost
values is afforded by the application ofa cost index based on the Engineering News Record Construction
Cost Index (ENR CCI) for San Francisco within the Unit Cost Data spreadsheet. By updating the ENR
CCI number, each unit cost item will be proportionally adjusted. Similarly, as the Unit Cost Data
spreadsheet is linked to each of the project cost estimates, any change in unit costs will be reflected in the
project cost estimates and the overall CFF cost estimate.
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SEE FIGURE 1
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EXHIBIT A

Project Cost Estimates

Project cost estimates were developed for each of the projects identified on the Facilities Map. The types
of projects included:

• Existing Deficiencies
• Intersections
• Roadways
• Traffic Signal Projects
• Freeway and Interchanges, including urban interchanges

Roadway and intersection project cost estimate file names were organized by project type and ordered
from west to east and north to south. For example, the first road project (furthest west) along Briggsmore
Ave is named RBriggsmoreO I, the first intersection XBriggsmoreO 1, and so on. Project cost estimate files
for existing deficiencies are proceed by an "E" and sequentially numbered. Traffic Signal Projects include
only standalone traffic signal projects not associated with another roadway or intersection project.
Individual cost estimate files were not prepared for these projects; rather they were summarized in a
summary spreadsheet. Freeway and interchange project cost estimates were either prepared individually,
as is the case for the State Route 99 interchanges, or derived from other existing estimates prepared by the
City, State or others. These estimates include the intersecting roadway name preceded by an "1".

All project cost estimates are linked to a master document containing summary sheets totaling each type
of improvement. These summary sheets are in tum linked to a master summary sheet totaling the CFF
Streets Improvement cost.

Determination of Proposed Improvements and Estimated Costs

Roadway Corridor Drawings

After identification of the limits of the various roadway and intersection projects, AutoCAD drawing files
were created of each roadway corridor to facilitate the layout of, on a preliminary basis, the improvements
for each roadway and intersection project. Each AutoCAD drawing file queried information from the base
drawing (Facilities Map) and therefore included the limits of each project as well as all available
infomaation regarding parcel and right-of-way lines. The appropriate digital aerial photographs were also
inserted into the computer drawing to aid in the layout and quantification of the proposed improvements
and right-of-way impacts.

Each project was initially laid out utilizing standard right-of-way widths or intersection geometries as
defined by tbe City standards for the classification of roadway and/or intersection. As was the case with
many of the proposed projects, utilizing the standard roadway typical section, centered down the existing
right-of-way, or the standard intersection template, centered over the existing intersection, resulted in
excessive right-of-way impacts. In these instances, an initial attempt to minimize the impacts was made
by adjusting the alignment of the roadway to maximize the use of existing right-of-way and minimize the
impact to existing development.

In areas where adjustment to the roadway alignment alone was not sufficient to minimize the right-of-way
impacts to a reasonable level, a non-standard typical section was developed. The guidelines for
developing non-standard typical sections were based on the following:
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EXHIBIT A

• Assume a minimum lane width of II' with the exception ofthe inside left tum lane ofa dual left tum
pocket which may be reduced to 10'.

• "'lhere bike lanes are shown on the Master Plan, provide a minimum 4' wide bike lane where there is
no curb and gutter, and 5' (including the gutter pan) where there is curb and gutter.

• Provide 6' from lip ofgutter to back ofwalk minimum. This results in a minimum sidewalk width of
4'10".

• Where there is no bike lane or curb and gutter, provide a minimum 2' paved shoulder.

• A 4' median between left tum pockets and opposing traffic will be provided where possible.

• Where the roadway is adjacent to a railroad right-of-way, the sidewalk may be eliminated provided
alternative pedestrian facilities are available.

Another consideration in the determination ofthe proposed roadway typical section includes the planned
locations of Class I bike paths. The City ofModesto Non-Motorized Transportation Master Plan (July
1996) was referenced to determine whether a bike lane was proposed along within each project. Where
Class 1 bike paths were determined to be required, the proposed typical section included the right-of-way
for the bike path, however the cost to construct the bike path was not included in the project cost estimate.

Once a typical section was determined, the roadway was laid out in the corridor drawing between each
major intersection. Additional points of access, such as minor intersections between major intersections,
were then added to the drawing.

Finally, quantities of the various cost estimate items were measured in the drawings. In all cases, this task
included application of the City's Streets Exaction Policy.

Existing Deficiencies

As discussed in the previous section, which identified both existing deficiencies and their mitigations,
preliminary layouts were developed for each CFF intersection identified as having an existing deficiency.
The required traffic movements were added to the intersection utilizing the guidelines previously
described for developing a non-standard typical section. Similar to the roadway and intersection projects,
available aerial photography was used to identifY major features that could influence the cost estimates
and to layout the proposed mitigation to correct the existing deficiency.

Traffic Signal Projects

Traffic signal costs. may be stand-alone projects, included in intersection project costs or in the case of
minor intersection improvements, included in roadway project costs. Where a cost for a signal
improvement is included, the location was noted on the cost estimate spreadsheet. Guidelines for
assigning costs for standalone traffic signal improvements were based on the following:

• New traffic signal projects were separated into high cost (large intersection) and low cost (smaller
intersection)

• High cost was based on traffic signal for 6-lane by 6-lane intersection
• Low cost was based on traffic signal for 4-lane by 2-lane intersection
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EXHIBIT A

• Modified traffic signal based separated into high cost (large intersection) and low cost (smaller •.
intersection)

• The cost for a high cost modification is determined by the number of quadrants affected where
the cost per quadrant is equal to Y. of the cost for a new signal (high cost). A quadrant is
considered affected if the signal standard is relocated.

• A Low cost modification is measured by the number oflegs affected (where there is no affect to
the signal standard), cost is based on an estimated cost per leg for a fictitious standardized
modification project.

Freeway Interchange Concepts

As a first step, project daily traffic volumes for the ramps and over crossing roadways for each
interchange location were obtained form the City ofModesto's traffic demand model. The daily
projections were next reduced to estimate peak hour volumes using an 8% peak hour factor (consistent
with the model). Due to the macro level of information provided by the model, it was necessary to
estimate traffic volumes on some movements based on an overall balance of traffic volumes. These
estimated peak hour volumes, essentially an indicator of traffic flow, were then used as a guide in the
design of a proposed interchange concept.

To create a base map for the future interchange improvements, record drawings for the construction of
State Route 99 were obtained from Caltrans and entered into an AutoCAD drawing. This information was
further supplemented by information from the Facilities Base Map and digital aerial photographs.

One interchange concept was developed for each CFF freeway interchange. Each concept is intended to
address the anticipated traffic volumes and directionality within the framework of Caltrans design
standards and expectations. This is not say, however that Caltrans would approve the concepts, or that
they address all potential issues that may be raised through a more thorough evaluation of alternatives.
The concepts do, however, by utilizing the Caltrans' Preliminary Project Cost Estimate Summary
Worksheets, represent an order of magnitude ofpotential cost.

Cost Estimate Items

Multiple cost estimate items were considered in the development of the roadway and intersection cost
estimates. Where possible, relationships between construction items were developed and incorporated
into the cost estimate sheets to simplifY the quantity take-off process and reduce the potential for errors.
An example of such a relationship is the correlation between asphalt concrete, aggregate base and
roadway excavation. A single measurement ofnew paved area is sufficient to derive a quantity for all
three of these cost estimate items. Ofcourse, many major items do not have a consistent relationship with
other items and must be measured separately. Following is a partial list of items considered in the cost
estimate process and the criteria for their measurement:

Roadway Excavation - Categorized as either developed or undeveloped. Developed excavation carries a
higher price tag due to the presence of existing improvements that must be protected, potential
underground utilities, maintaining of traffic and access, off haul ofconcrete and the typical limitations on
work area associated with street widening in an urbanized area. Undeveloped excavation cost is
associated with construction of a new roadway in a rural or undeveloped setting. Typically larger
equipment is utilized and fewer obstructions to its efficient use are encountered.

Roadway Structural Section - An assumed R-Value of30 and T.I. of II was used for all roadway
projects resulting in a 0.55' Asphalt Concrete over 1.4' Aggregate Base structural section.
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Median Island Treatment - Three conditions were considered: landscaped medians, medians with harrier
rail and paved medians within intersections. A unit cost, based on area, for each condition was determined
based on a typical median section.

Storm Drainage - The City ofModesto utilizes both piped drainage systems and rock well drainage
systems. The determination of which type ofdrainage system to be used on each project, rock well or
piped, was beyond the scope ofthis estimate. Therefore, for estimate purposes, storm drainage unit costs
were based on a piped storm drainage system with inlets spaced at 400 ft. and on the replacement or
addition of individual drain inlets. New, trunk line storm drain systems were only provided with new
roadways, not roadway widening.

Sound waIls - Assumed required in locations where a roadway is widened into existing residential
structure that will remain. The length of parcel frontage for the affected residence determined the length
of sound wall. The per lineal footage cost for sound walls is based on a 9-foot high masonry wall.

Right-of-way - Four categories ofright-of-way were developed and measured as acquired through either
the exactions policy or by the CFF Street Fee.

• Undeveloped~measured by the square foot.

• Landscaped - Property that has been improved and/or is in-use, such as landscaping, orchard,
paved area, etc. measured by the square foot

• Building - measured by the total square footage of an individual building when any portion of a
building is impacted by an improvement.

• Parking Space - measured by total number of parking spaces, or portions thereof, impacted by
the improvement.

Support Costs and Contingencies - Each cost estimate includes items that were measured or otherwise
quantified directly from the roadway corridor drawings, however there are other items associated with
each project that were not separately measured but nonetheless likely to be required. Therefore, the
support costs and contingencies provided in each estimate represent project components that were not
specifically measured, either due to the preliminary nature of the project plans, or represent known work
items that typically fall within a percentage range ofproject construction costs. The following support
costs and contingency values were added to the estimated construction cost as defined below:

• 20 % Construction Contingency - Applied to the subtotaled construction cost, the construction
item component includes any construction related item not specifically identified elsewhere.
Items could include; mobilization, erosion control, unforeseen utility relocations, adjusting utility
boxes, valves and manholes to grade, unsuitable material, import and export ofmaterial,
demolition, increase in quantities; right-of-way costs such as providing access, relocating signage,
repair to adjacent property (20%).

• 10% Construction Administration - This component includes Construction Inspection and
Resident Engineer services (5%), Soils and materials testing (1 %), construction staking (2%), and
City Administration (2%).

• 0% to 5% Trajfic Control Contingency - Applied to the subtotaled construction cost based on the
amount of traffic within the project area and degree of existing development. For instance 0% for
a new roadway, 5% for widening to a major urban expressway. Traffic control items may include;
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EXHIBIT A

flaggers, warning devices and signs, temporary striping, pavement, barriers and signs, pilot
vehicles, temporary traffic signals, lighting and detours.

• 20% Engineering and Administration Support and Contingency - Applied to the subtotaled
construction cost, this contingency addresses the project development support costs including pre­
design studies (2%), environmental studies, reports and permits (2%), topographic design surveys
(1 %), geotechnical reports (1 %), engineering design and plan preparation (8%), and City
Administration (1 %), Scope Definition Contingency (5%).

• 10% Right-aI-Way Acquisition Support Costs - Applied to the subtotaled right-of-way costs, this
contingency addresses the support costs required to acquire right-of-way including property
appraisals and title reports (1.5%), Phase I Reports and Phase II hazardous material testing
(1.5%), Title Insurance and escrow fees (I%) and Property Agent, legal description, staff support
and legal support (6%).

Shown in Table 6 is the summary list of267 circulation improvement costs that total $921,432,294. A
separate appendix has been provided to the City that contains all of the opinions ofcost.
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CITY of MODESTO
Capital Facility Fee

Street Improvement Projects Summary

Total Cost - Exactions

Subtotal Intersection Projects' $ 288,747,405 $ 47,251,267

Subtotal Roadway Projects $ 635,281,873 $ 108,743,547

Subtotal Traffic SiQnal Projects $ 9,893,505 $ -

Subtotal Interchange & Fwy Proje $ 256,361,152 $ -
Existinn Deficiencies $ -
o,diustments

Prepared 8y:

- StanCOG - City & Other
CFFCost

FunctinQ FundinQ

$ 241,496,138

$ 526,538,326

$ 9,893,505
$ 58,019,577 $ 198,341,575
$ - $ 4,587,669 $ (4,587,669
$ 57,878,309 $ (57,878,309

fatal Street Improvement Projects 1$ 1,190,283,9361 $ 155,994,8141 $115,897,8861 $ 4,587,6691 $ 913,803,5661

No·1

1 XBECKVVI I MU I

2
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15 IX )1
16 IX
17 iXCI 1m
18 X
19 X
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22 ,XFINCH02
23 01
24 FL3YD02
25 FL YUU;;

26 )1

27 XHA I IJHUl

28 XHP
29 XHATCH03

~

:TlD
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; $ 14,126,495
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$
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'1

?R 178
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4

5,031,150
4,327,073
3,092,774
2,739,693
3.070,807
5,731,182
9,207,633
3,504,273
1,629,104
7,344,729

o

3~
'$ 10,211,358

6.437,168

3,

TOTAL COST

1,777,024

1~

5,473,907

6.217,14:,0
2,467,938

3~
4,377:040

4,524,117
3,286,750
3,140,351
2,706,932
1,512,918

24

9,228,41:3.
1,970,440

6,707,427

1
2,816,149

6,437,166

?R7,011.
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ODr> '~<::T EXTENTS

BRINK '
TULLY

OAKDALE

CLAUS
:;ARI NIt:K
l..KVVV"

EL VISTA
JNCOLN
r.1 AilS
SANTA FE .

.

TO RIVER
TO

III::K TO
TULLY TO MCj--lFNRY
NEW ROAD TO DP

TO BRINK
POUST TO
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Toe
)AKDALETO
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TO DAKOTA
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RFr.KWITH TO :
-s-HOEMAKE TO .
~TO K
9TH TO BLUE GUM
BLUEGUMTOK
KANSAS TO MAZE
MAZET,)

I TO PARADISE
TO N,"" \-r

TOTAL COST

2,811,376
2,859,616
4,034.615

I $ R,4F:O 44' $
$ 4,081,494 $

, 13
882,870
745,844

$ 1,620,129 $
$ 2,462,753
$ ~

$
$

$
$

17
, $

$
14,334,727 $

?",?A4

2 121,800
6054,213
8031,822
2,057,512
4,184,465
, 0?,541

l62~
$ 13,200,515 $
$ 1
$ 5,509,708

CFF COST

,751~
1,
2,166,003
1,0Rn~

7,806,632
2,303~479

711"'609
1,550,75'9-
2,175,92.4
3,231,823
2,631.775

-' .

4,410,916
14,334,727

3,947.404
2,171,857
1,506.041
6,054.210
8,031)l2c

7Sfi 0'"

288,952
1,519,038
2,3685613'

975.7
13,200,51:

1,842:136
4,817.096

$ 11 ,. 11,462,818

9
8,918,436

'15,467.405
5,511,741

$ 1 880,979
$

$ "" "7
18.341954
l' 17
4,437,01B

3,978,790
3,190,479
7,nS? O?F:

8,201.401
1,562,010
5,818,322

$ 1,239,113 $
$ 6,115,400
$ 171
$
$
$

1
8,874,267 $

~73 $

23,16' ,9S7
8,918.436

15,467.405
1,R'S Q?,2

937,202
4,02rJ.7i9
1,136~532

18,34' ,954
1
4,437,016

,115,823
,568~403
3,709~
3,656,514
1. , 0
1,244~113

,239,113

,17'
836,48:

8,679~

Table 6



EXHIBIT A

No, PROJECTID PROJECT EXTENTS TOTAL COST CFF COST
86 RCARPENTER07 HATCH TO WHITMORE $ 6,151,598 $ 5,347,564
87 RCHAPMANOl KIERNAN TO PELANDALE $ 2,602,969 $ 389,685
88 RCLARATINA01 MCHENRY TO COFFEE $ 6,247,651 $ 3,943,646
89 RCLARATINA02 COFFEE TO OAKDALE $ 5,147,002 $ 5,022,840
90 RCLARATINA03 OAKDALE TO ROSELLE $ 6,875,844 $ 5,246,645
91 RCLARATINA04 ROSELLE TO RfR TRACKS $ 4,953,420 $ 838,624
92 RCLARIBEL01 MCHENRY TO COFFEE $ 5,451,513 $ 4,322,451
93 RCLARIBEL02 COFFEE TO OAKDALE $ 6,655,285 $ 5,312,141
94 RCLARIBEL03 OAKDALE TO ROSELLE $ 6,113,194 $ 4,687,121
95 RCLARIBEL04 ROSELLE TO CLAUS $ 9,684,132 $ 8,493,487
96 RCLAUSOl CLARIBEL TO SYLVAN $ 8,829,471 $ 4,894,167
97 RCLAUS02 SYLVAN TO FLOYD $ 2,102,917 $ 632,767
98 RCLAUS03 FLOYD TO BRIGGSMORE $ 2,595,319 $ 1,099,010
99 RCLAUS04 BRIGGSMORE TO SCENIC $ 3,017,734 $ 3,017,734
100 RCLAUS05 SCENIC TO GARST $ 1,012,421 $ 873,119
101 RCLAUS06 GARST TO YOSEMITE $ 1,973,268 $ 1,729,179
102 RCOFFEEOl CLARIBEL TO CLARATINA $ 5,581,381 $ 2,010,887
103 RCOFFEE02 CLARATINA TO MABLE $ 1,023,843 $ 472,267
104 RCROWSLANDINGOl 7TH TO 99 $ 1,148,606 $ 1,148,606
105 RCROWSLANDING02 99 TO HATCH $ 1,710,923 $ 1,464,653
106 RCROWSLANDING03 HATCH TO WHITMORE $ 4,404,816 $ 4,156,588
107 RDAKOTAOl SALIDA TO BECKWITH $ 7,362,871 $ 6,153,891
108 RDAKOTA02 BECKWITH TO SR 132 $ 23,084,705 $ 22,730,885
109 RDALEOl KIERNAN TO PELANDALE $ 4,364,781 $ 1,218,045
110 RDALE02 PELANDALE TO VENEMAN $ 1,794,493 $ 1,155,426
111 RELVISTAOl SCENIC TO YOSEMITE $ 8,392,215 $ 8,392,215
112 RFINCHOl MITCHELL TO GARNER $ 5,175,029 $ 3,852,236
113 RFLOYDOl OAKDALE TO ROSELLE $ - $ -
114 RFLOYD02 ROSELLE TO CLAUS $ - $ -
115 RGARNEROl YOSEMITE TO FINCH $ 5,047,588 $ 3,507,101
116 RGARNER02 FINCH TO TOULUMNE RIVER $ 4,496,997 $ 2,919,612
117 RGARSTOl CLAUS TO CHURCH $ 9,564,819 $ 7,676,385
118 RHATCHOl CARPENTER TO CROWS LANDING $ 9,776,925 $ 9,031,037
119 RHATCH02 CROWS LANDING TO 7TH $ 5,931,912 $ 5,931,912
120 RKIERNANOl CHAPMAN TO DALE $ 3,686,739 $ 2,723,909
121 RKIERNAN02 DALE TO PRESCOTT $ 8,491,831 $ 7,052,294
122 RKIERNAN03 PRESCOTT TO TULLY $ 6,949,279 $ 5,194,977
123 RKIERNAN04 TULLY TO MCHENRY $ 6,242,653 $ 5,244,425
124 RLAKEWOODOl BRIGGSMORE TO SCENIC $ 1,223,986 $ 1,223,986
125 RLiNCOLNOl SCENIC TO YOSEMITE $ 4,121,659 $ 4,121,659
126 RMAZEOl MORSE TO CARPENTER $ 4,893,137 $ 1,698,935
127 RMAZE02 CARPENTER TO 99 $ 8,987,425 $ 7,981,495
128 RMCHENRYOl KIIERNAN TO PELANDALE $ 1,722,185 $ 1,240,377
129 RMCHENRY02 PELANDALE TO STANDIFORD $ 1,872,769 $ 1,872,769
130 RMITCHELLOl YOSEMITE TO FINCH $ 5,047,588 $ 3,507,101
131 RMITCHELL02 FINCH TO CITY LIMIT $ 1,236,140 $ 457,478
132 RMORGAN01 HATCH TO WHITMORE $ 5,497,582 $ 4,167,249
133 RMORSE01 NORTH TO SHOEMAKE $ 4,873,502 $ 2,468,665
134 RMORSE02 SHOEMAKE TO MAZE $ 14,145,694 $ 12,653,183
135 RNEBRASKA01 MAZE TO CALIFORNIA $ 1,476,494 $ 756,973
136 RNEBRASKA02 CALIFORNIA TO PARADISE $ - $ -
137 RNEWROAD01 MURPHY TO BECKWITH $ 7,520,229 $ 4,968,211
138 RNORSEMANOl CITY LIMIT TO YOSEMITE $ 1,655,765 $ 818,719
139 ROAKDALEOl CLARIBEL TO CLARATINA $ 3,907,983 $ 1,309,749
140 ROAKDALE02 CLARATINA TOO SYLVAN $ 3,932,784 $ 2,399,228
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No. PROJECTID PROJECT EXTENTS TOTAL COST CFFCOSTj
141 ROAKDALE03 SYLVAN TO FLOYD $ - $ -
142 ROAKDALE04 FLOYD TO BRIGGSMORE $ 3,343,291 $ 3,343,291 F'--
143 ROAKDALE05 BRIGGSMORE TO SCENIC $ 7,531,930 $ 7,531,930
144 RPARADISEOl NEBRASKA TO CARPENTER $ 6,822,359 $ 5,427,703
145 RPARADISE02 CARPENTER TO MARTIN lUTHER KING $ 4,364,147 $ 4,364,147
146 RPELANDALEOl CHAPMAN TO DALE $ 2.,417,172 $ 2,417,172
147 RPELANDALE02 DALE TO PRESCOTT $ 3,413,092 $ 3,156,752
148 RPELANDALE03 PRESCOTT TO TULLY $ 4,236,779 $ 3,718,642
149 RPELANDAlE04 TUllY TO MCHENRY $ 7,790,721 $ 6,739,908
150 RPRESCOTTOl KIERNAN TO PELANDAlE $ 3,041,853 $ 894,226
151 RPRESCOTT02 PELANDAlE TO SNYDER $ 508,432 $ 508,432
152 RROSELLEOl CLARIBEL TO CLARATINA $ 3,599,581 $ 1,130,746
153 RROSELlE02 ClARATINA TO SLYVAN $ 3;117,732 $ 539,221
154 RROSElLE03 SLYVAN TO FLOYD $ - $ -

155 RROSELLE04 FLOYD TO BRIGGSMORE $ - $ -

156 RSANTAFEOl TOULUMNE RIVER TO YOSEMITE $ 8,392,215 $ 8,392,215
157 RSCENICOl OAKDALE TO LAKEWOOD $ 4,955,114 $ 3,578,209
158 RSCENIC02 LAKEWOOD TO CLAUS $ 5,371,439 $ 5,405,859
159 RSHOEMAKEOl MORSE TO BRINK $ 2,975,024 $ 578,064
160 RSTANDIFORDOl DALE TO PRESCOTT $ 8,917,529 $ 8,917,529
161 RSTANDIFORD02 PRESCOTT TO TULLY $ 8,058,596 $ 8,058,596
162 RSTANDIFORD03 TUllY TO MCHENRY . $ 20,363,785 $ 20,363,785
163 RSYlVANOl MCHENRY TO OAKDALE $ 21,170,355 $ 21,170,355
164 RSYlVAN02 OAKDALE TO ROSEllE $ - $ -
165 RSYLVAN03 ROSELLE TO CLAUS $ - $ -

166 RTULlYOl KIERNAN TO PELANDALE $ 3,655,746 $ 762,564
167 RTULlY02 PELANDAlE TO STANDIFORD $ 5,772,266 $ 5,422,8~
168 RWHITMOREOl CARPENTER TO CROWS LANDING $ 11,434,902 $ 9,088,18
169 RWHITMORE02 CROWS LANDING TO MORGAN $ 3,927,643 $ 2,665,222
170 WOODLANDOl CARPENTER TO KEARNEY $ 7,104,714 $ 7,104,714
171 RYOSEMITEOl DTO ElVISTA $ 16,399,417 $ 16,399,417
172 RYOSEMITE02 El VISTA TO LINCOLN $ 12,319,173 $ 11,662,728
173 RYOSEMITE03 LINCOLN TO CLAUS $ 4,895,665 $ 4,794,751
174 RYOSEMITE04 CLAUS TO SANTA FE $ 6,029,240 $ 5,254,894
175 RYOSEMITE05 SANTA FE TO CITY LIMIT $ 1,021,024 $ 821,105

No. PROJECT 10 I Project Description CFF COST
Traffic SIgnal Projects
176 arver Road and Future Road South of Kiernan Avenu New Signal $ 155,090
177 Prescott Road and Cheyenne Avenue New Signal $ 195,910
178 Coffee Road and Sylvan Meadows Drive New Signal $ 195,910
179 College Avenue and Bowen Avenue New Signal $ 195,910
180 Coffee Road and Brighton Avenue New Signal $ 195,910
181 Tully Road and Princeton Avenue New Signal $ 195,910
182 College Avenue and Princeton Avenue I Griswold AVE New Signal $ 195,910
183 Rosemore Avenue and Woodland Avenue New Signal $ 155,090
184 Coffee Road and East MOrris Avenue New Signal $ 146,933
185 Rosemore Avenue and Kansas Avenue New Signal $ 155,090
186 Tuolumne Boulevard and Neece Drive New Signal $ 146,933
187 La Lorna Avenue and Buena Vista Avenue New Signal $ 155,090
188 La Lorna Avenue and Miller Avenue New Signal $ 193,863
189 Orangeburg Avenue and Sonoma Avenue New Signal $ 116,318
190 Orangeburg Avenue and Lillian Drive New Signal $ 116,318
191 Floyd Avenue and Dana Lane New Signal $ 116,3~
192 Seventh Street and K Street New Signal $ 155,09
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EXHIBIT A

No. PROJECTID Project Description CFF COST
193 Sixth Street and K Street New Signal $ 155.090
194 Sisk Road and Conant Avenue New Signal $ 146,933
195 Snyder Avenue and Carver Road New Signal $ 155,090
196 Snyder Avenue and Marsalia Way New Signal $ 116,318
197 Sisk Road and Brenner New Signal $ 146,933
198 Orangeburg Avenue and Rose Avenue New Signal $ 119,300
199 Tully Road and Stoddard Avenue New Signal $ 146,933
200 Eleventh Avenue and M Street New Signal $ 119,300
201 Bangs Avenue and Carver Road New Signal $ 155,090
202 Prescott Road and Sheldon Avenue New Signal $ 146,933
203 Orangeburg Avenue and Enslen Avenue New Signal $ 195,910
204 Orangeburg Avenue and Florida Avenue New Signal $ 146,933
205 Sylvan Avenue and Esta Avenue New Signal $ 146,933
206 Sylvan Avenue and Road F New Signal $ 146,933
207 Sylvan Avenue and Litt Road New Signal $ 195,910
208 Floyd Avenue and Lincoln Oak Dr. New Signal $ 146,933
209 Floyd Avenue and Esta Avenue New Signal $ 195,910
210 Oakdale Road and Road G New Signal $ 146,933
211 Roselle Avenue and Road 0 New Signal $ 195,910
212 Roselle Avenue and Kodiak Drive New Signal $ 195,910
213 Roselle Avenue and Bellharbour Drive New Signal $ 195,910
214 Roselle Avenue and Merle Avenue New Signal $ 195,910
215 G Street and Seventh Street High Cost Modification $ 147,453
216 H Street and Seventh Street High Cost Modification $ 147,453
217 I Street and Seventh Street High Cost Modification $ 195,000
218 Seventh Street and l Street High Cost Modification $ 168,090
219 Needham Street and L Street High Cost Modification $ 152,978
220 Needham Street and 14th Street High Cost Modification $ 152,978
221 McHenry / Downey I Avenue and J Street High Cost Modification $ 277,388
222 10th Street and 0 Street High Cost Modification $ 156,000
223 Bodem Street and Scenic Drive High Cost Modification $ 152,978
224 Ninth Street and Tuolumne Boulevard High Cost Modification $ 221,910
225 Yosemite Boulevard and Church Street High Cost Modification $ 152,978
226 McHenry Avenue and Rumble Road High Cost Modification $ 210,860
227 McHenry Avenue and Floyd Avenue High Cost Modification $ 210,860
228 North Emerald Avenue and Kansas Avenue HiQh Cost Modification $ 168,090
229 Coffee Road and Scenic Drive High Cost Modification $ 166,433
230 Tully Road and Caldwell Avenue Low Cost Modification $ 54,210
231 Tully Road and West Roseburg Avenue low Cost Modification $ 54,210
232 Tully Road and Wes! Granger Avenue Low Cost Modification $ 54,210
233 Tully Road and Woodrow Avenue low Cost Modification $ 54,210
234 Tully Road and West Rumble Road Low Cost Modification $ 54,210
235 Tully Road and Mount Vernon Drive Low Cost Modification $ 54,210
236 College Avenue and Stoddard Avenue low Cost Modification $ 54,210
237 College Avenue and Caldwell Avenue Low Cost Modification $ 54,210
238 College Avenue West Roseburg Avenue Low Cost Modification $ 54,210
239 College Avenue and West Granger Avenue low Cost Modification $ 54,210
240 Ninth Street and G Street Low Cost Modification $ 53,170
241 Ninth Street and H Street Low Cost Modification $ 53,170
242 Ninth Street and I Street Low Cost Modification $ 65,520
243 Ninth Street and J Street low Cost Modification $ 65,520
244 Ninth Street and K Street Low Cost Modification $ 65,520
245 College Avenue and Orangeburg low Cos! Modification $ 65,520
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No.] PROJECTID I PROJECT EXTENTS I TOTAL COST' CFF COST
Interchanges

$ 17,190'78~ t
246 IKIERNANOl SR99 $ 26,130,000 II-
247 IPELANDALEOl SR99 $ 46,700,000 $ 28,547,248
248 IBECKWITHOl SR99 $ 29,400,000 $ 13,116,923
249 IBriggsmore Avenue CLAUS $ 14,299,764 $ 14,299,764
250 IFloyd Avenue CLAUS $ 15,520,590 $ 15,520,590
251 ISylvan Avenue CLAUS' $ 16,576,500 $ 16,576,500
252 ISanta Fe Railroad OH CLAUS $ 9,089,760 $ 9,089,760
253 ICLARIBELOl COFFEE $ 15,000,000 $ 15,000,000
254 ICLARIBEL02 OAKDALE $ 15,000,000 $ 15,000,000
255 IKIERNAN02 MCHENRY $ 15,000;000 $ 15,000,000
256 IPELANDALE02 MCHENRY $ 15,000,000 $ 15,000,00'0
257 SR132 from SR99 to Morse' $ 38,644,538 $ 24,000,0d'o
EXisting Defieclencles· ,
258 SR 99 West Ramp (SB)/Pelandale Avenue $ 180,078
259 SR 99 West Ramp (SB)/Standiford Avenue $ 306,515

,260 Standiford AvenuefTully Road $ 750,076
261 Standiford Avenue - Sylvan Avenue I McHenry Avenu ,$ 750,153
262 Briggsmore-Avenuel McHenry Avenue $ 631,300
263 Carpenter RoadlWoodland Avenue $ 226,470
264 Carpenter Road/Kansas Avenue . $ 283,711
265 Carpenter Road/Maze Boulevard $ 136,445
266 EI Vista Ave-Mitchell RoadlYosemite Boulevard $ 936,952
267 Oakdale Road/Scenic Drive $ 385,967

c
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EXHIBIT A

Section 4 - Capital Facilities Fee - Streets

Continued refinements to the cost estimates for the projected CFF Street Projects capital improvement
program has resulted in a draft final total of $913,800,000. The reasons for the refinements were several-
fold, including: .

• Consistency with the recent draft ofthe MEIR for the Update to the Urban Area General Plan,
• Verification of the most current unit cost data based on 'bid tabs' on recent public works

construction projects, and
• Verification of proposed projects adjacent to the current City limits.

In addition to working with City staff to assure reasonableness ofthe projected cost estimates of the CFF
Street Projects capital improvement program, considerable review was also conducted on the
reasonableness of traffic impact fee assumptions and methodologies and cost comparisons with adjacent
jurisdictions.

The initial challenge in evaluating the updated traffic impact fees was first understanding and agreeing
that the cost estimates for the update of the CFF Street Projects capital improvement program was in fact
reasonable, recognizing that the estimates increased nearly $500,000,000 from around $420,000,000 to
more than $913,800,000. Through the rigorous, well documented cost estimate process, the agreed upon
and applied methodologies succinctly yielded nearly a $1.2 billion price tag for needed improvements to
support new development that will house more 170,000 new people in the City and provide for more than
192,000 new jobs.

The primary reasons for the substantial rise in costs include:

• Inclusion ofRight ofWay, with unit costs for vacant lands, developed lands without structures
and deVeloped lands with structures.

• Increased in Unit Cost values.
• Expansion of the CFF Street Projects capital improvement program list.

The derived CFF Street Projects costs of$913,800,000 assumes that at least $115,000,000 in Federal and
State funds will be available for use, that amount being approximately 10 percent of the total streets
capital improvement budget.

One of the primary intents of the City is to seek and seCure as much Federal and State funds to help the
City with their sense ofobligation to pay their share ofanticipated costs for improvements to the
Citywide street system.

Using the finalized draft total of$913,800,000, OMNI-MEANS, with input from the public and in
coordination with Town Hall Services and City staff, refined the CFF Street Projects Fee by Land Use
Category. Shown in Tables 7 and 8 are the refined traffic fee updates by Land Use Category, including
their percentage increase over existing fees. As indicated, using industry standard procedures and
generally accepted assumptions, the projected fees by land use category increase by varying percentages
over existing fees.

City ofModesto CFF Streets Update
R569RPTOO4.doc
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CITY of MODESTO
Capital Facility Fee

Fee Spread by Activity

Notes;

New Development
("Buildout ~minus

I

1, Daily trip-ends for whlch this category is a source on desltination

ITE-based Dally
Trip

Generation
Pass-by Trip

Adjustment Causality Dally Trip

Prepared By:

Percentage
Share of

t ,250.,0.48 10.0..0.% $

2, A 60%, 65%, 70% and 75% trip reduction factor has been applied for retal! "pass-by/mulli-purpose" trips based on the size 01 the projected retail facility.
The smailer the retaillacility, the greater tho trip reduction lactor due to "pass·by/multi·purpose travel.
3. Responsibility for all home based trips to local retail and medical offices is assigned to residential development.
Source: Omni-Means, Ltd,

Omr' .'Srr569Final Streets Info.xls

Spread of CFF
Improvement

Costs
Fee per

-le7



CITY of MODESTO
Capital Facility Fee

Conversion to General Plan Land Use Code Fees

Land Use COde

, I

Model Retail
Employee

Density (per

1, Assuming average mix of activi1ies for the Genera! Plan land use codes.
2, Institute of Traffic Engineering handbook

Source: Omni·Means, Ltd,

Omni·Mean!sT569Final Streets Info,xls

Other

Page 38

Prepared By:

Density Existing
Weighted Factor (KSF ~"'.W~I~j,:t~di·:;,?;i,;;jN·;l Streets Percent
Fee per per

Table 8
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EXHIBIT A

Included among the trip adjustment assumptions was a 60,65, 70 and 75 percent trip reduction to retail
uses based on its size, for 'pass-by' trips. In addition, another trip adjustment factor to specifically
account for cause ojtrip has also been added. A separate column, entitled, Trip Causality Factor, allows
more specific adjustment to reflect the shift in responsibility for the increased convenience to residential
for the proximity of retail commercial and medical office facilities. The 25% increase in trip
responsibility to residential directly corresponds to the additional 23% trip reduction in retail and medical
office trips.

Lastly, in addition to adopting an update to the CFF fees, consideration still remains as to how to
appropriately phase in the fees recognizing that new development is often "profonna-ed" several years in
advanced before fees are actually paid. With such a substantial increase in fees, it has been deterroined
that some form of phase in of fees may be appropriate and fair, so that near-term development can still
profitably move forward and remain competitive with adjacent jurisdictions.

City ofModesto CFF Streets Update
R569RPTOO4.doc

39
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TABLE 1 • CITY OF MODESTO CFF AREA (INCLUDES KIERNAN BUSINESS PARK BUT EXCLUDES SALIDA AREA)
ESTIMATED IMPROVEMENT COST SPREAD AND FEE PER D.U.E WITH RESIDENTIAL WEIGHTING TO ENHANCE COMMUNITY

Net New Dally Trip I'Estimated Spread
Development Generation Trip Trip Lengthl I' Percentage of CFF

("Buildout -mInus: ". . Rate per 1AdJustment. Causality Dally Trip Share of . Improvement Estimated

.~~.==_L.andu~~~~t.~Ory.~~=:~ - E~i~~r fg~;~-t.. ~~."", ~i!-~ =~~~: __G::ii~~l_~~~~;P..s·l~--¥:t~~~~ ,F!-"J'~~~!~
Retail (Iasserthan 50,000 sq.ft.floor area) 10,234 Employees 50.31 25% 67% 111,965 8,9% $ 61,609,161 $ 7,974
Retail (50,000 sq.ft.to 99,999 sq.ft. noor area) 10,234 Employees 33.99 30% 67%' 90,7!lQ 7.2% $ 66,163,277 $ 6,465
Retail (100,000 sq.ft.to 300,000 sq.ft. floor area) 10,234 Employees 23.95 35% 67% 74,634 6.0%· $ 54,389,886 $ 5,315
Retail (greater than 300,000 sq. ft. noor araa) 10.234 Employees 19:31 40% 87% 68,771 5.5% $ SO,I17,206 $ 4,897

Service (Medical Office) 7,652 Employees 8.91 .. '100% 67% 59,316 4.7% $' 43,22M76 $ 5,549
Service (General OffIca) 30,609 EmployeeS 3.32 100% 100% 101,622 8.1% $ 74,057;176 $ 2,419

_"____ Government (Ge~eral Office) ~____ 14,700 __ ...§nP~\'8-"s 3.32__ 100%_ 100% _ 48,8041 .. 3.9% .L"_._ 35,5~6,026 $ _"3041~_
__. ______QtherJI~<:J.~strlal) ._.__._._____98,~7L_ _EI11~ees _...210__"_100% =" 109%- __2Q§L5.81.i.._._l~~~..L.....!EP,54.~~'j.lf.!. ..L~~~

·==~_~=~:~~0.~'l.:r .~=.= .. -- "~~~;:~~~-.:~~- _~'Z'!fe~'f:. ==-. _.__ ----. -·-----·=L--=:"------"-·--·==~:-
~otes:"_~=-. _ !O_T-~-TR~S_ ..____.=- __i~:. _:~~=~.~ _~~_ _=_ _..J:~~~_ ~=-~ _~~::~~~o~~=_~::~o+---
1. A60%, 65%, 70% and 75% trip redUction factor has been applied for retail "pess-bylmultl-purpose" trips based on the size of the proJected retail facility.
The s";aiier theret.iifaclli\y;ihe greater theiiiii-'eduction factor due to "piis:by/multl-purpese travel. These factors Include an additional 10% trlprecluction'adJustrnentfactorrroril
Tablelio!~ectenhanc.ii~com,!,uiiiiY valUe t,,-reside~tia.1 neT~hborhoods.-::___..:::r:_..__ ::I ..._. I. =r ..___r- _1. __'-f--
2. Similar to the added trip reduction factor to the retail land use category, a 25% trip adjustment factor has been further added 10 the residential land use catagories ___."_
ta-f,!,!h_erhelp ince~ non::r.~ldentiaL~~~:.t9..locatein th".·C!ty ofM~~est"" enha~£irigquallty o!.i~e and comm~value:---- ~==: ____="-____..___
.-.---.....-----...--..-....--.....-- -------1- _ .....-.__..-1----- --...- ..---.....---....--...

ornn,-A



• TABLE 2 - CITY OF MODESTO CFF AREA (INCLUDES _NAN BUSINESS PARK, BUT EXCLUDES SAUDAAREA)
ESTIMATED FEES WITH RESIDENTIAL WEIGHTING TO ENHANCE COMMUNITY

Employee
O$~$IIY (Per

Weighted Factor (KSF
Fee per

1",,,,-;~_____---,=L:~al1n<!duLlis~,e'.E:~t~Il_"''¥___._.______:'''''.. _. 9ro$$, ac;re) ._~~'--_+--_l»~~.r"---~_.-!~:<'_+~rr'gi,(~¥Il-"-f_.'
NfA
NIA
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2011
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SUMMARY REPORT

FINAL
City Council Resolution No. 2011-105

March 22, 2011

Prepared by:
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EXHIBITB

City of Modesto Comprehensive Fees Task Force

Voting Members:
Rick Dahlseid
Sandra lucas
Marshall Riddle
Deborah Riggs
David Wright, Jr.
Du ke Leffler
Jan Marie Ennenga
.Richard Tatoyan
Bill Zoslocki

Non-Voting Members:
Greg Nyhoff
H. Brent Sinclair

Amy Gedney
Nick Pinhey
Gloriette Beck

Citizen-at-Large
Citizen-at-Large
Citizen-at-Large
Citizen-at-large
Alternate Citizen-at-Large
Commercial Broker
Manufacturer's Council Representative
Construction Industry Committee Representative
Building Industry Association .Representative

City Manager
Director of Community and Economic
Development
Infrastructure Finance Program Administrator
Director of Utility Planning and Projects
Director of Finance

On January 27, 2011, the Comprehensive Fees Task Force took the following actions:

IIPage

1) Accepted the Summary Report dated January 26, 2011, for the CFF Program and
recommended the report be forwarded to the Finance Committee for review.

2) Recommended a biennial review of the CFF Program to coincide with the Urban
Growth Review.

2011 Capital Facilities Fees Summary Report



EXHIBIT B

INTRODUCTION

In April 2010, the City of Modesto established a Comprehensive Fees Task Force, CFTF, to

review all development related fees. One component ofthose fees is the City's Capital Facilities

Fees, CFF, which are collected on new development for "brick and mortar" facilities. This type

of fee is codified in the California Government Code §66000.

The current state of the economy has resulted in limited new development and significant

decreases in land values and construction costs. The CFF, which was last reviewed in 2006, is in

need of an overhaul to address changing market conditions and community economic

objectives. The three largest cost components of the CFF program are Streets, Parks, and Air

Quality Mitigation. Therefore, the CFTF directed staff to review these components to

determine if adjustments could be made that would reduce the overall costs of these three

components. Attachment nAn shows the current breakout of CFF components per land use

type.

The CFTF systematically and pragmatically reviewed possible changes to the CFF program. The

review entailed a realistic look at population projections and anticipated roadway needs. The

final result is a fee that represents roads that will need improvements in the near term and an

earnest plan to revise current practices and policies of roadway development.
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EXHIBIT B

METHODOLOGY

Streets

The CFTF reviewed past and projected population numbers as presented in the General Plan,

shown in Attachment "B". Subsequent to revised population forecasts, the Streets component

was revised, but produced a very small change in the overall cost estimates. This is

documented in Attachment "C" by the City's consultant Omni-Means. In an effort to further

review the fee, staff determined projects based on two criteria: 1) within twenty years, and 2)

beyond twenty years. That methodology is shown in Attachment "D".

Reducing the project list resulted in significantly reduced roadway projects and thus, cost

estimates. Table 1 shows the differences between each of the reductions listed above for each

land use type.

Table 1. CFF Streets Component: Existing fee, Proposed Fee with Population Adjustments,

and Proposed Fee with General Plan Assumptions and only within ZO-Year Projects

Proposed Fee with Proposed Fee with GP
Land Use Existing Fee Population Assumptions and only

Adjustments within 20·Year Projects

Single-Family' $8,596 $12,036 $6,268

Multi-Family* $6,008 $8,339 $4,342

Senior Housing* $3,782 $18,096 $3,782

Hotel/Motel" $5,432 $3,259

Retail <50,000 sf*' $17,603 $18,096 $9,423

Retail 50,000 - 100,000 sf" $14,581 $15,023 $7,823

Retail 100,000 -300,00 sf" $12,279 $12,680 $6,603

Retail >300,000 sf" $11,442 $11,829 $6,160

Medical Office" $22,502 $22,858 $11,903

GeneraIOffice*' $9,678 $11,061 $5,760

Hospital" $13,911 $8,347

Daycare** $7,682 $4,609

Church*' $1,637 $982

Nursing Home** $2,396 $1,438

Industrial (Manufacturing)'* $3,754 $4,288 $2,233

Industrial (Warehousing)'* $2,637 $3,008 $1,566

* Per Dwellmg Umt

** Per 1,000 Square Feet
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EXHIBIT B

Parks

Park development over the past eight years has been funded by a combination of CFD (Le.

Village One #2 and Coffee-Claratina) and Parks CFF. The 2003 CFF Parks component was

adopted at $4,384 per Dwelling Unit Equivalent, DUE, and, due to inflation adjustments, is now

$5,803 per DUE. lower construction costs over the past few years have decreased the fee

significantly as construction costs are now just above the rate used for the 2003 update.

Additionally, some parks were sold (17th and Gj and others removed as they are no longer

planned which decreased the fee by a minor amount. Parks CFF is collected per residential unit

and not assessed to any other type of land use (Le. commercial, industrial, medical).

During the height of the building boom, land values peaked at $350,000 per acre resulting in an

increase in the fees. The current land value is set at $150,000 per acre, except for land in flood

plains which is still set at $30,000 per acre, lowering the fee significantly. This update

anticipates 120,590 DUEs at Build-Out; an increase of about 5,000 DUEs from the 2003 update,

lowering the fee approximately $200 per DUE. This update revises park acreage to conform to

the General Plan; 2A/I,000 DUEs for Community Park and lA/l,OOO DUEs for Neighborhood

Park, slightly offsetting a decrease in the fee. The 2010 Parks CFF was reviewed for relevancy

based on today's land and construction values to determine if the Parks CFF fee needed to be

updated. The recommended 2011 Parks CFF is $610 less than the current fee of $5,803, or

$5,193, per citywide DUE. Table 2 shows the differences between each of the reductions listed

above for each residential land use type.

Air Quality

Staff also reviewed the Air Quality Mitigation fee for possible changes, adding some facilities

and eliminating other faCilities, and recommends the fee be revised down from the current fee

of $1,679 to $548 per DUE, a reduction of $1,131 per DUE.

Table 2. Existing and Proposed Parks and Air Quality Mitigation CFF

land Use*
Existing Proposed Existing Proposed
PARKS PARKS AIR MITIGATION AIR MITIGATION

Single Family $5,803 $5,193 $1,679 $548
Multi- Family $3,607 $3,228 $1,072 $722
Senior Housing $3,518 $3,148 $1,046 $702
* Per Dwellmg Unit
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SUMMARY & NEXT STEPS

In reviewing the projects, cost estimates, and needs within the CFF components, a systematic

approach was taken to ensure that: 1) a nexus for the fee is maintained, and 2) a balance is

maintained that does not cripple the City's ability to develop new parklands and roadways. To

that end, this revised fee addresses concerns that the CFF is too high and development cannot

occur. However, it should also be noted that reducing project lists also reduces the amount to

be collected for projects deemed necessary in the 20 plus year horizon.

In an effort to strike a balance between needed infrastructure and anticipated new

development, the CFTF thoroughly reviewed areas of modification within the CFF components.

As a result, the Streets, Parks, and Air Mitigation components were significantly modified to

reflect: 1) land value changes, 2) need for projects, and 3) timeline for construction. Table 3

illustrates the existing fees and the new proposed fees to go into effect in early spring of 2011.

Since the CFF program reflects the identified infrastructure based on the General Plan, it has

become increasingly obvious that the City's Circulation Element needs to be revised, which

hopefully will result in a dynamic Modesto Transportation Plan that will reflect not only needed

roadways and other transportation facilities, but will also identify how they will be funded and

maintained over time.

Furthermore, a significant amount of effort has gone into reviewing and discussing the CFF

components as well as the needs of new development to ensure that development is feasible.

As a result, this revised 2011 CFF Program represents an interim solution. As noted above, staff

will be investigating and presenting a Modesto Transportation Plan that will more fully address

a financial plan to construct and maintain roadways within Modesto.
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CrrYof MODESTO

Fire Police Parks General Gov't, 'e MIt,••tloo Streets Tran$!t Admin.

Fee % Fe. % Fe. % Fe. % Fe. % 'ee % ,.. % 'e. % TOTAL

$'.o'e F.mlty $36, 2,00. S852 4,70' S5,803 32,00% S479 2.64. S1,;79 9.26' S8.596 47,40% S91 0.50' S272 1.50% $18,135

$167 1.41% '513 4.32% Sl.607 30.38% $29, 2,4.. $1.072 9.03' $6.008 50.60% '64 0.54% 51 .. 1.23% $11.874

Soo'oe Hou"o. SI64 1.74% $500 5.30% S3.518 37.29' "88 3.0" 11.046 11.09% $3.782 40.08% $34 0.36% $104 1.10% $9,435

,
"" 1I,00m =500.0. ft., S64 1.07% $194 3.26% SO 0.00' S111 1.87% So 0.00' 15.432 91,45. S57 0.96% S82 1.38% 15.939

R,t."
<50.000 SF S76 0.41% S231 1.25% SO 0.00% Sm 0.72% SO 0.00% 117.603 95.24' $187 1.01% 1255 1,38' S18.483

50 ·100,000 SF $75 0.'" $231 1.50% $0 0.00' $m 0.86% SO 0.00% $14,581 94,77% $154 1,00' $,,, 1.38' · $15,385
100-'"' ,on« S76 0.58' S232 1.78% SO 0.00' sm 1.02% So 0.00% S12.279 94.26% S130 1.00' S180 1.38% · $13.027

>3oo.onO SF S75 D.62% $231 1.90% SO 0.00% sm 1.09% So 0.00% Sl1,442 94.02% $120 0,99% \168 1.38% S12,170

M.d'", Off'co $126 0.53% SJ86 1.62% SO 0.00% S221 0.93% SO 0.00% \22.502 ".54% S238 1.00% 1328 1.38% S23.802

G.n".' Offi" S125 1,1" $386 3.62% So 0,00% S222 2.08% SO 0.00% $9.678 90.77% \102 0.96% S,,8 1.39% · $10,662

Ho.olI., $126 0.8" 1385 2.5" SO 0.00' S'" 1,48% SO 0.00% S13.911 92.75% S147 0.98% <207 1.38% • S14.998

O.v",. $126 1.46% SJ86 4.48% SO 0.00' S222 1.58% SO 0.00' 17.682 ".14% S81 0.94' S120 1.39. sa.618C.,,,. $127 5.230 $391 16,07% SO 0.00' S225 9.25. So 0.00% S1.637 67.35% S17 0,70l< $3, 1.40' 12.431

NU1O'no Hom. S127 3.95' 1389 12.14% SO 0.00' S224 6.99% So 0.00% \1.396 • 74.74' S15 0.78% S45 1.41' $3.106

'nduat,'" . $5, 1.19. SI65 3.97% SO 0.00% $95 2.19' So 0.00% $3.754 • 90.13' S39 0.94% S57 1.37% $4,165

"d,"""
, S54 1.'" ,,,. 5.48' SO 0.00% '95 3.16' SO 0.00% <2.637 87.17% S28 0.93% S42 1.38% " .011

,""''''''J

Upd.ted 1/1/2011



EXHIBITB
Table 3. Allocation of Permits per Year

City of Modesto Single Family Residentia ISFR} and Multi-Family Residential (MFR) Permits

ACTUALSFR ACTUALMFR ACTUAL DUEs ACnJAL + ACTUAL DUEs

Fiscal Year Ending YTO+40Yr YTD + 40Yr + 2003CFF AVERAGE + REVISED
AVERAGE AVERAGE Projection TOTAL DUEs Projected OUEs

1960 402 0 402 402 402
1961 621 0 621 621 621
1962 830 0 830 830 830
1963 507 57 5j)7 564 5{)4

1964 492 369 492 861 861
1965 436 152 436 588 588
1966 485 266 485 751 751
1967 444 177 444 621 621
1968 458 615 458 1,073 1,073
1969 463 364 463 827 827
1970 500 752 500 1,252 1,252
1971 782 839 782 1,721 1,721
1972 960 1,068 960 2,028 2,028
1973 1,064 703 1,064 1,767 1,767
1974 1,009 463 1,009 1,472 1,472
1975 1,179 168 1,179 1,347 1,347
1976 1,409 197 1,409 1,606 1,606
1977 1,927 975 1,927 2,902 2,902
1978 1,613 890 1,613 2,503 2,503
1979 975 902 975 1,877 1,877
19SO 722 728 722 1.450 1,450
1981 612 301 612 919 919
1982 261 129 261 390 390
1983 427 375 427 802 802
1984 547 929 547 1,476 1,476
1985 851 1,081 851 1,932 1,932
1986 1,658 685 1,658 2,343 2,343
1987 1,957 658 1,957 2,615 2,615
1988 1,761 535 1,761 2,296 2,296
1989 2,327 1,029 2,327 3,356 3,356
1990 1,937 468 1,937 2,405 2,405
1991 572 104 572 676 676
1992 293 10 293 303 303
1993 492 13 492 51)5 505
1994 230 124 230 354 354
1995 186 9 186 195 195
1996 282 0 282 282 282
1997 304 4 304 308 308
1998 571 82 571 653 653
1999 836 7 836 843 843
2000 1,553 16 1,553 1,569 1,569
2001 1,525 94 1,525 1,619 1,619
2002 1,118 8 1,118 1,126 1,126
2003 998 21 998 1,019 1,019
2004 563 95 563 658 658
2005 645 276 645 921 921
2006 656 39 656 695 695
2007 271 252 271 523 523
2008 172 40 172 212 212 2010 REVlSEO PROJECTIONS2009 37 0 37 37 37
2010 14 0 14 14 14 SFR MFR
2011 700 344 700 1,044 110 roo 10
2012 700 344 BOO 1,044 220 200 20
2013 700 344 900 1,044 330 300 30
2014 700 344 15j)0 1,044 440 400 40
2015 700 344 2000 1,044 600 5j)Q 100
2016 700 344 2500 1,044 710 600 110
2017 700 344 3000 1,044 820 700 120
2018 700 344 35{)0 1,044 950 800 151)
2019 700 344 4500 1,044 1,060 900 160
2020 700 344 4500 1,044 1,280 1,100 180
2021 700 344 451)0 1,044 1,400 1,200 200
2022 700 344 4500 1,044 1,380 1,200 1SO
2023 700 344 4000 1,044 1,160 1,000 160
2024 700 344 351)0 1,044 1,050 900 150
2025 700 344 3500 1,044 900 800 100
2026 700 344 3000 1,044 800 700 100
2027 700 344 1000 1,044 650 600 50
2028 700 344 900 1.044 540 SOO 40
2029 700 344 BOO 1,044 430 400 30
2030 700 344 700 1,044 310 300 10

'ID,l'ALAU.~ ~ :u.- ' ,91,;234 ,~ .13,~.
""'~AVG, ':~T , :-M~ ·722

fi#,i"~!1!!f"""-IllQ"" 101!: .~ ~$. 1"", 751 W

2010-2032 TOTAL 14,014 6,880 50,314 20,894 15,154 13,200 1,940
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DRAFT TECHNICAL MEMORANDUM
To: City ofModesto

Attn: Amy Gedney, Tina Rocha

From: Marty Inouye, Todd Tregenza

Re: Draft Fee Calculation For 20-Year

Priority Improvement Projects Program

cc:

INTRODUCTION

Date:

Project:

Job No.:

File No.:

January 26, 20 I I

City ofModesto CFF Fee &

Areas ofBenefit Update

25-4750-03

C569MEMOI2.DOC

This memorandum has heen prcpared by OMNl-MEANS to update progress made in the effort to create a
20-year fee program for the City ofModesto. A previous memorandum entitled Preliminary Fee
Calculations Based On 20-Year Projection Model Run presented CFF fee comparisons ofvarious 20-year
growth scenarios with the City divided into four quadrants; however the fee results were disparate
between quadrants and the resulting fee amounts would not be feasible or representative offuture City
growth in each area After initial review and discussion with the City, it was determined that a new
scenario should be analyzed. This new growth scenario, with results presented in this memorandum,
assumes a full General Plan buildout but selectively excluding projects that may not be needed in the next
20 years.

BASELINE "GENERAL PLAN BUILDOUT" FEE
Prior to developing a new fee, OMNI-MEANS determined it was necessary to estimate the potential fee
citywide, and by quadrant, for full build-out of the General Plan travel demand model land uses. This
would provide a baseline comparison for the calculated 20-year fee, presented subsequently in this
memorandum. Without providing such a baseline comparison, it would be difficult to gauge the effect of
the subsequent "20-Year Projection" fee calculation.

"GENERAL PLAN BmLDOUT" ADDED GROWTH
Table I presents the growth in dwelling units and employees assumed in the General Plan buildout model.

TABLEl

Single-Family 31,603 Dwelling Units
Multi-Family 17,292 Dwelling Units

Total Dwelling Units 48,895 Dwelling Units

Retail 38,770 Employees

Service 40,015 Employees
Other 60,888 Employees
Education 2,961 Employees
Government 2,801 Employees
Total EmpJoyees 145,435 Eme.1oJ!.ees
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As presented in Table 1, the General Plan added land uses assumed in the travel demand model include
145,435 new employees and 48,895 new dwelling units. Using an assumed 2 person per Multi-Family
Dwelling Unit (MFDU) and 3 person per Single-Family Dwelling Unit (SFDU) density average, this
amounts to an added population of 129,393.

ESTIMATION OF GENERAL PLAN TRAFFIC FEE
The "General Plan Buildout" traffic fee was estimated using the land-uses presented in Table I. These
land uses were assigned to each of the four designated quadrants. Under this scenario, all CFF
improvements were included in the fee calculation. The fec was calculated on a citywide basis. Table 2
presents the improvements included in the ensuing calculations. Improvement project costs were adjusted
to reflect current unit costs per City direction.

TABLE 2
CH IMPROVEMENT COSTS INCLUDING ALL PROJECTS.

..... . " ' .. City &.~.!". i CFF.Cos'-e.....'" '. . I' ,Tn~iom Exacti9'nS OuW~"'in.iding , Fon~ing .'. ;
Subtotal Intersection Projects $3t7,629,491 ($.:j2,lS3>~5G) $275,446,248

Subtotal Roadway Projects $780,369,685 ($! J9,341,6-2\) ($27,625,072) $633,402,992

Subtotal Traffic Signal Projects $11,976,620 - $11,976,620

Subtotal Interchange & Freeway Projects $378,906,6[4 ($158,375,C).;IO} $220,531,574

Existing Deficiencies - - {S6,266,294} ($6,266,294)

Adjmtments (569,160,886) (:5<59,160,886)

Total Street Improvement Projects $1,488,882,416- {S!61,524,87G) {S227535,926) ($33,891,366) $1,065,930,254

Existing CFF Fund Balance ($3:!.914,851)

CFF Funds Expended ($]6,770.000)

CFf to be Collected $1,016,245,403

As presented in Table 2, if the all projects, including those required beyond 20 years, are included in the
CFF fee calculation, a total of $1,0 16,245,403 would need to be collected after accounting for various
adjustments and alternate funding sources.

Citywide "General Plan Buildout" Fee Calculation
In this scenario, all CFF improvement costs were assigned to all General Plan added growth extracted
from the travel demand modeL Retail employees were split evenly between the four retail use sizes. 20
percent of service employees were assigned to Medical Office and the remained to General Office.
Table 3 presents the resulting fee.

TABLE 3
CITYWIDE FEE CALCULATION INCLUDING ALL PROJECTS

943 Reserve Drive, Suite 100. Roseville, CA 95678 - (916) 782-8688 fax (916) 782-8689
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As presented in Table 2, tbe fee per SFDU under this scenario would be $10,857. Because all technical
assumptions, including trip generation and pass-by rates, will remain consistent from hereon out, the
SFDU fee can be used as a barometer to gauge tbe fee amount. This will be referred to as the fee per
equivalent dwelling unit (EDll).

20-YEAR PRIORITY IMPROVEMENTS FEE
This alternative scenario uses the same land use growth model from the General Plan Buildout, but
circulation improvements that will not be needed in tbe next 20 years are excluded from tbe analysis. The
selection of transportation projects excluded or modified in tbe alternative scenario was determined by the
City, and a full list oftbe roadway and intersection improvements is presented in the appendix. Table 4
presents the improvements included in the ensuing calculations. Improvement projects were only
included iftbey were deteonined to be needed witbin tbe next 20 years per City direction.

TABLE 4
- ,CFF IMPROVEMEl'o'T COSTS INCLUDING ONLY "20 YEAR" PROJECTS

' •.off
.' .

." .',. [T..>tQ>st .". ,....... '. Ciiy&Olb..-
Cal< ......

, -- OuuldeFm!di\!g. FUnding· CFF-Cost

Subtotal Intersection Projects $220,324,261 {$27,5g.~,996} $192,739,265

Subtotal Roadway Projects $343)50.W8 ($28,995,994) \517,625.072) $286,529,042

Subtotal Traffic Signal pT(~jects $11,976,620 · $11,976,620

Subtotal Interchange & Freeway Projects $378,906,614 · (5158,375,040) $220,531,574

Existing Deficiencies · . \56,266,294) ($6,266,294)

Adjustments ($69,160,886) (S69.160,886)

Total Street Improvement Projects $954,357,603 (S56580.990) ($2'7,535.926; t$33,891,366) $636,349,321

Existing CFF Fund Balance ($32.914.851)

CFF Funds Expended ($!6,770,000)

CFF to be Collected $586,664,470

As presented in Table 4, iftbe only projects identified by the City as being needed within the next 20
years are included in tbe CFF fee calculation, a total of$586,664,470 would need to be collected after
accounting for various adjustments and alternate funding sources. This represents a roughly 42%
decrease in collected CFF funds.

Citywide "20-Year Projects Only" Fee Calculation
In this scenario, only the improvements that are identified as needed in the next 20 years are included in
tbe fee calculation. These improvement costs, summarized in Table 4, will be spread among full General
Plan buildout land uses, presented in Table I. Retail employees were split evenly between the four retail
use sizes. 20 percent of service employees were assigned to Medical Office and tbe remained to General
Office. Table 5 presents the resulting fee after removing projects identified for the new 20 years.

3
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EXHIBIT B

January 26, 2010

TABLES
CITYWIDE FEE CALCULATION INCLUDING ONLY "20-YEAR" PROJECTS

Fi....1
Weighted Fee

Land Use Code Category perUni! Unit-
SFDU S 6,268 D.U.
MFDU $ 4,342 D.U.
Retail (lesser than 50.000 sqJtfloor area) $ 9,423 KSF
Retail (50,000 sq.ft.to 99,999 sq.ft. floor area) $ 7,823 KSF
Retail (100,000 sq.ft.to 300,000 sq.ft. floor area) $ 6,603 KSF
Retail (greater than 300,000 sq.ft. floor area) $ 6,160 KSF
Office (Medical Office) $ 11,903 KSF
Office (General Office) $ 5,760 KSF
Business Park (Service) $ 3,975 KSF
Business Park (Manufacturing) $ 2,291 KSF
Industrial (Manufacturing) $ 2,233 KSF
Industrial (Warehousing)J $ 1,566 KS}-

As presented in Table 5, the "20-Year Projects Only" citywide fee would result in a $6,268 fee per SFDU.
This is about $4,500 less per SFDU than the fee would be if all projects including those beyond 20 years
are included,

POTENTIAL IMPLICATIONS
Should the "20-Year Projects Only" fee program be adopted, there are some potential implications
beyond the lower fee cost per unit that deserve mention. Such issues are inherent to narrowing down the
CFF projects list and may require adjustments to City policy.

First, when development occurs, if the developer is found responsible for construction ofor contribution
towards the construction of an improvement that is not within the "20-Year Projects Only" fee program,
that developer should not be eligible for reimbursement until and unless the constructed project is later
added back into a subsequent fee program.

Second, when or ifprojects beyond the "20-Year Projects Only" program are added back into the
program, the fee cost per unit may increase for subsequent development. Specifically, whatever amount
ofdevelopment occurs between now and a future fee program will no longer be eligible to share in a
future, potentially greater fee program. This means that unless new growth beyond the current General
Plan is added to buildout land-use projections at the time of adding additional projects back into the
program, there will be a lesser amount of development than there is today into which a greater amount of
costs will be spread The costs per unit at that point could then plausibly increase beyond the fee amounts
presented in Table 3 unless alternate funding sources are identified for the projects removed in this
proposed "20-Year Only" fee program.

CONCLUSION
Previous efforts to test an alternate fee structure were based on redUCing the amount of development
projected over 20 years, this approach was not feasible because it was determined that despite reductions
in land use development, significant improvements could still be deemed necessary based on daily
capacity thresholds. This approach, on the other hand, retains all the assumed development for general
plan bnildout, but reduces the improvements list based on a prioritization ofprojects developed by the
City. While other improvements could be determined to be necessary ifevaluated on a daily volume
threshold basis, a prioritization of improvements sought over the next 20 years will provide the City with
a program tailored to fund the highest priority set of these improvements,

943 Reserve Drive, Suite 100, Roseville, CA 95678 - (916) 782-8688 fax (916) 782-8689
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The "20-Year Projects Only" improvement costs are about 42% less than the costs including all projects.
The resulting fee is also, therefore, 42% lower in this scenario, since the costs are being apportioned to
the same amount of new growth (full General Plan buildout). The fee amounts presented in Table 5
show that when only projects identified as needed for the next 20 years are included the resulting fee will
be significantly lower than current fees or than the fees that would result by including all CFF projects.

5
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RCARPENTER01
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RCARPENTER06

RCARPENTER07

RCARPENTER08

RCARPENTER09

RCHAPMAN01

RCLARATINA01

RCLARATINA02

RCLARAT!NA03

RCLARATINA04

RCLARIBEL01

RCLAR!BEL02

RCLARIBEL03
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RCLAR1BEL06

RCLAUS01

RCLAU$02

RCLAU$03
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EXHIBIT B

APPENDIX TABLE I
ROADWAY PROJECTS-

"'. '

LEN~fLANES
' """,,",,,.,;;' ';'. ' , "'" I'" "" "";" '.e',

SIERRA TO RIVER 4 2020

CROWSLANOiNG TO HATCH 4 5760

CARPENTER TO NEEDHAM 6 9035

TULLY TO MCHENRY 4 5160

NEW ROAD TO DAKOTA 4 1280

DAKOTA TO BRINK 4 1950

POUST TO ROSEMORE 4 1310

SISK TO MCHENRY 6 10980

MCHENRY TO OAKDALE 6 9200

OAKDALE TO ROSELLE 6 3740

ROSELLE TO CLAUS 6 3710

CLAUS TO CITY GEN. PLAN BDRY 4 3210

COFFEE TO OAKDALE 8 5137

PELANDAlE TO DAKOTA 4 1000

DAKOTA TO BECKWITH 4 4905

BECKWITH TO SHOEMAKE 4 6785

SHOEMAKE TO CARPENTER 4 1555

NEBRASKA TO CARPENTER 4 3895

9TH TO BLUE GUM 6 620

BLUE GUM TO KANSAS 6 3780

KANSAS TO MAZE 6 1135

MAZE TO CALIFORNIA 6 1120

CALIFORNIA TO PARADISE 6 3900

PARADISE TO HATCH 6 1800

HATCH TO WHITMORE 6 3088

9TH TO WOODLAND 8 2937

ROBERTSON TO WHITMORE 8 4480

KIERNAN TO PELANDALE 4 2670

MCHENRY TO COFFEE 6 3760

COFFEE TO OAKDALE 6 3730

OAKDALE TO ROSEllE 6 3700

ROSELLE TO RIR TRACKS 4 3540

MCHENRY TO COFFEE 6 3750

COFFEE TO OAKDALE 6 3750

OAKDALE TO ROSELLE 6 3830

ROSEllE TO CLAUS 6 3720

ROSELLE TO TERMINAl 8 1534

MCHENRY TO OAKDALE 8 8068

CLARIBEL TO SYLVAN 6 6400

SYLVAN TO FLOYD 4 2445

FLOYD TO BRIGGSMORE 4 2700

BRIGGSMORE TO SCENIC 6 1810

SCENIC TO GARST 6 335

GARST TO YOSEMITE 6 3875

(;UTA!. CQST
, f;

CFFCOST ~IN,:~YEARS?

.i;",' "','" ' "
" '; , ' "

$ 27,898,554 $ 27,887,000 YES

$ 10,023,020 $ 10,023,020 NO

$ 17,527,748 $ 17.527,748 NO

$ 6,981,995 $ 2,167,233 YES

$ 2,504,393 $ 1,216,458 NO

$ 5,823,979 $ 4,689,395 NO

$ 1,544,839 $ 1,544,839 YES

$ 21,419,674 $ 21,419,674 YES

$ 14,311,136 $ 14,311,136 YES

$ 5,162,593 $ 5,162,593 YES

$ 5,072,277 $ 5,072,277 YES

$ 5,066,829 $ 3,943,188 NO

$ 3,431,102 $ 3,431,102 YES

$ 3,970,744 $ 3,180,992 NO

$ 9,798,524 $ 5,123,602 NO

$ 10,689,287 $ 4,588,457 NO

$ 1,920,698 $ 1,920,698 YES

$ 7,367,534 $ 1,552,974 NO

$ 1,600,114 $ 1,600,114 YES

$ 7,426992 $ 7,791,471 YES

$ 3,433,215 $ 3,433,215 YES

$ 1,480,192 $ 1,082,564 YES

$ 10,487,648 $ 10,175,776 YES

$ 8,242,657 $ 7,917,400 YES

$ 7,699,421 $ 6,412,967 YES

$ 335,791 $ 335,791 YES

$ 6,640,884 $ 6,640,884 YES

$ 3,383,649 $ 482,448 YES

$ 7,629,214 $ 4,792,015 YES

$ 6,448,537 $ 6,249,877 YES

$ 9,483,552 $ 6,876,833 YES

$ 6,864,879 $ 1,184,424 YES

$ 7,083,359 $ 5,276,860 NO

$ 8,704,504 $ 6,555,474 NO

$ 7,991,651 $ 5,709,934 NO

$ 11 848,844 $ 9,943,812 NO

$ 2,790,470 $ 2,790,470 NO

$ 13,396,378 $ 13,396,378 NO

$ 11,141,063 $ 6,086,200 YES

$ 2,597,977 $ 775,114 YES

$ 3,240,230 $ 1,406,156 YES

$ 3,499,366 $ 3,499,366 YES

$ 1,311,255 $ 1,111,161 YES

$ 2,379,176 $ 2,063,902 YES



EXHIBITS

. c·.···· " ,"
, ... .

PROJECT to P&~T~. LANES LEliGlH TGTALCOST. CFFCOST . IN 20~YEARS?

. ···c .....•.' ... . . ....... . .
. ..

RCLAUS07 SYLVAN TO BRIGGSMORE 8 5359 $ 8,362,518 $ 2,912,845 NO

RCLAUS08 SYLVAN TO BRIGGSMORE 8 5145 $ 7,273,544 $ 7.273,544 NO

RCOFFEE01 CLARIBEL TO CLARATINA 4 2650 $ 6,861,499 $ 2,348,191 NO

RCOFFEE02 CLARATINA TO MABLE 4 635 $ 1,379,651 $ 670,014 YES

RCROWSLANDlNG01 7TH TO 99 6 980 $ 1,453,981 $ 1,453,981 YES

RCRQWSLANDING02 99 TO HATCH 6 2355 $ 2,091,868 $ 1,745,467 YES

RCROWSLANDING03 HATCH TO WHITMORE 6 4060 $ 5,714,576 $ 5,372,766 YES

RCROWSlANDING04 SR 99 TO HATCH 8 2355 $ 3,602,171 $ 3,602;171 NO

RDAKOTA01 SALIDA TO BECKWITH 6 3165 $ 9,187,661 $ 7,262,419 NO

RELVrSTA01 SCENIC TO YOSEMITE 6 3890 $ 9,741,605 $ 9,741,605 NO

RFINCH01 MITCHElL TO GARNER 4 4920 $ 6,882,081 $ 5,021,566 NO

RGARNER01 YOSEMITE TO FINCH 6 3280 $ 5,910,321 $ 4,035,535 NO

RGARNER02 FINCH TO TOULUMNE RIVER 6 2936 $ 5,901,503 $ 3,890,204 NO

RGARST01 CLAUS TO CHURCH 4 4625 $ 12,799,505 $ 10,594,835 NO

RHATCH01 CARPENTER TO CROWS LANDING 4 9405 $ 11,905,143 $ 10,925,691 NO

RHATCH02 CROWS LANDING TO 7TH 4 2925 $ 6,999,641 $ 6999641 YES

RKIERNAN01 CHAPMAN TO DALE 6 2410 $ 4,801,122 $ 3,260,594 NO

RKIERNAN02 DALE TO PRESCOTT 6 3760 $ 10,281,373 $ 7,978,114 NO

RK!ERNAN03 PRESCOTT TO TULLY 6 3890 $ 9,052,633 $ 6,245,750 NO

RKIERNAN04 TULLY TO MCHENRY 6 3730 $ 7,929,605 $ 6,332,441 NO

RLAKEWOOD01 BRIGGSMORE TO SCENIC 4 2915 $ 1,562,630 $ 1,562,630 NO

RUNCOLN01 SCENIC TO YOSEMITE 4 4865 $ 5,287,263 $ 5,287,263 NO

RMAZE01 MORSE TO CARPENTER 4 3870 $ 6,258,146 $ 2,166,125 NO

RMAZE02 CARPENTER TO 99 4 564<> $ 11,005,568 $ 9,574,710 NO

RMCHENRY01 K1IERNAN TO PELANDALE 6 2610 $ 2,338,662 $ 1715,745 YES

RMCHENRY02 PELANDALE TO STANDIFORD 6 2630 $ 2,447,652 $ 2,447652 YES

RMCHENRY03 FLOYD TO BRIGGSMORE a 2154 $ 2,460,905 $ 2,460,905 NO

RMCHENRY04 BANGS TO WOODROW 8 4077 $ 4,955,688 $ 4,955,688 NO

RMITCHELL01 YOSEMiTE TO FINCH 6 5670 $ 7,410,352 $ 6,387,730 NO

RM1TCHELL02 FINCH TO CITY LIMIT 6 2360 $ 1,616,784 $ 725,493 NO

RMORGAN01 HATCH TO WHITMORE 4 4250 $ 6,728,894 $ 5,062,419 NO

RMORSE01 NORTH TO SHOEMAKE 4 3463 $ 6,749,933 $ 3,406,145 NO

RMORSE02 SHOEMAKE TO MAZE 4 9282 $ 18,749,930 $ 16,754,210 NO

RNEBRASKA01 MAZE TO CALIFORNIA 4 1305 $ 1,923,994 $ 961,798 NO

RNEWROAD01 MURPHY TO BECKWITH 4 4660 $ 10,448,371 $ 6,880,142 NO

RNORSEMAN01 CITY LIMIT TO YOSEMITE 2 1535 $ 2,065,897 $ 1,021,120 NO

ROAKDALE01 CLARIBEL TO CLARATINA 6 2615 $ 5,203,612 $ 1715,889 YES

ROAKDALE02 CLARAT!NA TOO SYLVAN 6 2645 $ 5,102,427 $ 2,938,178 YES

ROAKDALE04 FLOYD TO BRIGGSMORE 6 2740 $ 4,267,143 $ 4,267,143 YES

ROAKDALE05 BRIGGSMORE TO SCENIC 6 3705 $ 8,947,571 $ 8,947,571 YES

RPARADISE01 NEBRASKA TO CARPENTER 4 4220 $ 8,270,957 $ 6,417,694 NO

RPARADfSE02 CARPENTER TO MARTIN LUTHER KING 4 6185 $ 5,317,166 $ 5317166 YES

RPELANDALE01 CHAPMAN TO DALE 6 2410 $ 2,854,251 $ 2854,251 YES

RPELANOALE02 DALE TO PRESCOTT 6 3780 $ 4,504,298 $ 4094,155 YES

RPELANDALE03 PRESCOTT TO TULLY 6 3950 $ 5,705,132 $ 4938,000 YES

RPELANDALE04 TULLY TO MCHENRY 6 3740 $ 9,250,819 $ 7,870,166 YES



EXHIBIT B

... ..• . ...... > ....•••• c, k . . .... '

l'ROJECTJD PROJECTEXTENTS " - _: ,;;--,": tANE!; :L~NG'm TOTALC9ST (;FFCOST IN 2O-YEARS?
......'.. ... . . . ... <>..... . ...... .., .....,

•
RPRESCOTTOl KIERNAN TO PELANDALE • 2455 $ 4,279,745 $ 1,321,901 YES

RPRESCQTT03 PLAZA TO BR1GG$MQRE 6 611 $ 507,765 $ 507,765 NO

RPRESCOTT04 PELANDALE TO CHEYENNE 6 1918 $ 1,080,291 $ 1,080,291 NO

RRfVERSIDE01 YOSEMITE TO MITCHELL • 3940 $ 4,385,346 $ 4,385,346 NO

RROSELlE01 CLARIBEL TO CLARATINA 4 2650 $ 4,644,620 $ 1,417,866 YES

~~ELlE02 CLARATINA TO SLYVAN • 2635 $ 3,960,819 $ 756,539 YES

R$ANTAFE01 TOULUMNE RIVER TO YOSEMITE • 4745 • 6,273,185 $ 6,381,936 NO

RSCENIC01 OAKDALE TO LAKEWOOD 4 4160 • 5,900,832 $ 4,211,049 NO

RSCENlC02 LAKEWOOD TO CLAUS • 4045 $ 6,928,107 $ 6,972,853 NO

RSHOEMAKE01 MORSE TO BRINK • 2361 • 3,942,266 $ 749,852 NO

RSISK01 CONANT TO BRIGGSMQRE 6 3451 $ 2,124,828 $ 2,124,828 NO

RSlSK02 STANDIFORD TO RUMBLE 6 956 $ 1,057,741 • 1,057,741 NO

RSTAND!FORD01 DALE TO PRESCOTT 6 5810 • 10,342,258 $ 10,342,258 YES

RSTANDtFORD02 PRESCOTT TO TULLY 6 4890 $ 4,738,306 $ 4,738,306 YES

RSTANDIFORD03 TULLY TO MCHENRY 6 4030 $ 11,149,466 $ 11,149,466 YES

RSYLVAN01 MCHENRY TO OAKDALE 6 9280 $ 11,737,299 $ 11,737,299 YES

RTULLY01 KIERNAN TO PELANDALE 6 2445 $ 5,028,397 $ 1,130,096 YES

RTULLY02 PELANDALE TO STANDIFORD 6 2745 $ 6,764,398 $ 6,211,668 YES

RTULLY03 BANGS TO PELANDALE 8 637 $ 671,204 $ - YES

RTULLY04 STANDIFORD TO WOODROW 6 82' $ 978,402 $ 978,402 NO

RWHITMORE01 CARPENTER TO CROWS LANDING • 9305 $ 14,676,504 $ 11,556,203 NO

RWHITMORE02 CROWS LANDING TO MORGAN • 3985 $ 4,952,334 $ 3,307,499 YES

RWOODLAND01 CARPENTER TO KEARNEY • 4040 $ 8,234,127 $ 8,234,127 YES

RYOSEMITE01 DTO EL VISTA 6 8890 $ 19,228,821 • 19,228,821 NO

RYOSEMITE02 EL VISTA TO LINCOLN 6 3955 $ 14,430,388 $ 13,490,269 NO

RYOSEMlTE03 LINCOLN TO CLAUS 6 3220 $ 6,426,471 $ 6,265,008 NO

RYOSEMITE04 CLAUS TO SANTA FE 6 4590 $ 7,489,922 $ 6,343,107 NO

RYOSEMITE05 SANTA FE TO CITY LIMIT 6 1015 $ 1,213,848 $ 972,138 NO



.. .

'PROJECTID CROSSROAD- -,'
..

. ••

XBECKWlTH01 NEW ROAD

XBECKWlTH02 DAKOTA

XBECKWITH03 BRINK

XBRIGG$MORE01 MCHENRY

XBRIGGSMORE02 OAKDALE

XBRIGGSMORE03 ROSELLE

XBRIGGSMORE04 CLAUS

XCAUFORNIA01 NEBRASKA

XCAUFORNIA02 CARPENTER

XCARPENTER01 BLUE GUM

XCARPENTER02 KANSAS

XCLARATINA01 COFFEE

XCLARATlNAOZ OAKDALE

XCLARATINA03 ROSELLE

XCLARIBElO1 COFFEE

XCLARIBElO2 OAKDALE

XCLARIBEL03 ROSELLE

XCLARIBEL04 CLAUS

XCROWSLANDING01 7TH

XFINCH01 MITCHELL

XFINCH02 GARNER

XGARST01 CLAUS

XHATCH01 CARPENTER

XHATCH02 CROWS LANDING

XHATCH03 7TH

XKIERNAN02 DALE

XK1ERNAN03 PRESCOTT

XKlERNAN04 TULLY

XKIERNAN05 MCHENRY

XMAZE01 MORSE

XMAZE02 CARPENTER

XPARADlSE01 NEBRASKA

XPARADlSE02 CARPENTER

XPELANDALE01 SISK

XPELANDALE02 CHAPMAN

XPELANDALE03 DALE

XPELANDAlE04 PRESCOTT

XPELANDAlE05 TULLY

XPELANDALE06 MCHENRY

XSCENIC02 OAKDALE

XSCENIC03 LAKEWOOD

XSCEN!C04 CLAUS

XSHOEMAKE02 BRINK

XSTANDIFORD01 TULLY

EXHIBIT B

APPENDIX TABLE 2
INTERSECTION PROJECTS,
-NO.
.of

TRAFFiC,
TOTAl-COST

LEGS SlG":AL
. .

3 NEW $ 4,565,530

. ...

4 NEW $ 16,123,596

4 NEW $ 6,074,260

4 MOD $ 6,331,725

4 MOD $ 6,761,293

4 MOD $ 5,368,155

4 NEW $ 8,549,884

3 NEW $ 5,395,953

4 MOD $ 5,884,757

4 MOD $ 5,372,858

4 MOD $ 4,296,465

4 NEW $ 5,671,769

4 NEW $ 6,703,654

4 NEW $ 5,837,944

4 NEW $ 3,915,852

4 NEW $ 3,513,688

3 NEW $ 3,840,205

4 NEW $ 7,268,743

3 NEW $ 10,164,794

3 MOD $ 2,078,224

4 NEW $ 9,273,510

3 NEW $ 4,214,464

3 NEW $ 10,913,615

4 MOD $ 7,303,486

3 MOD $ 4,539,176

4 NEW $ 4,225,484

4 NEW $ 6,153,015

4 NEW $ 3,581,926

4 NEW $ 3,665,422

3 NEW $ 5,363,767

4 MOD $ 9,875,560

3 NEW $ 5,284,389

4 MOD $ 10,832,881

3 MOD $ 1,135,371

3 NEW $ 1,042,378

4 MOD $ 2,151,298

4 NEW $ 3,313,232

4 NEW $ 4,937,081

4 $ 3,854,777

4 MOD $ 5,549,413

4 NEW $ 16,532,497

3 MOD $ 5,360,595

3 NEW $ 2,774,220

4 MOD $ 6,816,385

. .

CFFCOST IN 20~YEARS?

$ 2,536,492 NO

$ 14,301,286 NO

$ 4,046,398 NO

$ 6,331,721 YES

$ 6,610,929 YES

$ 5,085,380 YES

$ 7,140,410 YES

$ 3,346,796 NO

$ 4,507,564 YES

$ 5.184,364 YES

$ 4,296,461 YES

$ 5,205,918 YES

$ 4,180,452 YES

$ 4,104,759 YES

$ 3361,054 NO

$ 1,948,615 YES

$ 2,528,270 YES

$ 6,618,332 YES

$ 10,198,042 YES

$ 2,019,835 YES

$ 8,588,334 YES

$ 3,546,457 YES

$ 10,158,194 YES

$ 7,303,482 YES

$ 4,539,175 YES

$ 3,125,401 NO

$ 3,655,375 YES

$ 2,510,948 YES

$ 2,837,477 YES

$ 2,695,015 NO

$ 8,968,501 YES

$ 2,940,632 NO

$ 9,809,068 YES

$ 1,088,222 YES

$ 1,003,165 YES

$ 2,062,681 YES

$ 2,924,459 YES

$ 4,156,891 YES

$ 3,500562 YES

$ 5,473,882 YES

$ 16,532,496 NO

$ 5,016,384 YES

$ 1,965,959 YES

$ 6,816,381 YES



EXHIBITB

< . . .
NO. c.' ,. ',.. ...... ,

.
PR9JECT It>, :CROSSROAD L:S

TRJ\FAl!: . :rorAl.;COST I. CFFCOST !llto·YEARS?
Sl~-L:

I . .... .. , .......... .. .

XSTANDIFORD02 MCHENRY 4 MOD $ 8,91.9..:282 $ 8,910,278 YES

XWH!TMORE01 CARPENTER 3 NEW $ 3,803,359 $ 3,085,694 YES

XWHITMORE02 CROWS LANDING 4 MOD $ 2,585,806 $ 1,729,304 YES

XWHJTMORE03 MORGAN 4 MOD $ 3,398,525 $ 1,329,977 YES

XYOSEMITE01 EL VISTA 4 MOD $ 14,713,317 $ 14,713,313 NO

XYOSEMlTE02 LINCOLN 3 $ 2,357,451 $ 2,355,358 NO

XYOSEM!TE03 CLAUS 4 $ 6,694,328 $ 5,797,362 YES

XYQSEMITE04 SANTA FE 4 MOD $ 12,753,141 $ 12,752,741 NO



TYPE

NEW

NEW

NEW

NEW

NEW

NEW

NEW

NEW

NEW

NEW
. NEW

NEW--
NEW

NEW

NEW

NEW

NEW

NEW

NEW

NEW

NEW

NEW

NEW

NEW

NEW

NEW

NEW

NEW

NEW

NEW

NEW

NEW

NEW

NEW

NEW

NEW

NEW

NEW

NEW

HIGH COST MOD

HIGH COST MOD

HIGH COST MOD

HIGH COST MOD

HIGH COST MOD

HIGH COST MOD

EXHIBIT B

APPENDIX TABLE 3
TRAFFIC SIGNALS PROJECTS

LOCATION ......

Carver Road and Future Road South of Kiernan Avenue

Prescott Road and Cheyenne Avenue

Coffee Road and Svlvan Meadows Drive

College Avenue and Bowen Avenue

Coffee Road and Brighton Avenue

Tully Road and Princeton Avenue

Colleqe Avenue and Princeton Avenue I Griswold Avenue

Rosemore Avenue and Woodland Avenue

Coffee Road and East Morris Avenue

Rosemore Avenue and Kansas Avenue

Tuolumne Boulevard and Neece Drive

La Lorna Avenue and Buena Vista Avenue

La Lorna Avenue and Miller Avenue

Orangeburg Avenue and Sonoma Avenue

Oranoeburo Avenue and Lillian Drive

Floyd Avenue and Dana Lane

Seventh Street and K Street

Sixth Street and K Street

Sisk Road and Conant Avenue

Snyder Avenue and Carver Road

Snyder Avenue and Marsalia W~y

Sisk Road and Brenner

Oranqeburq Avenue and Rose Avenue

Tully Road and Stoddard Avenue

Eleventh Avenue and M Street

Bangs Avenue and Carver Road

Prescott Road and Sheldon Avenue

Oraf"!9~burg Avenue and Enslen Avenue

Oranqeburg Avenue and Florida Avenue

Sylvan Avenue and Esta Avenue

Sylvan Avenue and Road F

Sylvan Avenue and Utt Road

Floyd Avenue and Uncoln Oak Dr.

Floyd Avenue and Esta Avenue

Oakdale Road and Road G

Roselle Avenue and Road D

Roselle Avenue and Kodiak Drive

Roselle Avenue and Bellharbour Drive

Roselle Avenue and Merle Avenue

G Street and Seventh Street

H Street and Seventh Street

I Street and Seventh Street

Seventh Street and L Street

Needham Street and L Street

Needham Street and 14th Street

THROU~H CRoSS .LE13S COSTLANES LAN!"S
2 2 4 $ 187,164

4 2 4 $ 236,426

4 2 4 $ 236,426

4 2 4 $ 236,426

4 2 4 $ 236,426

4 2 4 $ 236,426

4 2 4 $ 236,426

2 2 4 $ 187,164

4 2 3 $ 177,319

2 2 4 $ 187,164

4 2 3 $ 177,319

2 2 4 $ 187,164

2 2 5 $ 233,955

2 2 3 $ 140,373

2 2 3 $ 140,373

2 2 3 $ 140,373

2 2 4 $ 187,164

2 2 4 $ 187,164

4 2 3 $ 177,319

2 2 4 $ 187,164

2 2 3 $ 140,373

4 2 3 $ 177,319

2 2 4 $ 143,972

4 2 3 $ 177,319

2 2 4 $ 143,972

2 2 4 $ 187,164

4 2 3 $ 177,319

4 2 4 $ 236,426

4 2 3 $ 177,319

4 2 3 $ 177,319

4 2 3 $ 177,319

4 2 4 $ 236,426

4 2 3 $ 177,319

4 2 4 $ 236,426

4 2 3 $ 177,319

4 2 4 $ 236,426

4 2 4 $ 236,426

4 2 4 $ 236,426

4 2 4 $ 236,426

3 2 3 $ 183,830

3 2 3 $ 183,830

4 2 4 $ 235,327

2 2 4 $ 202,852

4 2 3 $ 184,614

4 2 3 $ 184,614
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TvPlii ................ LOCATION . ...... '. THROUGH CROSS
LliiGS COST

.

\.ANliiS .' LANliiS

HIGH COST MOD McHenry I Downey I Avenue and J Street 4 4 5 $ 334,753

HIGH COST MOD 10th Street and D Street 4 2 5 $ 188,262

HIGH COST MOD Bodem Street and Scenic Drive 4 2 3 $ 184,614

HIGH COST MOD Ninth Street and Tuolumne Boulevard 4 4 4 $ 267,803

HIGH COST MOD Yosemite Boulevard and Church Street 4 2 3 $ 184,614

HIGH COST MOD McHenry Avenue and Rumble Road 6 2 4 $ 266,234

HIGH COST MOD McHenry Avenue and FloVd Avenue 6 2 4 $ 266,234

HIGH COST MOD North Emerald Avenue and Kansas Avenue 2 2 4 $ 202,852

HIGH COST MOD Coffee Road and Scenic Drive 4 4 3 $ 200,852

LOW COST MOD Tully Road and Coldwell Avenue 4 2 4 $ 65,421

LOW COST MOD Tully Road and West Roseburo Avenue 4 2 4 $ 65,421

LOW COST MOD Tully Road and West GranQer Avenue 4 2 4 $ 65,421

LOW COST MOD Tullv Road and Woodrow Avenue 4 2 3 $ 65,421

LOW COST MOD Tully Road and West Rumble Road 4 2 4 $ 65,421

LOW COST MOD Tully Road and Mount Vernon Drive 4 2 4 $ 65,421

LOW COST MOD College Avenue and Stoddard Avenue 4 2 4 $ 65,421

LOW COST MOD College Avenue and Coldwell Avenue 4 2 4 $ 65,421

LOW COST MOD Colleae Avenue West Roseburo Avenue 4 2 4 $ 65,421

LOW COST MOD Colleae Avenue and West Granner Avenue 4 2 4 $ 65,421

LOW COST MOD Ninth Street and G Street 4 3 3 $ 65,048

LOW COST MOD Ninth Street and H Street 4 3 3 $ 65,048

LOW COST MOD Ninth Street and I Street 4 4 4 $ 79,070

LOW COST MOD Ninth Street and J Street 4 4 4 $ 79,070

LOW COST MOD Ninth Street and K Street 4 4 4 $ 79,070

LOW COST MOD Colleae Avenue and OranaeburQ 4 4 4 $ 79,070



,

CROSSPROJECT 10 ROAD
"

IKIERNAN01 SR99
IPELANDALE01 SR99
IBECKWITH01 SR99
IBrigqsmore Avenue CLAUS
IFloyd Avenue CLAUS
ISylvan Avenue CLAUS
ISanta Fe Railroad OH CLAUS
ICLAR1BEL01 COFFEE
ICLARIBEL02 OAKDALE
IKIERNAN02 MCHENRY
lPELANDALE02 MCHENRY
SR132 from SR99 to Morse*

EXHIBITB

APPENDIX TABLE 4
INTERCHANGE PROJECTS,

C-oniinents

" '. '. "

'" '

,,' ,

"

Urban InterchanQe
Urban Interchange
Urban Interchan e
Urban Interchange
Urban Interchange
Urban Interchange
Urban Interchal1g~

Urban Interchange
Freewav Pro'eet CFF Cost - City Contribution
Total Interchange Projects

'AsslJIlled
TOTAL COST Outsid'e CFFCOST

,',

Fundinn ','

$ 60,000,000 $ 37,939,211 $ 22,060,789
$ 60,200,000 $ 18,152752 $ 42,047,248
$ 33,220,000 $ 16,283,077 $ 16,936,923
$ 14,299,764 $ 14,299,764
$ 15,520,590 $ 15,520,590
$ 16,576,500 $ 16,576,500
$ 9,089,760 $ 9,089,760
$ 15,000,000 $ 15,000,000
$ 15,000,000 $ 15,000,000
$ 15,000,000 $ 15,000,000
$ 15,000,000 $ 15,000,000
$ 110,000,000 $ 86,000000 $ 24,000,000
$ 378,906,614 $ 158,375,040 $ 220,531,574
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In 1987, the City of Modesto established a Capital Facilities Fee (CFF) Program to mitigate
the impacts of new development as outlined in §6600 of the California Government Code.
The CFF collected may be used for the purchase, construction, expansion, rehabilitation or
acquisition of public facilities. New development projects that are assessed a CFF include,
but are not limited to, new building and construction projects, commercial building
additions and changes of use to more intensive land use categories.

The following policies and procedures (Policies and Procedures) shall guide in the
administration of the City of Modesto CFF Program. This administrative manual elaborates
upon the administrative directions contained in the Modesto's Municipal Code, California
State Code and City Council Resolutions.

ADMINISTRATIVE ORGANIZATION & RESPONSIBILITY

crF Administrator
The Administrator of Infrastructure Financing Programs shall serve as the CFF Administrator
and is charged with the overall administration and oversight of the CFF Program. The CFF
Administrator has the responsibility of ensuring all issues relating to the CFF Program are
managed in accordance with applicable rules and regulations.

ADMINISTRATIVE REQUIREMENTS

Factors Considered
The City Council has determined that the CFF adopted by the City of Modesto shall be based
on the following two factors: (i) reflect full cost allocation to each category of new
development of capital facilities necessary to serve growth; and (ii) be reviewed annually to
consider an escalation to account for inflation.

Annual Report
Annual reporting of a local agency's impact fee program is required by Government Code
§66006. The impact fees collected must be segregated from general and other funds
containing fees collected for other improvements. Interest on each impact fee fund or
account must be credited to that fund or account and be used only for the purpose for
which the impact fee was collected.

California Government Code §66006(b) requires that a local agency make the following
information available to the public for each separate impact fee fund on an annual basis and
that the local agency review that information at a public meeting. The law also requires the
annual report include the following information for the prior fiscal year and be made
available within 180 days after the last day of each fiscal year:

• Description of the type of impact fee in the account or fund .

. Adopted May 7, 2013
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• Identification of the amount of the impact fee.
• The beginning and ending balance of the account or fund.
• The amount of impact fees collected and interest earned.

• Identification of each public improvement on which impact fees were expended
and the amount of the expenditures on each improvement, including the total
percentage of the cost of the public improvement that was funded with the
impact fee.

• Identification of an approximate date by which the construction of the public
improvements will commence, if the local agency determines that sufficient
funds have been collected to complete financing on an incomplete public
improvement and the public improvement remains incomplete.

• Description of each interfund transfer or loan made from the account or fund,
including the public improvements on which the transferred or loaned impact
fees were expended, and, in the case of an interfund loan, the date on which the
loan will be repaid and the rate of interest that the account or fund will receive
on the loan.

e The amount of refunds made due to sufficient funds being collected to complete
financing on incomplete public improvements, and the amount of reallocation of
impact funds made to administrative costs of refunding unexpended revenues
exceeding the amount to be refunded.

In addition to the requirements above, the City Council has determined that the annual
report should also contain the following information:

• The cumulative inventory of exempt residential units and the percent of
anticipated total exempt units at build-out.

o A comparison of cumulative exempt units to total units built since 1989. During
recessions and other times of low production of market-rate housing, it is
acknowledged that the cumulative, exempt units may exceed two percent (2%)
of the total units built.

Five-Year Report
California Government Code §66001(d) also requires that the local agency make all of the
following findings every fifth year with respect to that portion of the account remaining
unexpended, whether committed or uncommitted:

• Identify the purpose to which the impact fee is to be allocated.

• Demonstrate a reasonable relationship between the impact fee and the purpose
for which is it charged.

• Identify all sources and amounts of funding anticipated to complete financing of
incomplete improvements.

• Designate the approximate dates on which the funding is expected to be
deposited into the appropriate account or fund.

• In any action imposing a fee as a condition of approval of a development project
by a local agency, the local agency shall determine how there is a reasonable

Adopted May 7, 2013
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relationship between the amount of the impact fee and the cost of the public
facility or portion of the public facility attributable to the development on which
the impact fee is imposed.

Annual Inflationary Adjustments
In an effort to ensure that all fees collected are adequate, an annual inflationary adjustment
is applied each year to the eFF Program. The annual inflationary adjustments are:

• Administratively adjusted annually by the CFF Administrator or his/her designee
for all land use categories to account for inflation or deflation.

• Based on the annual change in the San Francisco Bay Area Engineering News
Record Construction Cost Index through the month of December the year
preceding each inflationary adjustment.

• Becomes effective on or about July 1st of each year.

The City will provide at least one (1) meeting with stakeholders and other interested parties
at least sixty (60) days in advance of the effective date of the adjustment. While the annual
adjustment is an administrative function, the item should be submitted to the City Council
for their information.

err Program Updates
The imposition of development impact fees requires identification of the facilities to be
provided and the fee amounts imposed must not exceed the cost of the necessary facilities.
To fulfill this requirement, the City shall undertake periodic studies to identify the facilities
needed and their costs.

land Value Updates
In an effort to keep pace with market conditions affecting the City's ability to construct
public facilities, the City shall annually update the land values of its CrF Program. The intent
of the annual updates is to ensure that new development pays for its share of future
infrastructure necessary to serve the needs of the City.

DETERMINATION OF CFF

CFF is based on specific land use categories. As a matter of policy, a broad range of uses
have been generally categorized as being reSidential, commercial, office or industrial. Table
1 identifies the approved land use categories. Full definitions of approved land use
categories can be found in Appendix A. Undefined uses, as outlined in Table 2, are charged
at rates that are determined by the CFF Administrator using similar land use
determinations.

Adopted May 7, 2013
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As codified in the Modesto Municipal Code, the CFF is collected at the time of building
permit issuance. For fee assessments, the Director of the Community and Economic
Development Department has the final authority on the determination of land use.

Payments
CFF is collected by the Building Safety Division prior to issuance of a building permit. In the
event the payment subsequently proves to be invalid due to insufficient funds, improper
execution or for any other reason, the Finance Department shall notify the fee payer, the
contractor, and the property owner and a hold shall be placed on the permit and
subsequent inspections until the required CFF is paid.

Refunds
If a building permit expires, is revoked, voluntarily surrendered or vOided, and no
construction or improvement of land has commenced, then the fee payer is entitled to a
refund, without interest and less a two and one-half percent (2.5%) administrative fee.
Requests for refunds must be made in writing and addressed to the CFF Administrator.
Refunds shall be issued within four (4) weeks of the written request.

Protests
In the event a fee payer agrees to pay CfF in protest at the time of building permit issuance,
a notification of the protested payment must be made in writing to the CFF Administrator at
the time the fees are paid. The protest shall be scheduled for review by the CFF Review
Committee and a written response shall be sent to the fee payer.

Appeals
Any individual calculation of the CFF made may be appealed in accordance with the
Modesto Municipal Codes 1-4.01 - 1.4.05. Appeals shall be limited to disputes regarding
the calculation of CFF due.

EXEMPTIONS, DEFERRALS AND CREDITS

The City of Modesto supports economic development through the growth of Modesto
businesses. It also encourages the construction Very low and low Income Housing
development projects within the City. CFF deferral, credit and exemption programs benefit
economic growth and development by allowing the deferral, credit and/or waiver of impact

fees.

Credits and Exemptions
In some situations, credits are provided to acknowledge that the expansion, replacement or
reconstruction of a building will have no additional impact on facilities needed as a result of

Adopted May 7, 2013
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new development. Exemptions are also provided to foster the development of Very low
and low Income Housing units. CFF Credit and Exemption descriptions, qualifications and
requirements are provided in Table 3. With respect to Very low and low Income Housing
exemptions, the total number of housing exemptions granted are not to exceed two
percent (2%) of the cumulative total CFF program housing units. However, it is
acknowledged that during recessions and other times of low production of market-rate
housing, the cumulative, exempt units may exceed two percent (2%) of the total units built.

Deferrals
The CFF Program allows for two types of deferrals. The first allows non-residential
developers to pay a portion of the CFF at the time of building permit issuance and defer
payment of the balance over a five (5) year period. The second deferral allows developers
of low Income Housing units to defer payment of CFF for a period of time. Table 4
identifies the CFF deferral program gUidelines for low Income Housing and non-residential
development projects. All deferrals require an agreement with the City prior to building
permit issuance.

DEVElOPMENT DEDICATIONS

Residential Streets
The collector and local streets required by new development shall be dedicated and
improved by the abutting developer in accordance with City Standard Specifications.

Expressways
Expressway improvements shall be constructed as required by the conditions of approval.

• The developer shall be reimbursed the cost of said improvements and right-of­
way dedication pending the availability of CFF funds and provided funding for
said improvements are included in the CFF Program.

• All reimbursements shall be detailed in a CFF Reimbursement Agreement in
advance of construction or dedication in accordance with the municipal code.

• When interim improvements are required to facilitate current development
prior to future expressway improvements, the interim improvements shall be
funded and provided by the abutting developer.

• When extra facilities are required specifically for a particular development at
hand (i.e.: deceleration/acceleration lanes, slip ramps, etc.), the extra facilities
shall be funded and provided by the abutting developer without reimbursement.

Arterial & Major Collector Streets
Arterial and major collector streets shall be constructed per City Standard Specifications. A
standard width of forty (40) feet shall be dedicated and improved to City Standard
Specifications. In all cases described in this section, the forty (4O) foot width shall be
measured from the new property line on eoch side of the street towards the street

Adopted May 7, 2013
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centerline. This dedication is a requirement of development and not subject to
reimbursement.

• When a developer is required to dedicate and improve more than the required
forty (40) feet, the cost of right-of-way and improvements in excess of forty (40)
feet shall be reimbursed to the developer pending the availability of CFF funds
and provided funding for said improvements are included in the CFF Program.

• All reimbursements shall be detailed in a CFF Reimbursement Agreement in
advance of construction or dedication in accordance with the municipal code.

• When there is an existing street, where the forty (40) feet dedication and
improvements have been previously made, any additional dedication and
improvements shall be subject to appropriate reimbursement to the developer.

• When there is an existing street and if the streets have not been previously
improved to City Standard Specifications, only the dedication or improvements
in excess of forty (40) feet will be subject to the appropriate reimbursement.

• When extra facilities are required specifically for a particular development at
hand (i.e.: deceleration/acceleration lanes, slip ramps, etc.), the extra facilities
shall be funded and provided by the abutting developer without reimbursement.

The City's Standard Specifications can be found online at www.modestogov.com. Appendix
B details the City's Street Exaction Policy.

REIMBURSEMENT & OTHER RELATED AGREEMENTS

The planning contained in the City's Capital Improvement Program (CIP) and the CFF
Program shall guide the amount and the schedule of reimbursements to be paid from CFF
funds for reimbursement. Prior to commencement of any work that is eligible for
reimbursement, a Reimbursement Agreement between the developer and the City must be
approved per Modesto Municipal Code §8-3.102. A Reimbursement Agreement will be
required where the development occurs fronting a planned CFF fund project, or which
required CFF funded work off-site. All such work shall be done by developer advances and
will be subject to reimbursement pursuant to the terms of the Reimbursement Agreement.

Initial Request for Reimbursement
It is the obligation of the developer, landowner and/or the developer's engineer to submit a
request to the CFF Administrator for reimbursement. Requests will not be granted if the
dedication or improvements have already been made or started prior to execution of a
Reimbursement Agreement. Each request shall include:

• An Engineer's Estimate of the work to be performed that is eligible for
reimbursement.

• All exhibits relating to the improvements or right-of-way including the plat and,
where applicable, closure calculations.

Adopted May 7, 2013
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• Design costs incurred prior to the execution of the Reimbursement Agreement
for completed and accepted City-funded facilities as determined and approved
by the CFF Administrator.

Reimbursement Agreement
Prior to the issu,ance of a construction permit and recording of a final map for dedication,
the developer will be required to enter into all necessary agreements in a form provided by
the City and consistent with these Policies and Procedures, All agreements will be reviewed
and approved as to form by the CFF Administrator, City Attorney and others as the City
deems appropriate. City Council approval shall be required for all reimbursements over
$49,999.

Timing
The planning contained in the CFF Program and the City's annual adopted Capital
Improvement Program shall guide the amount and the schedule of reimbursements to be
paid from CFF funds. Furthermore, the CFF Administrator shall determine the fiscal year(s)
in which funds will become available and appropriate for reimbursement.

Notice to Proceed
Once the appropriate agreement(s) are executed, a Notice to Proceed shall be issued by the
CFF Administrator to the developer to commence construction of reimbursable
improvements.

Reimbursement Payments
Upon completion, verification of invoices and acceptance of improvements,
reimbursements shall be issued from the applicable CFF fund in the manner set forth in the
Reimbursement Agreement.

CONSTRUCTION CONTRACTOR REQUIREMENTS

In retaining construction contractors for work which is reimbursable by the City of Modesto
and where a Reimbursement Agreement (or other similar agreement) with the City is less
than $300,000.00, the developer shall abide by the following bid process:

Three Competitive Bids
The developer shall provide three (3) competitive bids. If the developer desires to award to
a contractor other than the low bidder, a written request must be submitted to the City.
The City may allow this if the developer can provide adequate justification.

licensing
The developer shall make sure that all contractors and subcontractors are licensed in
accordance with §7000 through §7145 inclusive, of the California Business and Professions
Code and maintain adequate insurance for any work or services performed. Developer, its
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contractors and subcontractors shall have and maintain a Citv business license during the
term of anv agreement.

Payment of Prevailing Wages
In accordance with California Labor Code §1770, developer shall require the payment of
prevailing wages based on the rates determined by the California Director of Industrial
Relations. Unless otherwise directed by the CitV, developer's construction schedule shall
provide adequate time for completion of the work such that no holiday or overtime labor
shall be required. The City shall not reimburse developer for any labor costs which exceed
the normal and customary straight time rates as described in the City of Modesto General
Provisions, §4.19, for the work performed unless the CitV authorizes the use of overtime or
legal holiday time, in advance and in writing.

The developer shall maintain certified payroll records for all labor costs incurred on all City
reimbursable work for a minimum period of four (4) years from the issuance of the Notice
of Completion. Said payroll records shall be made available to the City or any state
regulatory agency for review, audit and inspection or copying upon request.

Indemnification
Developer shall indemnify and hold the City harmless for ensuring that the project is bid and
constructed in accordance with City standards, and in compliance with all applicable local,
state and federal laws. Developer shall also indemnify and hold the City harmless for any
damages, claims or actions arising out of said construction activities in a form approved by
the City Attorney and the Risk Manager.

Overtime & Change Orders
The City shall retain the right to be in attendance to inspect all bids and change orders. Any
extra work or charges during construction for which reimbursement is sought shall be
justified and documented. Except in the case of an emergency, any such charges shall be
approved by the City in advance and in writing. In the case of an emergency, any such
charges may be authorized by the CitV if the developer provides adequate justification that
an emergency existed and that the extra work or charges incurred were reasonable. Said
justification shall be provided within a reasonable time after the emergency ends and prior
to reimbursement for anv such charges.

Adopted MaV 7, 2013
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TABLE 1 - CFF LAND USE CATEGORIES
CATEGORY

S!ngle~Fam!ly

Multi-Family

Senior Housing

Hotel

Retail

• <49,999 SF
• 50,000 - 99,999 SF
• 100,001- 299,999 SF
• >300,000 SF

Church

Daycare & School

Hospital

DESCRIPTION

Single·family detached homes on individual lots, Density of development
is t plea II ten 10 dwel!ln 5 er acre or less,
Multiple-family dwell!ng units and multl·famHy residential planned unit
develo ments reater than a density of ten (10 units er acre,
II Duplexes • High & Low Rise Apartments
II Triplexes II High & Low Rise Condominiums
" Mobile Homes • Medium-Density Developments

Retirement communities restricted to adults Of senior citizens,
congregate care faCilities, and Similar residential uses,
Hotel and motel rooms

RetaiL including but not limited to:
II Convenience Markets " General Merchandise

• Supermarkets • Building Materials

• Drug Stores • Lumber Stores
• Department Stores • Specialty Retail Stores

• New & Used Car Sales • Racquetball Courts
• Nursery Sales/Displays • Discount Stores

Restaurants, Including, but not limited to'

• Fast Food • Cocktail lounges
• Sit Down Restaurants • Drinking

• Bars Establishments

Banks:

• Banks

Other:

• Savings & Loans

• Paint Stores

• Hardware Stores
• Video Arcades

• Health Club
Locker Rooms
and Showers

• Covered and
Enclosed Patio
Dining

• Credit Unions

.. Storage facilities, also known as "mini" storage facilities for persona!
items and not associated with industrial use.

Structures prlmartly designed as a place for worship. Also includes church
multi-purpose rooms.

An educational, vocational, da care facility or gyms for private schools.

Structures designed for healing services, both In-patient and out-patient,

that includes surgical care of the Sick, injured, or physically iU and/or
therapeutic treatment for the mentally ill. Included as an integral part of
a hospital are laboratories, out-patient departments, training facilities,

central service facilities, and hospital staff offices on the same site. The
preceding ancillary uses are considered "professional offices" if located
off-Site, unless a multi-site campus is covered by a poD zone or hospital
uses. Separate sets of offices on the same site for physicians are

considered "professional offices".

Adopted May 7, 2013
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Nursing Home

Manufacturing,
Light Industrial, &
Industria! Park

Warehousing,
Distribution,
& Heavy Industrial
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Structures designed for use as a convalescent hospital, retirement

home, or a twenty-four (24) hour care center for seven (7) or more
In addition to members of the I

through manufacture, fabrication, processing, packaging, or treatment
of raw materials or parts, except heavy industrial uses. Uses which are
considered include:
n Electronics Assembly

• Paper Products
n Metal Fabricator

• Bottling Plant

• Cabinet Shop
.. Machine Shop
I Sheet-Metal Shop
n Pulp/Paper Mill

• Welding Shop
.. Wholesale Shop

B Recycling Facility
n Rock Crushing
.. Stockyard

• Tannery
.. Equipment Rental

Yard

n Food Processor, Brewery, or Bakery

.. Junk Handling, Processing, or Storage

• Septic Tank and Cesspool Storage
• Vehicle Salvaging and Wrecking
• Burning Operations for Wood and Lumber

Products

• landfill, Waste Product Disposal, and
Transfer Stations

.. Reduction, Processing, Storage of Offal,
Dead Animals, Bones, or similar materials

• Manufacture, Fabrication, ProceSSing,
Treatment of Explosives, Great Products,
Chemicals, Chemical Products, and Oil

.. Material Testing, labor Manufacturer

Note: When a development proposal contains more than an incidental
mixture of mixed industrial uses, the general type of uses should be

receiving of materials.
to:
.. Freight

• Warehousing
.. Corporation Yard

• Freight Yard
.. Lumberyard

• Moving and Storage Services

• Bulk Feed Storage

• Greenhouses, Barns, and Silos

• Sand, Gravel, and Building Materials
Dealer
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TABLE 2 - CFF UNDEFINED LAND USES

Shell Buildings

Roof Structures

Multiple Use Structures

Canopy Construction

Mezzanines

Change of Use for Existing Buildings

Ancillary Recreation Buildings

Adopted May 7, 2013
Resolution No. 2013-177

Builders wHI often apply for a building permit to construct the "sheW' of a building,
• The shell use shall be determined at the time of building permit Issuance.
• The first tenant improvements to the shell shall be charged according to land use.

City of Modesto
CFF Policies and Procedures

When an open area exists and a roof structure is added, 100% of the total CFF shall be charged if the structure is supported by the
addit'lon of one (l) or more side walls. 50% of the total CFF shall be charged if the structure has no side walls,

With the exception of commercial uses, if there is more than one (1) primary land use within a building, and the applicant can document
that a secondary land use accounts for more that fifteen percent (15%) of the gross floor area of the structure, then the CFF shall be
calculated I for each use and the results summed.

When an open area exists and a canopy structure is added, 100% of the total CFF shall be charged if the canopy is enclosed on three (3) or
more sides and 50% of the total CFF shaH be charged if the canopy is enclosed on one (1) or two (2) sides. Canopied business or storefront

and membrane with no sides are

When a second floor open area or balcony exists, 100% of the total CFF shall be charged.

With the exception of shell bulldings, any alteration or change of use to an existing building does not trigger the payment of CFF provided
that no add'itional square footage is added. If additional square footage is added, the CFF shall be charged based on the additional square
footage and land use, Should the change of use fall within a lower land use category, no refunds or credits for the previously paid CFF

shall be made.

The CFF paid on the dwelling unit or room basis is deemed adequate for ancillary recreation buildings such as mobile home clubhouses,
cabanas, weight rooms, lounges, or activity buildings which are primarily oriented to the residential development.
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TABLE 3 - CFF CREDITS AND EXEMPTIONS

CHoa Housing

Very low Income

Recreatlona!

Single-Family Replacement &
Reconstruction

Multi-Family Replacement &
Reconstruction

Adopted May 7, 2013
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earning sixty Area

Exemption valid for the term the home meets CHDC Housing qualifications.
If a resale or refinance occurs within the ten (10) year period, the new buyer will be allowed to assume the remainder of the exemption

if the buyer meets the CHOD Housing criteria.
Staff reports for exemption request shaH indicate the cumulative inventory of exempt units and the percent of anticipated total exempt
units at build out. The staff report shall also provide a comparison of units to total units built since 1989.

a resale or refinance occurs within the ten (10) year period and the new buyer does not qualify for the exemption, full
would

earning

Median Income,
Exemption valid for the term the home is deemed Very Low Income.
If a resale or refinance occurs within the ten (10) year period, the new buyer will be allowed to assume the remainder of the exemption
if the buyer meets the Very Low Income criteria.
Staff reports for exemption request shall indicate the cumulative inventory of exempt units and the percent of anticipated total exempt
units at build out. The staff report shall also provide a comparison of units to total units built since 1989,
Exception: If a resale or refinance occurs within the ten (10) year period and the new buyer does not qualify for the exemption, full

would become with no interest thereon.
i overnight sleeping primary purpose is to temporary or i i
In general or for special populations of the homeless. (Examples include emergency sheltersJ transitional housing and Safe

For residential projects, the CFF on a dweHing unit or room basis are

are oriented and primary to the residential development.

I
iii i

Any replacement or reconstruction of a residential structure that has been destroyed or demolished provided that no new

dwelling units are created.
Satisfactory documentation must be presented to the CFF Administrator of the existence of the previous residential structure.

II Non-transferrable,

I I i I
• Any replacement or reconstruction of a multi-family residential structure that has been destroyed or demolished provided

that the square footage of the new structure Is equal to or less than that of the previous structure and the number of units
in the new structure is equal to or !ess than that of the previous structure.
Satisfactory documentation must be presented to the CFF Administrator of the existence of the previous multi-family residential

structure.
Non-tra nsferrable.
The new multi-family residential structure is located on the same property of the demolished or abandoned multi-family residential

structure.

i
.. Agreement

.. CH & CDC Approval

.. CC Approval (includes 10-
day public notice)

i
.. Agreement
.. CH & CDC Approval
.. CC Approval (includes 10-
day public notlce)
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• Any an existing
of such proceedings.

• Building permit for replacement structure must be applied for within two (2) years after the transfer of title or within two
(2) years after the property has been vacated.
No additional dwelling units are created and no additional square footage is added.
Use is not devoted to a higher-density capacity and/or does not result In the generation of additional peak hour trip ends.
Satisfactory documentation must be presented to the CFF Administrator of the existence of the previous building and land use type.
The new building is located on the same property of the demolished or abandoned building.
Non-transferrable.
Exception; If the new building is CFF Land Use that is intenSified from the CFF Land Use of the previous building, the incremental
difference between the new building eFF Land Use and the previous building CFF Land Use shall be due at building permit issuance.

• Exception: Additional square footage added shall be subject to payment ofapplicable CFF at building permit issuance,

types of temporary are charged the full CFF, The CFF is ! (less 2,5% administrative if requested, In II CFF
writing, within six (6) years of payment of the CFF,

Canopied as staging area for storage or protection or

garages.

.. Shade structures, lath houses, and netted areas.

areas .

.. Any replacement or reconstructioll of a non-residential structure that has been destroyed or demolished.

.. New building Is located on the same property as the destroyed or demolished building.
• Based on pr'lor CFF Land Use and building square footage.
.. Non-transferrable.
.. Satisfactory documentation must be presented to the CFF Administrator of the existence of the previous building and land use type .
.. The new building is located on the same property of the demolished or abandoned building.
.. Exception: Additional square footage added shall be subject to payment of applicable CFF at building permit issuance.

i no new square
No refunds for diminished use capacities or reduced square footage.

.. Exception: Additional square footage added shall be subject to payment of applicable CFF at building permit issuance.

• Refundable

.. No Charge

• No Charge
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Replacement due to Eminent
Domain

Relocation
Credit
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Tenant Improvements within a i
(2) is devoted to a CFF Land Use with a lower impact
No refunds for diminished use capacities or reduced square footage.
Exception: If tenant improvements are for a CFF Land Use that is intensified from what was paid for the Shell Building, the incremental
difference between the Shell Building CFF Land Use and the Tenant Improvement eFF Land Use shall be due ot building permit issuance,

• Exception: Additional square footage added sholl be subject to payment of applicable CFF at building permit issuance.

• Any replacement of an existing building that has been or shall be vacated due to threat eminent domain proceedings.
• BuHding permit for replacement structure must be appUed for within two (2) years after the transfer of title or within two (2)

years after the property has been vacated.
• No additional dwelling units are created and no additional square footage is added.
• The use is not devoted to a higher-density capacity and does not result in the generation of additional peak hour trip ends.

• Transfer of CFF credit from existing building to a new building.
Project involves commercial and/or industrial job retention of at least twenty-five (25) jobs or redevelopment of blighted area,
Ber,efieia" of the relocation credit must be the owner of the existing building or the existing building was demolished and paid CFF

I.

• No Charge
• Time Sensitive

• No Charge
• CC Approval

Page 13



EXHIt:H i" C

TABLE 4 - CFF DEFERRALS

low Income
Housing

Commercial,
Industrial and
Multi-Family

• Payment of CFF Is deferred for twenty (20) years ("Deferral Period"), No
payments are due dur'lng the first five (5) years, Annual payments of
principal and simple interest begin in the sixth (6

th
) year,

Interest wH! not accrue during the first five (5) years,

• In the sixth (6th
) year, simple interest will be calculated at the rate of 5%.

• A lien is placed on the property.
• If the property is sold or refinanced within the Deferral Period, the new

buyer will be allowed to assume the Deferral Payment Agreement jf the
buyer meets the low Income criter'la.
If the property is sold or refinanced within the Deferral Period and the

buyer does not qualify to assume the Deferral Payment Agreement, the

full CFF deferral, including interest, would become due immediately,
Interest penalties apply if fees are not paid within the Deferral Period,

• Twenty percent (20%) of total CFF paid at building permit issuance,

• Rema'ining eighty percent (80%), plus 'Interest, paid annually over five (5)
years,
Interest is equal to the Wall Street Journal Prime Rate in effect at the time

of Agreement execution,

• A lien is placed on the property,
If the property is sold or transferred within the deferral period, payment

of the full CFF deferral, including interest, would become due

immediately,

• Interest penalties apply iffees are not paid within the deferral period,

Adopted May 7, 2013
Resolution No. 2013-177

City of Modesto
CFF Policies and Procedures

Any Low Income Housing unit constructed by any person or
entlty,

• The home must be purchased by a homebuyer earning
between fifty-one and eighty percent {51- 80%) of the

Area Median Income who will use It as their principal place

of residence for the duration of the deferral time period.

Any commercial, industrial or multi-family development
project in whkh CFF 'IS being assessed.

• For those projects where a mitigated negative declaration
or an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) has been certified,

no CFF deferral shall be allowed to the extent that one (1)
or more of the mitigation measures consists of payment of

CFF or construction or installation of a public improvement,
the cost of which, subject to funding availability, may be

eligible for reimbursement of CFF.

Application

Deferred Payment
Agreement and Notice

of Lien
CH&CDC Approval

• CC Approval (includes
lO-day public notice)

Promissory Note
City Deed of Trust

Recordation Fee
(Agreement)

Recordation Fee
(Removal of Lien)

Application

• Deferral of CFF, Water
Connection and/or
Wastewater Capacity

Agreement and Notice

of Lien
$250 Administrative

Fee
$500 Title Report Fee

• $12 Recordation Fee

Page 14



TABLE 5 • CFF FEE SCHEDULE

j I

Adopted May 7, 2013

Resolution No. 2013·177

EXHIBIT C
City of Modesto

CFF Policies and Procedures



EXHIBIT C
City of Modesto

CFF Policies and Procedures

APPENDiX A - DEFINITIONS

The intent and meaning of the terms that are used shall be as defined in these CFF
Policies & Procedures except as specifically noted, revised or added.

Definitions - A
Applicant. The applicant for a building permit for which an impact fee is due
pursuant to the provisions of these CFr Policies and Procedures.

Arterial. A moderate or high-volume street with four (4) to six (6) travel lanes which
carries large volumes of traffic between areas in urban centers, with flow usually
consisting of large, signaled intersections with other arterials and many collector
roads.

Definitions - B
Banks. Full service banking institutions with or without drive up windows.
(CFF Rate = Retail)

Building Inspection. The Building Safety Division of the Community & Economic
Development Department for the City of Modesto.

Building Safety Division. The Building Safety Division of the Community & Economic
Development Department for the City of Modesto.

Definitions - C
Capital Facilities Fee. Impact fees established to mitigate the impacts of new
development as outlined in §66000 of the California Government Code for the
purchase, construction, expansion, rehabilitation, or acquisition of public facilities.

Certificate of Occupancy. Final sign off of a building permit.

CHDO Housing. Shall mean housing found to be affordable to households earning
sixty percent (60%) or less of the Area Median Income as determined from time to
time by the United States Department of Housing and Urban Development.

CHDD Organization. A specific type of nonprofit organization that has been certified
by HOME Investment Partnership Program (HOME) as a Community Housing
Development Organization.

CFF Administrator. The Administrator of the Infrastructure Financing Programs for
the City of Modesto.

Church. Structures primarily designed or used as a place of public worship.
(CFF Rate = Church)

Adopted May 7, 2013
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City of Modesto

CFF Policies and Procedures

City. The City of Modesto.

City Attorney. The City Attorney, or his or her designee, of the City of Modesto.

City Council. The City Council of the City of Modesto ICC).

City Engineer. The City Engineer, or his or her designee, of the City of Modesto.
Collector. A low or moderate-capacity road, usually consisting of a mixture of
signaled intersections with arterial roads and signals, circles or stop signs with other
collector and local roads.

Commercial. Commercial and retail uses. (CFF Rate'" Retail)

Community & Economic Development. The Community & Economic Development
Department of the City of Modesto.

Convenience Markets. Convenience markets, with or without on-site pumps and
open 24 hours or extended hours. (CFF Rate'" Retail)

Definitions - D
Daycare/School. An educational, vocational or daycare facility.
(CFF Rate'" Daycare)

Development Project. Any project undertaken for the purpose of development.
Development projects include projects involving issuance of a permit for
construction or reconstruction but not a permit to operate.

Developer. See Applicant.

Director. Director of Community and Economic Development.

Definitions - E
Expressway. A high-volume, access-controlled roadway with three classes
consisting of four (4) to six (6) lanes where spacing between interchanges with
arterial roadways is limited to one mile.

Definitions - F
Facilities. See Public Facilities

Fee. A monetary exaction other than a tax or special assessment whether
established for a broad class of projects by legislation of general applicability or
imposed on a specific project on an ad-hoc basis, that is charged by a local agency to
the applicant in conjunction with approval of a development project for the

Adopted May 7, 2013
Resolution No. 2013-177 Page 17



EXHIBITC
City of Modesto

CFF Policies and Procedures

purposes of defraying all or a portion of the cost of public facilities related to the
development project. This does not include fees specified in §66477, fees for
processing applications for governmental regulatory actions or approvals, fees
collected under development agreements adopted pursuant to Article 2.5
(commencing with §65864) of Chapter 4, or fees collected pursuant to agreements
with redevelopment agencies which provide for their development of property in
furtherance or for the benefit or a development project for which a redevelopment
plan has been adopted pursuant to the Community Redevelopment law (Part 1

(commencing with §33000) of Division 24 of the Health and Safety COde).

Fee Payer. See Applicant.

Finance. The Finance Department of the City of Modesto.

Definitions - G (Reserved)

Definitions - H
Hospital. A structure designed for health services, both inpatient and outpatient;
that includes surgical care of the sick, injured or the physically ill and/or therapeutic
treatment for the mentally ill. Included as an integral part of a hospital are
laboratories, outpatient departments, training facilities, central services facilities,
and hospital staff offices on the same site. The preceding ancillary uses are
considered "profeSSional offices" if located off-site unless a multi-site campus is
covered by a P-D Zone or hospital uses. A separate set of offices on the same site
for physicians is considered "profeSSional offices." (CFF Rate'" Hospital)

Definitions - I

Improvements. See Public Facilities.

industrial land Use. (CFF Rate'" Industrial(Manu[acturingjj
Manufacturing, Light Industrial & Industrial Parks Uses:

• Electronic assembly, paper products

• Metal fabricator

• Bottling plant

• Cabinet shop

• Machine shop

• Sheet-metal shop

• Welding shop

• Wholesale shop

• Printing plant

• Mini-warehouse

• Materials testing labors manufacturer

• Food processor, brewery, bakery

Adopted May 7, 2013
Resolution No. 2013-177 Page 18



EXHIBITC
City of Modesto

CFF Policies and Procedures

• Recycling facility
• Burning operations for lumber and wood products

• Junk handling, processing and storage

• Landfill and waste products disposal or transfer station

• Manufacture, fabrication, processing, packaging and treatment of
explosives, oil, great products, chemicals, and chemical products.

• Rock crushing

• Pulp and paper mill
• Reduction, processing, and storage or offal, dead animals, bones or

similar materials

• Septic tank and cesspool services

• Stockyard

• Tannery
• Vehicle salvaging and wrecking

Mixed Industrial Uses
When a development project contains more than an incidental mixture of uses,
the general types of uses should be segregated and treated separately for the
purposes of calculating development fees.

Definitions - L
low income Housing. Housing found to be affordable to households earning fifty­
one to eighty (51 - 80%) percent of the Area Median Income as determined from
time to time by the United States Department of Housing and Urban Development.

Definitions - M
Medium Density Residential. Duplex or triplex buildings located on a single lot
designated for occupancy by two (2) or three (3) families. (CFF Rate = Multi-Family
Residential)

Multi-Family Residential. Multiple family dwelling units of several types, including
high and low rise apartments, high and low rise condominiums, and multi-family

.residential planned unit developments greater than a density of ten (IO) units per
acre. The category also applies to mobile homes. (CFF Rate = Multi-Family
Residential)

Definitions - III

lIIursing Home. Structures designated for use as a convalescent hospital, retirement
home, or a twenty-hour care center for seven (7)or more persons in addition to
members of the family. (CFF Rate = Nursing Home)

Adopted May 7, 2013
Resolution No. 2013-177 Page 19



EXHIBITC

Definitions - 0

City of Modesto
CFF Policies and Procedures

Office (General). General and professional offices excluding medical offices. (CFF
Rate = General Office)

Office (Medical). Offices and clinics devoted to the practice of medical and dental
professions or providing medical or dental services, including pseudo-medical
services, but excluding hospitals and nursing homes which are treated separately.
(CFF Rate = Medical Office)

Definitions - P
Parks, Recreation & Neighborhoods. The Parks, Recreation & Neighborhoods
Department of the City of Modesto.

Public Facilities. Public buildings include the following:

• Public buildings including park, recreation, police, fire and administration
buildings.

• Facilities for storage, treatment, and distribution of nonagricultural water.

• Facilities for the collection, treatment, reclamation and disposal of water.

• Facilities for the collection and disposal or storm waters and for flood control
purposes.

• Facilities for the generation of electricity and the distribution of gas and
electricity.

• Facilities for the distribution of information, including radio and
communication like towers and satellite dishes.

• Transportation and transit facilities, including but not limited to streets and
supporting improvements, roads, overpasses, bridges, harbors, ports,
airports, parkways and related facilities.

• Parks and recreation faCilities, including bike trails, public landscape areas and
community centers.

Public Works. The Public Works Department of the City of Modesto.

Definitions - Q (Reserved)

Definitions - R
Recreational Buildings. Ancillary recreational buildings that are oriented
primarily to a residential development.

Restaurants (Fast Food). Fast food restaurants with or without sit-down
facilities and with or without drive up windows. Generally food is ordered and
taken to be consumed outside the restaurant building, however some on-site
seating is usually provided. (CFF Rate = Retail)

Adopted May 7, 2013
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City of Modesto

CFF Policies and Procedures

Restaurants (Sit-Down - high turnover). Sit-down restaurants where food is
ordered and consumed in the restaurants and customers generally stay less than
one (1) hour. Sit-down restaurants typically serve breakfast, lunch or dinner and
also include drinking establishments such as bars and cocktail lounges.
(CFF Rate = Retail)

Restaurants (Sit-Down - low turnover). Sit-down restaurants which generally
have turnover rates of one (1) hour or longer and typically do not serve
breakfast, and mayor may not serve lunch. (CFF Rate = Retail)

Retail. Includes a wide range of retail service uses, both freestanding and in
shopping centers, including but not limited to supermarkets, drug stores,
department stores, general merchandise, building materials or lumber stores,
specialty retail stores, discount stores, hardware/paint stores, video arcades, and
new and used car sales, auto repair shops, and car washes. (CFF Rate = Retail)

Definitions - S
Savings & loans. Includes thrift and credit unions, with or without drive-up
windows and which typically offer fewer financial services than banks and are
smaller in gross floor area than banks. If a given Savings & loan is 5,000 gross
feet or more, or provides full banking services, it should be treated as a bank.
(CFF Rate = Retail)

Senior Housing Residential. Retirement communities restricted to adults or
senior citizens, congregate care facilities, and similar residential uses.
(CFF Rate = Senior Housing Residential)

Shelter. Any facility with overnight sleeping accommodations, the primary
purpose of which is to provide temporary or transitional shelter for the homeless
in general or for special populations of the homeless.

Single-Family Residential. Single-family detached homes on indiVidual lots, such
as in residential subdivisions, but could also be in planned developments.
Density of development may vary, but is typically ten (10) dwellings per acre or
less. (CFF Rate = Single-Family ResidentiaJ)

Square Foot (sf). As used for the calculation of impact fees is the same as the
square footage for determination of the issuance of building permits.

Definitions - T (Reserved)

Adopted May 7, 2013
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City of Modesto
CFF Policies and Procedures

Utility Planning & Projects. The Utility Planning & Projects Department of the
City of Modesto.

Definitions - V
Very low Income Housing. Shall mean housing found to be affordable to
households earning fifty percent (50%) or less of the Area Median Income as
determined from time to time by the United States Department of Housing and
Urban Development.

Definitions - W
Warehouse Distribution & Heavy land Use. Facilities in which the primary
activity is the storage of materials or in which the primary activity is receiving
and shipping of materials. Uses which are considered to be in this category
include freight, warehousing, corporation yard, freight yard, equipment rental
yard, moving and storage services, bulk feed storage and lumberyard.
(CFF Rate" Industrial (Warehousing)

Definitions X,y, & Z (Reserved)

Adopted May 7,2013
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APPENDIX B - STREET EXACTIONS POLICY

IMPROVEMENTS

R.O.W.

EXPRESSWAYS

10
' III

1-"-'-7·2+o#fLA=RE"-I-__,3c,;0,,·___hi'ffi-+__--;""'0:2�s2T;;;AN;;;C";'E~ IMPROVEMENTS
err DEV. DEli. I RESPONSlB1UTY ANO R.O.W.

I

57'+ FLARE

PRINCIPAL ARTERIAL

Il
f-Ll~,,+___~3~0·.---__h'~O,,·_1;--___--;~D~IS'!7T"'A':':NC"'E':;:-;- IMPROVEMENTS

DEY. DEV. I RESPONSIBILITY AN~ R.O.W.

I

50'+ fLARE

MINOR ARTERIAL

j 10' III

1
i-'2",c·r"'-F8~·t__-i'3",O.,.__--+~~f------_=~D""ST~AN;;;C"'E~ IMPROVEMENTS

r DEV, DEY. I RESPONSIBILITY AND R.O.W~

I

42' TO 48'

20' - 26'
DEY.

zo° TO 36'

10' ~
DEY. I

I

MAJOR COLLECTOR

DISTANCE
RESPONS1BIU1"Y

MINOR COLLECTOR/INDUSTRIAL

APf'ROvtO BY CITY COUNCil
RESOLUTION NO. 2006-284

STREETS

IMPROVEMENTS
AND R.O.W.

STREET EXACTIONS
APPROVED BY THE CITY ENGIN£ER: IL~:::~ptO~L~I~c~YE:=~:j!~~~5~;J
~.~ PUBUC WORKS

Adopted May 7, 2013
Resolution No. 2013-177
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-178

RESOLUTION APPROVING THE CITY OF MODESTO FISCAL YEAR 2013-
2014 U.S. DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT
ANNUAL ACTION PLAN FOR THE USE OF THE COMMUNITY
DEVELOPMENT BLOCK GRANT (CDBG), HOME INVESTMENT
PARTNERSHIPS PROGRAM (HOME), AND EMERGENCY SOLUTIONS
GRANT (ESG) FUNDS; AUTHORIZING SUBMISSION OF AN APPLICATION
TO THE U.S. DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT
PERTAINING TO THE FISCAL YEAR 2013-2014 ANNUAL ACTION PLAN;
AND AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO SIGN
THE REQUIRED CERTIFICATIONS AND DOCUMENTS FOR SUBMITTAL
TO THE U.S. DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT

WHEREAS, as an entitlement community for Housing and Urban Development,

the City of Modesto is required to develop an Annual Action Plan (AAP) that describes

anticipated uses of Community Development Block Grant (CDBG), Emergency

Solutions Grant (ESG) and HOME Investment Partnerships Program (HOME) funds, and

WHEREAS, the City receives these grants annually because of its population

size, number of households living below the poverty line, and the number of housing

units that are considered substandard, and

WHEREAS, submittal of an AAP is required to receive the City's entitlement

grants from the U.S. Department ofHousing and Urban Development (HUD), and

WHEREAS, the Citizens' Housing and Community Development Committee

recommended support of this item at its April 17, 2013 meeting, and

WHEREAS, preparation ofthe AAP requires a citizens participation element,

including a 30-day public comment period, and

WHEREAS, on April 2, 2013, a public notice was submitted and concluded with

a public hearing on May 7, 2013, in the Tenth Street Place Chambers located at 1010

Tenth Street, Modesto, California, and

05107/2013lPRNIJChristiansen!Item 15 2013·178



WHEREAS, the proposed fuuding allocations for the Draft 2013-2014 Annual

Action Plan will be incorporated into the City of Modesto FY 14 Budget being submitted

to City Council in June.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves the City of Modesto Fiscal Year 2013-2014 U.S. Department of

Housing and Urban Development Annual Action Plan for the use of approximately

$1,703,833 in Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) funds, $671,157 in HOME

Investment Partnerships Program (HOME) funds, and $180,000 in Emergency Solutions

Grant (ESG) funds, a copy of which is on file in the Office ofthe City Clerk.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that City staff is hereby authorized to submit an

application to the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development pertaining to the

Fiscal Year 2013-2014 Annual Action Plan.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is

authorized to execute the required certifications and documents for submittal to the U.S.

Department of Housing and Urban Development.

05/07/2013lPRNIJChristiansenfltem 15 2 20]3-]78



The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting ofthe Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 7'h day of May, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Geer, was

upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

05J07/2013IPRNI1ChristiansenJItem 15

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Mayor Marsh

None

Muratore
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-179

RESOLUTION APPROVING THE ALLOCATION OF FUNDING IN THE
AMOUNT OF $256,880 IN COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT BLOCK GRANT
PUBLIC SERVICE GRANTS AND $160,725 .EMERGENCY SOLUTIONS
GRANTS; AND AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE,
TO EXECUTE THE AGREEMENTS

WHEREAS, as an entitlement community for Housing and Urban Development,

the City of Modesto is required to develop an Annual Action Plan (AAP) that describes

anticipated uses of Community Development Block Grant (CDBG), Emergency

Solutions Grant (ESG) and HOME Investment Partnerships Program (HOME) funds, and

WHEREAS, the City is obligated to allocate up to fifteen percent (15%) of the

CDBG entitlement funds (plus fifteen percent (15%) of program income received during

the prior year), to provide a wide range ofpublic service activities to benefit low and

moderate-income residents, and

WHEREAS, beginning in FY 2011-12, the City Council approved a two-year

funding cycle for CDBG Public Services and ESG grants, which are competitively

awarded through a request for proposals (RFP) process, and

WHEREAS, new federal regulations for the ESG program released in late 20 II

changed the program focus from emergency shelter and transitional housing to permanent

supportive housing for individuals and families experiencing homelessness, and those at

risk of experiencing homelessness, and

WHEREAS, the Council-appointed Citizens' Housing & Community

Development Committee (CH&CDC) reviews these proposals and makes funding

recommendations, and

WHEREAS, these allocations are detailed in the City's MP, and

05/0712013IPR'JIJChristianseniitem 15 2013-179



WHEREAS, preparation ofthe AAP requires a citizens participation element,

including a 30-day public comment period, and

WHEREAS, the 30-day public comment period began on April 2, 2013, and

concluded with a public hearing scheduled for the Council meeting of May 7, 2013, and

WHEREAS, the proposed Public Service funding allocations for the Draft 2013-

2014 Annual Action Plan will be incorporated into the FY 14 Budget being submitted to

City Council in June.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves the allocation of funding in the amount of $256,880 in

Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) Public Services, $160,725 in Emergency

Solutions Grant (ESG) along with any carryover over from Fiscal Year 2012-2013 for

Fiscal Year 2013-2014.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto that it

approves a continued funding commitment to the Public Service and Emergency

Solutions grant recipients through Fiscal Year 2013-2014.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto that it

hereby authorizes the City Manager, or his designee, to execute the agreements.

05/07/2013IPRNllChristiansen!Item 15 2 20]3·179



The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City ofModesto held on the 7'h day of May, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Geer, was

upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Mayor Marsh

None

Muratore

By:~~~~~~~~=-~____
SUS A ALCALA WOOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-180

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE ISSUANCE OF A PERMIT TO RELIABLE
MEDICAL TRANSPORT FOR NON-EMERGENCY MEDICAL
TRANSPORTATION IN THE CITY OF MODESTO

WHEREAS, Reliable Medical Transportation has submitted an application to

provide non-emergency medical transport within the City of Modesto, and

WHEREAS, Reliable Medical Transportation has paid the required $1,000 filing

fee and has provided all necessary information as outlined in Modesto Municipal Code

Section 3-9.03, and

WHEREAS, the Modesto Police Department has completed a background

investigation regarding Reliable Medical Transport, per Modesto Municipal Code Section

3-903, and recommends a permit be granted, and

WHEREAS, a duly noticed public hearing was held by the City Council ofthe

City of Modesto on May 7, 2013, at 5:30 p.m. in the Tenth Street Place Chambers located

at 1010 Tenth Street, Modesto, California, to consider authorizing the issuance ofa

permit to Reliable Medical Transportation for a non-emergency medical transport within

the City of Modesto, and

WHEREAS, Modesto City Council approval is required for Reliable Medical

Transportation to function as a non-emergency medical transport service within the city

of Modesto,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby authorizes the issuance ofa permit to Reliable Medical Transportation for

non-emergency medical transport within the City of Modesto.

05/07120131MPD/JBroumaslltem 16 2013-180



The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 7th day of May, 2013, by Councilmember Gunderson,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Cogdill,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM

05/0712013IMPD/JBroumasiItem 16

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-1S1

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE ISSUANCE OF A PERMIT TO VANTAGE
TRANSPORTS, INC. FOR NON-EMERGENCY MEDICAL TRANSPORTATION
IN THE CITY OF MODESTO

WHEREAS, Vantage Transports, Inc. has submitted an application to provide

non-emergency medical transport within the City of Modesto, and

WHEREAS, Vantage Transports, Inc. has paid the required $1,000 filing fee and

has provided all necessary information as outlined in Modesto Municipal Code Section 3-

9.03, and

WHEREAS, the Modesto Police Department has completed a background

investigation regarding Vantage Transports, Inc., per Modesto Municipal Code Section 3-

903, and recommends a permit be granted, and

WHEREAS, a duly noticed public hearing was held by the City Council of the

City of Modesto on May 7, 2013, at 5:30 p.m. in the Tenth Street Place Chambers located

at 1010 Tenth Street, Modesto, California, to consider authorizing the issuance ofa

permit to Vantage Transports, Inc. for a non-emergency medical transport within the City

of Modesto, and

WHEREAS, Modesto City Council approval is required for Vantage Transports,

Inc. to function as a non-emergency medical transport service within the city of Modesto,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City ofModesto

that it hereby authorizes the issuance of a permit to Vantage Transports, Inc. for non-

emergency medical transport within the City of Modesto.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 7'h day of May, 2013, by Councilmember Gunderson,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Cogdill,

was upon roll call carried aud the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

By: -=-:~~>::fl1~:-:::-:-=-=::--::::-:----:--
SUS A ALCALA WOOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-182

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE ISSUANCE OF A PERMIT TO VALLEY
MEDICAL TRANSPORTATION FOR NON-EMERGENCY MEDICAL
TRANSPORTATION IN THE CITY OF MODESTO

WHEREAS, Valley Medical Transportation has submitted an application to

provide non-emergency medical transport within the City of Modesto, and

WHEREAS, Valley Medical Transportation has paid the required $1,000 filing

fee and has provided all necessary information as outlined in Modesto Municipal Code

Section 3-9.03, and

WHEREAS, the Modesto Police Department has completed a background

investigation regarding Valley Medical Transportation, per Modesto Municipal Code

Section 3-903, and recommends a permit be granted, and

WHEREAS, a duly noticed public hearing was held by the City Council of the

City ofModesto on May 7, 2013, at 5:30 p.m. in the Tenth Street Place Chambers located

at 1010 Tenth Street, Modesto, California, to consider authorizing the issuance ofa

permit to Valley Medical Transportation for a non-emergency medical transport within

the City of Modesto, and

WHEREAS, Modesto City Council approval is required for Valley Medical

Transportation to function as a non-emergency medical transport service within the city

ofModesto,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby authorizes the issuance ofa permit to Valley Medical Transportation for

non-emergency medical transport within the City of Modesto.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 7th day of May, 2013, by Councilmember Gunderson,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Cogdill,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

By:~~~~~______________
SUSA
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-183

A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING INVESTMENT OF CITY MONIES IN THE
LOCAL AGENCY INVESTMENT FUND

WHEREAS, pursuant to Chapter 730 of the statutes of 1976, Section 16429.1

was added to the California Government Code to create a Local Agency Investment Fund

in the State Treasury for the deposit of money ofa local agency for purposes of

investment by the State Treasurer; and

WHEREAS, the City Council does hereby find that the deposit and withdrawal

of money in the Local Agency Investment Fund, in accordance with the provisions of

Section 16429.1 of the Government Code, for the purpose of investment as stated therein

as in the best interests of the City of Modesto.

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the City Council does hereby

authorize the deposit and withdrawal ofCity monies in the Local Agency Investment

Fund in the State Treasury in accordance with the provisions of Section 16429.1 of the

Government Code for the purpose of investment as stated therein, and verification by the

State Treasurer's Office of all banking information provided in that regard.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, THAT THE FOLLOWING City of Modesto

officers or their successors in office shall be authorized to order the deposit or

withdrawal of monies in the Local Agency Investment Fund:

Gloriette Genereux DeAnna Espinoza Gloria GarzaGreg Nyhoff
City Manager Director of Finance Principal Accountant Senior Financial Analyst
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 14th day of May, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Gunderson,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

ATTEST:

By: ----~L-__-4--_____________---
SUS 'A ALCALA WOOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-184

RESOLUTION AMENDING THE FISCAL YEAR 2012-2013 ANNUAL
OPERATING BUDGET

WHEREAS, a financial analysis has been completed and it has been determined

that a budget adjustment is required to the Annual Budgets of the City of Modesto for

Fiscal Year 2012-2013,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves amending the Fiscal Year 2012-2013 annual operating budget as

shown in Exhibit A, which is attached hereto and incorporated by reference herein.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Director of Finance, or her designee, is

hereby authorized to take the necessary steps to implement the provisions of this

resolution.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of the

City of Modesto held on the 14th day of May, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Gunderson,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following votes:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)
APPROVED AS TO FORM:

~.
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Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh
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None
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EXHIBIT A

HUMAN RESOURCES

City Council, May 14, 2013
Monthly Budget Adjustment Report

The Modesto Police Officer Association (MPOA) negotiated an extension to their MOU on
August 18, 2010. Within this agreement there was a concession that MPOA would defer
increases to the City's contribution for medical expenses from plan year 2011 to plan year
2013. The language in the extension agreement was vague and consequently misapplied.
Rather than deferring the increase to the City's contribution to MPOA's Health Savings Account
(HSA) for those enrolled in a high deductible health family plan, it was suspended. After further
evaluation and discussion with MPOA, it was determined that the intent of the agreement was
only to defer the health insurance premium increase, and not the increase in the HSA As such,
a retro adjustment to the HSA is due to employees enrolled in the high-deductible plan.
Similarly, Modesto Police Management Association (MPMA) negotiated an agreement in their
MOU in March 2012 to include language that would provide MPMA health benefits equivalent to
those paid to MPOA effective April 1, 2012. Therefore, similar adjustments are necessary for
employees enrolled in the applicable plan. As such, a budget adjustment in the amount of
$119,450 for MPOA and $9,875 for MPMA for a total of $129,325 is necessary. The total
amount of $129,325 is not all attributable to the General Fund as some of the employees who
were to receive this benefit had cost centers in PO Grant Funds. Due to the fact that the filing
periods for these grants have already been closed for the time frame of the correction, the
General Fund will need to cover this cost of $6,150.

MODESTO POUCE DEPARTMENT
A budget adjustment is necessary to increase the Fiscal Year 2012-13 overtime expense
budget totaling $476,673 over multiple Divisions, reduce the Direct Charge-Intrafund expense
budget by $107,830, and increase the Direct Charge revenue budget in the amount of $368,843
to account for overtime costs received from Grants and outside service contracts from July 01,
2012 through February 28th, 2013. This transaction has a net zero effect.

PARKS, RECREATION AND NEIGHBORHOODS
In Fiscal Year 2010-2011 payments in the amount of $51,936 were made to the Housing and
Urban Development Department from the General Fund Parks, Recreation and Neighborhoods
Administration Division for real estate commission costs which were inappropriately paid in a
NSP2 Program. In combined efforts with the City Attorney's Office, the City is working to recover
these funds from Old Republic Title Company. An adjustment is necessary to transfer $51,936
from the General Fund Reserves to Parks, Recreation and Neighborhoods - Administration
Division.

PUBUCWORKS
A budget adjustment is necessary to recognize $85,381 of unbudgeted Interfund Charges
revenue in the Surface Transportation Fund (Fund 1700) and appropriate these funds, in
addition to reallocating $50,000 from Temporary labor, for a total of $132,381, to Repair &
Maintenance-Real Property.
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-185

WHEREAS, a Position Classification Plan for the City of Modesto was adopted

by Modesto City Council Resolution No. 2008-681 pursuant to Rule 2.2 of the Personnel

Rules and Regulations of the City of Modesto, and

WHEREAS, the City Manager has recommended to the Council amendments to

the Position Classification Plan, and

WHEREAS, Rule 2.2 of the City of Modesto Personnel Rules provides that

revisions to the Classification Plan shall be effective upon adoption ofresolution of the

City Council,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

as follows:

SECTION 1. CLASSIFICATION PLAN AND CLASS RANGE TABLE

AMENDED. The Classification Plan and Class Range Table for Represented

Management and Confidential Non-Sworn Classes is hereby amended to re-allocate the

classification of the Administrative Analyst II to Modesto Regional Fire Authority

(MRFA) Finance Manager at salary range 438. The Job specification for MRFA Finance

Manager is being created to oversee and perform professional accounting and fiscal

analysis duties including administering all aspects of accounting, as shown in attached

Exhibit "A," which is made a part of this resolution by reference, is hereby approved and

made part of the Position Classification Plan of the City of Modesto.
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SECTION 3. EFFECTIVE DATE. This resolution shall become effective on and

after May 14,2013.

The foregoing resolution was introduced in a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 14th day of May, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Conncilmember Gunderson,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

05/14120131HR1JWeberg/Item 9

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None
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EXHIBIT fiN'

CITY OF MODESTO/ MODESTO REGIONAL FIRE AUTHORITY

No. XXXX

MRFA FINANCE MANAGER

Class specifications are intended to present a descriptive list of the range ofduties performed by employees in the class.

Specifications ore not intended to reflect all duties performed within the job.

DEFINITION

To plan, organize, and coordinate the activities of the Finance Division within the
Administrative Services Department of the Modesto Regional Fire Authority including
financial reporting, budgeting, accounts payable/receivable, and purchasing activities; to
coordinate division activities with other divisions or departments; and to provide highly
responsible technical support to higher level management staff.

SUPERVISION RECEIVED AND EXERCISED

Receives administrative direction from the higher level management.

Exercises direct supervision over professional and technical personnel.

ESSENTIAL FUNCTION STATEMENTS - Essential and other important responsibilities
and duties may include, but are not limited to, the following:

Essential Functions:

Assist with the development and implementation of goals, objectives, policies and
procedures.

Plan, organize and participate in accounting activities including financial reporting
systems, audits, accounts payable/ receivable, grants, and fixed assets.

Oversee and participate in the development of financial services work plan; assign work
activities; monitor work flow; review and evaluate work products, methods and
procedures.

Recommend the appointment of personnel; provide or coordinate staff training; conduct
performance evaluations; implement discipline procedures as required; maintain
discipline and high standards necessary for the efficient and professional operation of
the department.

Oversee and participate in the Authority's accounting operations including financial
record keeping and reporting methods, control systems, banking, general ledger, and
year-end procedures.



Modesto Regional Fire Authority
Finance Manager
Page 2

Oversee accounts payable/receivable activities to ensure accuracy and integrity of
methods and operations.

Oversee the Authority's purchasing activities ensuring policies and procedures are
adhered to; develop and maintain effective relationships with vendors and contractors.

Coordinate and participate in the maintenance and implementation of financial reporting
systems; manage and implement upgrades to the system.

Prepare tax assessment records.

Participate in risk management activities including serving as liability claims
administrator and serving as liaison to workers' compensation and general liability
insurance carriers.

Represent the division to outside agencies and organizations; participate in community
and professional groups and committees; provide technical assistance as necessary.

Research and prepare technical and administrative reports; prepare written
correspondence.

Build and maintain positive working relationships with co-workers, other Authority
employees and the public using principles of good customer service.

Perform related duties as assigned.

MINIMUM QUALIFICATIONS

Knowledge of:

Generally accepted accounting principles and practices related to govemmental
finance and related internal controls.

Use and applications of accounting management software.

Budgeting procedures and techniques.

Principles and practices of leadership, motivation, team building, and conflict
management.

Payroll processes including the calculation of payroll taxes and preparation of
related documents and reports.

Pertinent local, State and Federal rules, regulations and laws.

Modern office procedures and computer equipment.



Modesto Regional Fire Authority
Finance Manager
Page 3

Principles and practices of organizational analysis and management.

Principles and practices of supervision, training, and personnel management

Ability to:

Organize and implement financial activities.

Ensure accuracy of and conformance to accepted and legal reporting standards.

Analyze problems, identify alternative solutions, project consequences of
proposed actions and implement recommendations in support of goals.

Gain cooperation through discussion and persuasion.

Interpret and apply Authority and department policies, procedures, rules,
regulations, and Memoranda of Understanding.

Work under the pressure of deadlines; analyze, research, and solve a wide range
of problems.

Supervise, train and evaluate personnel.

Communicate clearly and concisely, both orally and in writing.

Establish and maintain effective working relationships with those contacted in the
course of work.

EXPERIENCE AND TRAINING GUIDELINES

Any combination of experience and training that would likely provide the required
knowledge and abilities is qualifying. A typical way to obtain the knowledge and
abilities would be:

Experience:

Three years of increasingly responsible professional govemmental
accounting experience, including one year of supervisory experience.

Training:

Equivalent to a Bachelor's degree from an accredited college or university
with major course work in finance, accounting, business administration, or
a related field.



Modesto Regional Fire Authority
Finance Manager
Page 4

License or Certificate

Possession of, or ability to obtain, an appropriate, valid California driver's license.

PHYSICAL AND MENTAL REQUIREMENTS

Mobility: frequent use of keyboard; frequent sitting for long periods of time; occasional
bending or squatting. lifting: frequently up to 10 pounds; occasionally up to 25
pounds. Vision: constant use of overall vision; frequent reading and close-up work;
occasional color and depth vision. Dexterity: frequent repetitive motion; frequent
writing; frequent grasping, holding, and reaching. Hearing/Talking: frequent hearing
and talking, in person and on the phone. Emotional/Psychological: frequent
decision-making and concentration; frequent public and/or coworker contact; occasional
working alone. Environmental: frequent exposure to noise.

WORKING CONDITIONS

Work is performed in a typical temperature controlled office environment subject to
typical office noise and environment. Positions require occasional overtime or weekend
work and the ability to travel.

Class Spec History

Adopted 5/13

Revised nla

BU MgtlConfNS



MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-186

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE PURCHASING MANAGER TO
PURCHASE DELL COMPUTER WORKSTATION REPLACEMNTS,
TECHNOLOGY HARDWARE/SOFTWARE PRODUCTS AND SERVICES
THROUGH DELL MARKETING L.P. FOR FISCAL YEAR 2012-2013 BY
ACCESSING THE TERMS OF THE WESTERN STATE CONTRACT
ALLIANCE (WSCA) CONTRACT NUMBER B27160 IN THE AMOUNT NOT TO
EXCEED $621,413.26

WHEREAS, the City has an ongoing need to purchase computer workstation

replacements, technology hardware/software products, and services managed by the

Information Technology Department and

WHEREAS, Dell Marketing has been providing personal computers to the City

for the past sixteen years, and

WHEREAS, during that time the City has received Dell contractual pricing by

taking advantage of the Western States Contracting Alliance (WSCA), and

WHEREAS, WSCA is a coalition of fifteen western states which formed as a

means by which participating states could join together to receive cost effective pricing

on personal computers based on economics of scale, and

WHEREAS, the expenditures for the Dell Computer Workstations have been

approved by Council through the budget process, and

WHEREAS, the funds will be available for the purchase of Dell Workstations in

the amount not to exceed $621,413.26,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby authorizes the Purchasing Manager to purchase computer workstation

replacement, technology hardware/software products and services through Dell
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Marketing LP. in the amount not to exceed $621,413.26 by accessing the terms of the

WSCA contract.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 14th day of May, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Gunderson,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

By:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

SUS OOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-187

RESOLUTION AMENDING THE FISCAL YEAR 2012-2013 INFORMATION
TECHNOLOGY BUDGET TO APPROPRIATE $400,000 FROM THE
INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY FUND RESERVES

WHEREAS, the City has a need to amend the Fiscal Year 2012-2013

Information Technology budget to purchase Dell Computer Workstations managed by the

Information Technology Department, and

WHEREAS, the expenditures for the Dell Computer Workstations have been

approved by Council through the budget process, and

WHEREAS, upon approval, the Information Technology Budget will be amended

to appropriate $400,000 from Information Technology Fund Reserves, and

WHEREAS, the Fiscal Year 2012-2013 Operating Budget must be amended as

shown in Exhibit A, which is incorporated by reference herein,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves amending the Fiscal Year 2012-2013 Information Technology

Operating Budget as shown in Exhibit A.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 14th day of May, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Gunderson,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

05J14/2013IIT/KHariess/Item 10

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None
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Exhibit A

The City of Modesto is in need of replacing computer workstations iu the amount
not to exceed $621,413.26. The Fiscal Year 2012-2013 operating budgets will be
amended to appropriate $400,000 from the Information Technology Fund Reserves
to 5230-07510-57005 in order to purchase the computer workstations.
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-188

A RESOLUTION APPROVING SUBMITTAL OF A GRANT APPLICATION TO
THE FEDERAL TRANSIT ADMINISTRATION (FTA) REQUESTING $4,302,621
IN FTA SECTION 5307 FUNDS

WHEREAS, the Federal Transit Administration (FTA) has been delegated

authority to award federal financial assistance for transportation related projects, and

WHEREAS, the City of Modesto has provided all annual certifications and

assurances required by the FTA for Section 5307 funding, and

WHEREAS, the projects for the City of Modesto shown in the attached Program

Of Projects are eligible to receive 100% of federally reimbursable expenses from Section

5307 funds, and

WHEREAS, the bus purchase for the City of Ripon shown in the attached

Program Of Projects is eligible to receive 100% of federally reimbursable expenses from

Section 5307 funds, and

WHEREAS, the projects shown in the attached Program of Projects are included

in the Federal Transportation Improvement Program (FTIP) adopted by the Stauislaus

Council of Governments, and

WHEREAS, there is an existing MOU between the City of Modesto and the City

ofRipon that requires Ripon to meet FTA obligations, and

WHEREAS, Modesto and Ripon are eligible to use federally approved

Transportation Development Funds known as Toll Credits in lieu ofa local match, and

WHEREAS, the grant for Federal assistance will impose certain obligations on

the City of Modesto.
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NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves the submittal of an application to the Federal Transit

Administration for $4,302,621 in Section 5307 funds for projects included in the

attached Program of Projects.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute and file the annual certifications and assurances and other

documents the FTA requires for awarding a federal assistance grant.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute all necessary grant documents with the FTA on behalf of the City of

Modesto.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a meeting of the Council of the City of

Modesto held on the 14th day ofMay, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who moved its

adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Gunderson, was upon

roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

ABSENT: Councilmembers: None

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

By: ------~+V~~~------------­
SUSAN
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ATTACHMENT

Federal Transit Administration
Program of Projects

FTA Section 5307 Program of Projects

FTA Fund Availability
5307 Caryover Apportionment for
2010-11
5307 Federal Apportionment for

$ 111,089

2011-12 --",$__4-'1,~19:,:1""5:::32
Total $ 4,302,621

MODESTO URBANIZED AREA SECTION 5307 PROJECTS

FTAP' DrOJect 'fescnpllon T tal0 Loca FEDERAL
Purchase Replacement Buses $2,125,000 $0 $2,125,000
Purchase Bus for Ripon $344,836 $0 $344,836
Preventive Maintenance $1,350,000 $0 $1,350,000
Transit Enhancements $41,000 $0 $41,000
Capital Cost of Contracting $793,570 $396,785 $396,785
Administrative Office Lease $20,000 $0 $20,000
Communication Equipment $10,000 $0 $10,000
Rehab/Renovate Bus Stations/Stops $5,000 $0 $5,000
Employee Training & Education $10,000 $0 $10,000

Total $4,699,406 $396,785 $4,302,621
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-189

A RESOLUTION APPROVING SUBMITTAL OF A \YKAI~

THE FEDERAL TRANSIT ADMINISTRATION (FTA) REOOE
IN FTA CONGESTION MITIGATION AND AIR QU

WHEREAS, the Federal Transit Administration (FTA) has been delegated authOlrlty

to award federal financial assistance for transportation related projects, and

WHEREAS, the City of Modesto has provided all annual certifications and

assurances required by the FTA for CMAQ funding, and

WHEREAS, the CMAQ Projects for the City of Modesto shown on the attached

Program Of Projects are eligible to receive $1,658,883 offederally reimbursable expenses

from CMAQ funds, and

WHEREAS, the projects shown in the attached Program ofProjects are included in

the Federal Transportation Improvement Program (FTIP) adopted by the Stanislaus Council

of Governments, and

WHEREAS, the grant for Federal assistance will impose certain obligations on the

City ofModesto and may require the City to provide the local share of the project cost.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council ofthe City ofModesto that

it hereby approves the submittal of an application on behalf of the City of Modesto to the

Federal Transit Administration for $1,658,833 in CMAQ funds.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute and file the annual certifications and assurances and other

documents the FTA requires for awarding a federal assistance grant.
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BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute all necessary grant documents with the FTA on behalf of the City of

Modesto.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a meeting of the Council of the City of

Modesto held on the 14th day of May, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who moved its

adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Gunderson, was upon

roll caIl carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Guuderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

ABSENT: Councilmembers: None

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

By: --::-:c:~i?:Jf.i;;;ZL~--=-::-::-::-=-:::-:-----
SUS A ALCALA WOOD, City Attorney
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Federal Transit Administration
Program of Projects

FTA Section 5307 Program of Projects

Attachment 2

FTA Fund Availability 5307 Caryover Apportionment for 201 0-11 $ 111,089
5307 Federal Apportionment for 2011-12 -,$;,-_------:4"',1,.,9:-;:1.:.;,5",3'72_

Total $ 4,302,621

MODESTO URBANIZED AREA SECTION 5307 PROJECTS

FTA P' DroJect escnptlon Ttloa Loca FEDERAL
Purchase Replacement Buses $2,125,000 $0 $2,125,000
Purchase Bus for Ripon $344,836 $0 $344,836
Preventive Maintenance $1,350,000 $0 $1,350,000
Transit Enhancements $41,000 $0 $41,000
Capital Cost of Contracting $793,570 $396,785 $396,785
Administrative Office Lease $20,000 $0 $20,000
Communication Equipment $10,000 $0 $10,000
Rehab/Renovate Bus Stations/Stops $5,000 $0 $5,000
Employee Training & Education $10,000 $0 $10,000

Total $4,699,406 $396,785 $4,302,621

Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality Project Awarded to the
City of Modesto by StanCOG

FTA Fund Availability CMAQ $ 1,729,813

FTA Project Description Total Local FEDERAL
Purchase Replacement Buses $428,933 $44,136 $384,797
Purchase Replacement Buses $840,000 $0 $840,000
Bus Station/Stop Improvements $200,000 $200,000
Preventive Maintenance AVL System $260,880 $26,844 $234,036

Total $1,729,813 $70,980 $1,658,833



MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-190

RESOLUTION APPROVING AN AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE PARKS,
RECREATION AND NEIGHBORHOODS DEPARTMENT (PRND) AND THE
MODESTO YOUTH SOCCER ASSOCIATION (MYSA) FOR THE OPERATION
AND USE OF THE MARY E. GROGAN COMMUNITY PARK SOCCER
COMPLEX AND AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE,
TO EXECUTE THE AGREEMENT

WHEREAS, the Parks, Recreation and Neighborhoods Department (PRND) has

estimated the initial expense for annual maintenanee and utilities at the Mary E. Grogan

Community Park (MGCP) to be $209,000, and

WHEREAS, the proposed revenue budget includes the MYSA maintenance

reimbursement of $169,000, revenue for field reservations and field lighting fees, and

WHEREAS, MYSA has committed to pay for on-going maintenance costs at

MGCP and will generate the agreed upon amount of $169,000 in the first full year of

operation and will maintain sufficient revenue to reimburse the City for the expenses

incurred in the operation and maintenanee of the park, and

WHEREAS, MYSA has agreed to maintain a minimum reserve of $253,000 to be

used if a situation arises where MYSA revenue is not sufficient to cover the agreed upon

maintenance costs, and

WHEREAS, City will oversee the construction and development of Phase 1 of the

park, will staff and manage all maintenance activities, will manage and oversee all

facility reservations, will pay for all utilities and will work with MYSA to secure $2.1

million in deferred maintenance funding for the replacement of the synthetic turf, and

WHEREAS, MYSA will pay for "Normal Maintenance", will staff the facilities

during the stated hours of operation, will work with City to secure $2.1 million in
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deferred maintenance funding for the replaeement of the synthetic turf and will manage,

operate, outfit and stock the concession stand and office building, and

WHEREAS, there is no additional fiscal impact to the City's General Fund.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves an agreement between the Parks, Recreation and Neighborhoods

Department (PRND) and the Modesto Youth Soccer Association (MYSA) for the

operation and use of the Mary E. Grogan Community Park Soccer Complex.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute the agreement.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 14th day of May, 2013, by Councilmember Cogdill, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Geer, was

upon roll eall carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Muratore,
Mayor Marsh

None

Lopez

ATTEST:

By: ____~~~~------~~----__
SUS
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-191

RESOLUTION AMENDING THE POSITION ALLOCATION IN THE PARKS,
RECREATION AND NEIGHBORHOODS DEPARTMENT BUDGET ADOPTED
BY THE CITY COUNCIL AS PART OF THE FY 2012-2013 BUDGET TO ADD
ONE (1) MAINTENANCE WORKER II POSITION ALLOCATION IN COST
CENTER 35160 AND AUTHORIZE THE DIRECTOR OF HUMAN
RESOURCES, OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO IMPLEMENT THE PROVISIONS OF
THIS RESOLUTION

WHEREAS, a Position Allocation for the Parks, Recreation and Neighborhoods

Department was adopted by the Modesto City Council on June 21, 2012, as part of the

Annual Budget of the City of Modesto for Fiscal Year 2012-2013, and

WHEREAS, the Parks, Recreation and Neighborhoods Department, has identified

the need to increase staffing to add one (1) Maintenance Worker II position allocation in

the Fiscal Year 2012-2013 budget, and

WHEREAS, the Mary E. Grogan Community Park proposed budget for Fiscal

Year 2013-2014, outlines the necessary revenue and expenses for the maintenance and

operation of the park, and

WHEREAS, the position will be funded through an agreement with Modesto

Youth Soccer Association and there is no additional fiscal impact to the City'S General

Fund

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves amending the Position Allocation in the Parks, Recreation and

Neighborhoods Department for Fiscal Year 2012-2013 to add one (l) Maintenance

Worker II Position Allocation in Cost Center 35160.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Director of Human Resources, or his

designee, is hereby authorized to implement the provisions of this resolution.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 14th day of May, 2013, by Councilmember Cogdill, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Gunderson,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

By:

051l4/2013IPRN/JHannon/ltem 12

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Muratore,
Mayor Marsh

None

Lopez
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-192

RESOLUTION APPROVING THE INSTALLATION OF WALK OF FAME
SInEWALK MARKERS ALONG THE DESIGNATED MODESTO HISTORIC
GRAFFITI CRUISE ROUTE

WHEREAS, the City Council approved the designation of 10th Street, G Street,

11 th Street and K Street as the "Modesto Historic Graffiti Cruise Route" on March 1,

2011; and

WHEREAS, on October 9, 2012, the Modesto Historic Graffiti Cruise Route

Committee (the Committee), composed of staff from the Downtown Improvement

District, Modesto Convention & Visitors Bureau, Chris Murphy of ModestoView, and

Community and Economic Development Department staff, provided a report to the

Council on the activities completed to promote the route, including an addition called the

"Walk of Fame"; and

WHEREAS, the proposed Walk of Fame for the Legends of the Cruise will

recognize and honor those Modestans responsible for the era immortalized by George

Lucas in the class film, "American Graffiti"; and

WHEREAS, the first Legends of the Cruise to receive markers are Wendy Lucas,

Gene Winfield, Candy Clark, Paul LeMat, and Bo Hopkins, who were inducted during

the Cruise Route ribbon cutting in June 2012; and

WHEREAS, George Lucas will receive a Walk of Fame marker during a

ceremonial presentation at the June 7, 2013 Graffiti parade; and

WHEREAS, it is anticipated that five legends will be inducted annually and

receive markers along the cruise route; and
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WHEREAS, each legend will appear on an 18" x 18" concrete or epoxy resin

marker, installed into the sidewalk along the cruise route, including the hrick plaza

outside of Tenth Street Place; and

WHEREAS, the Committee presented the proposed Walk ofFarne to the TSP

JPA Committee on March 26, 2013; and

WHEREAS, the JPA Committee approved the Walk of Fame concept and

directed the location and materials review to a JPA subcommittee; and

WHEREAS, the Committee will work with Streets Division staff to identifY the

locations of the markers along the Historic Graffiti Cruise Route and coordinate the

installation process; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves the installation of Historic Cruise Walk of Fame Markers along

the designated Modesto Historic Graffiti Cruise Route.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 14th day of May, 2013, by Councilmember Burnside,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Muratore, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO ORM:

By:

OSIl4/13/CEDDILSmith/Item 14

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Muratore,
Mayor Marsh

None

Lopez

ATTEST:
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-193

RESOLUTION APPROVING A PUBLIC UTILITY EASEMENT AGREEMENT
GRANTED TO THE CITY OF MODESTO BY MODESTO IRRIGATION
DISTRICT TO ALLOW ALL PUBLIC UTILITIES TO PLACE FACILITIES
WITHIN CITY'S ROADWAY AT A PORTION CROSSING LATERAL NO.6
AND AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER, TO EXCUTE THE AGREEMENT

WHEREAS, Modesto Irrigation District (MID), a California irrigation district

(hereafter, the "District") is the owner in possession ofcertain real property within the

City of Modesto consisting of a strip ofland, 100- feet in width, with certain

improvements thereon, which real property is commonly known as and referred to as

District's Lateral No.6., and

WHEREAS, City desires a 10- foot Public Utility Easement within the District's

Lateral No.6 to allow all public facilities within City's roadway.

NOW, THEREFORE, District grants to the City, a Public Utility Easement solely

for use by public and publicly owned utilities to install, construct, operate, maintain,

repair, replace, remove and reconstruct utilities facilities and appurtenances as are

necessary for the service of water, gas, electrical power, telecommunications and as a city

street together with the right of ingress thereto and egress there from, under and across a

10 foot strip ofland across that portion of Lateral No.6 as described in Exhibit A and

Shown on Exhibit B.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute the agreement.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 28th of May, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Burnside,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

By:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

SUS A ALCALA WOOD, City Attorney
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EXHIBIT U AU

LEGAL DESCRIPTION
UNDERGROUND UTIUTY AREA

MID LATERAL NO.6
AT MANA PARKWAY

sstA-OS

ALL that certain piece or parcel of land situate in the City of Modesto, County of Stanislaus,
State of California lying within the North half of the Southwest Quarter of Section 1, Township
3 South, Range 8 East, Mount Diablo Meridian, described as follows:

COMMENCING at the Northwest corner of Parcel "C" as shown on that Map filed in the Office
of the Recorder of the County of Stanislaus on September 6, 1978 in Book 27 of Parcel Maps at
Page 102, said corner lies on the South right-of-way line of Modesto Irrigation District (M.I.D.)
Lateral No.6; thence North 89"17'42" East along last said line and the North line of said Parcel
"C', a distance of 56.00 feet to the TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING of this description; thence
North 00°42'18" West, a distance of 100.00 feet to a pOint on the North right-of-way line of
said M.I.D. Lateral No.6; thence North 89"17'42" East along last said line, a distance of 10.00
feet; thence South 00°42'18" East, a distance of 100.00 feet to a point on said South right-of­
way line of M.I.D. Lateral No.6 and the North line of Parcel "C'; thence South 89°17'42" West
along last said line, a distance of 10.00 feet to the Point of Beginning.

Containing 1,000 square feet, more or less.

SUBJECT TO all easements and/or rights-of-way of record.

Dave L Skidmore, LS. 7126

~/H"/'3
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EXHIBIT "A"
LEGAL DESCRIPTION

UNDERGROUND UTIUTY AREA
MID LATERAL NO.6

AT AMERICAN AVENUE

351A-05

All that certain piece or parcel of land situate in the City of Modesto, County of Stanislaus,
State of California lying within the North half of the Southwest Quarter of Section 1, Township
3 South, Range 8 East, Mount Diablo Meridian, described as follows:

COMMENCING at the Northeast corner of Parcel "C" as shown on that Mall filed in the Office
of the Recorder of the County of Stanislaus on September 6, 1978 in Book 27 of Parcel Maps at
Page 102, said corner lies on the South right-of-way line of Modesto Irrigation District (M.I.D.)
lateral No.6; thence North 89°17'42" East along last said line and the North line of said Parcel
"C", a distance of 649.54 feet to the TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING of this description; thence
North 00°24'56" West, a distance of 100.00 feet to a point on the North right-of-way line of
said M.I.D. lateral No.6; thence North 8ge 17'42" East along last said line, a distance of 10.00;
thence South 00"24'56" East, a distance of 100.00 to a point on the South right-of-way line of
said M.I.D. Lateral No.6, thence South 89°17'42" West along last said line, a distance of 10.00
feet to the Point of Beginning.

Containing 1,000 square feet, more or less.

SUBJECT TO all easements and/or rights-of-way of record.
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-194

RESOLUTION APPROVING AN AGREEMENT CONSENTING TO COMMON
USE WITH THE MODESTO IRRIGATION DISTRICT (MID) FOR
UTILIZATION OF AN EASEMENT ACROSS LATERAL NO.6 TO
CONSTRUCT A ROAD CROSSING AND UTILITIES FOR THE PURPOSE OF
THE MANA WAGNER DEVELOPMENT PROJECT AND AUTHORIZING THE
CITY MANAGER OR HIS DESIGNEE TO EXECUTE THE AGREEMENT

WHEREAS, on December 7,2010, the City Council approved a Facilities Master

Plan to develop 79 acres within the 614-acre Kiernan Business Park Specific Plan area,

and

WHEREAS, the District is the owner in possession of certain real property within

the City of Modesto consisting of a strip of land, which real property is commonly known

as "MID Lateral No.6", and

WHEREAS, the Facilities Master Plan proposes to install road crossing, sewer,

domestic water and storm drain facilities across MID lateral No.6, and

WHEREAS, in order to plflIl for installation and maintenance of the crossing by

the City, an agreement is needed, and

WHEREAS, the new facility installation will occupy a portion of the Modesto

Irrigation District (MID) right-of-way of its lateral No.6, known as an " Area of

Common Use", and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City ofModesto

that it hereby approves an Agreement consenting to Common Use with the Modesto

Irrigation District for utilization across Lateral No.6 for the purpose of constructing and

maintaining a road crossing and utilities.
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BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized and approve the Agreement.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 28th day of May, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Burnside,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

By: ____~~~~~------------
SUS
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-195

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE AWARD OF BID FOR THE PURCHASE
OF THREE (3) THREE-QUARTER TON PICK-UP TRUCKS FOR VARIOUS (
CITY DIVISIONS THROUGH THE PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT, FLEET
SERVICES DIVISION, TO DOWNTOWN FORD, SACRAMENTO, CA, FOR AN
ESTIMATED TOTAL COST OF $88,365

WHEREAS, the City Manager authorized the Purchasing Manager to issue formal

Request for Bids (RFB) for vehicles and equipment, through various competitive

processes, with the Purchasing Division coming back to Council for award authorization.

The three (3) three-quarter ton pick-up trucks are included in the new vehicles and heavy

equipment list authorized by the City Manager, and

WHEREAS, all three (3) three-quarter ton pick-up trucks are replacements and

have been subjected to a thorough evaluation and have met or exceeded the replacement

criteria before being placed on the replacement list, and

WHEREAS, the Purchasing Division issued RFB No. 1213-23 for the purchase of

three (3) three-quarter ton pick-up trucks to nineteen (19) prospective bidders and posted

the RFB on the City'S website. Two ofthe bidders are located within Stanislaus County,

one of which is a local vendor, and

WHEREAS, bids were formally opened in the City Clerk's office. Ofthe nineteen

(19) prospective bidders, six (6) companies chose to respond, two (2) were local

companies. All six (6) companies provided responsive and responsible bids, and

WHEREAS, based on providing the lowest responsive and responsible bid, City

staff recommends the award ofbid for the purchase of three (3) three-quarter ton pick-up

trucks to Downtown Ford, Sacramento, CA, for a total estimated cost of$88,365, and
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WHEREAS, sufficient fimds are budgeted in Fiscal Year 2012-13, in account #

5409-53246-57003,and

WHEREAS, Modesto Municipal Code Section 8-3.203 generally requires all

purchases, which meet or exceed $50,000 for material, equipment or contractual services

to be formally bid. The award of bid for the purchase of three (3) three-quarter ton pick­

up trucks to Downtown Ford, Sacramento, CA, conforms to the Modesto Municipal

Code.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby authorizes the award of bid for the purchase of three (3) three-quarter ton

pick-up trucks for the various City Divisions through the Public Works Department, Fleet

Services Division, to Downtown Ford, Sacramento, CA.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Purchasing Manager or his designee to

issue a purchase order for a total estimated cost of$88,365.
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Ine foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 28th day of May, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Burnside,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

20131Fina=:IPWIMTorreslltem 5

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

ATTEST:A~STE~
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-196

RESOLUTION ACCEPTING AN INFORMATIONAL REPORT CONCERNING
THE APPLICATION OF A 2.3% WATER RATE INFLATION INDEX BY THE
DIRECTOR OF FINANCE PURSUANT TO GRANT OF AUTHORITY BY CITY
COUNCIL

WHEREAS, Resolution No. 2009-299 includes a provision that authorizes the

Director of Finance, with the concurrence ofthe Directors of Utility Planning & Projects

and Director of Public Works, to apply an inflator index based on a CPI annually to the

water rates after June 30, 2009, and

WHEREAS, Department ofFinance staff continually reviews financial

projections of the Water Fund's operations in order to comply with the debt coverage

ratio of 1.25 times as required by the bond covenants, and

WHEREAS, the water proforma projections show a debt coverage ratio of 1.47

for FY2013-14. It is estimated that the 2.3% inflationary factor would increase our debt

coverage ratio to 1.56 times, and

WHEREAS, The City's fmancial policies require that on a long-term basis the

debt coverage ratio be above 1.50 times, and

WHEREAS, staff believes this inflationary adjustment is necessary in order to

comply with the City's financial policies and maintain the financial health ofthe Water

Fund,and

WHEREAS, Resolution No. 2009-299 clarified that staffwas to use the CPI of

the previous December for the calculation ofthe inflator index, and
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NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby accepts an informational item to apply a water rate inflator index based on

the Consumer Price Index (CPI) effective July 1,2013.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting ofthe Council of the

City of Modesto held on the 28th day of May, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Muratore,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers: Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

NOES: Councilmembers: None

ABSENT: Councilmembers: None

(SEAL)

By: -=-~"'!tfj.'.:tL~==::::-c:----:----
SUS ALCALA WOOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-197

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE AWARD OF BID FOR THE PURCHASE
OF VARIABLE FREQUENCY DRIVE UNITS FOR THE DEPARTMENT OF
PUBLIC WORKS, WATER DIVISION AND WASTEWATER DIVISION, TO
WILLE ELECTRIC SUPPLY CO., INC., MODESTO, CA, FOR A TWO (2) YEAR
AGREEMENT WITH THREE (3) ONE-YEAR EXTENSION OPTIONS AT THE
SOLE DISCRETION OF THE CITY, AND AUTHORIZING THE PURCHASING
MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO ISSUE A PURCHASE AGREEMENT FOR
AN ESTIMATED ANNUAL COST OF $103,614, AND OVER FIVE (5) YEARS OF
$518,070

WHEREAS, the City Manager authorized the Purchasing Manager to issue formal

Request for Bids (RFB) for the purchase of variable frequency drive (VFD) units, and

WHEREAS, the Purchasing Division issued RFB No. 1213-22 Variable

Frequency Drive Units to fifteen (15) prospective bidders, five (5) ofwhich were local

vendors and posted the RFB on the City's website, and

WHEREAS, bids were formally opened in the City Clerk's Office. Two (2)

companies chose to respond, both companies were local vendors, and

WHEREAS, both companies provided responsive and responsible bids, and

WHEREAS, based on providing the lowest responsive and responsible bid, City

staff recommends the award ofbid for the purchase ofVFD units for the Department of

Public Works, Water Division and Wastewater Division, to Wille Electric Supply Co.,

Inc., Modesto, CA, for a two (2) year agreement with three (3) one-year extension

options at the sole discretion of the City, for an estimated annual cost of$103, 614, and

WHEREAS, Modesto Municipal Code Section 8-3.203 generally requires all

purchases, which meet or exceed $50,000 for material, equipment or contractual services

to be formally bid. The award ofbid for the purchase ofVFD units to Wille Electric

Supply, Co., Inc., Modesto, CA, conforms to the Modesto Municipal Code, and

05/28/2013JFinance/PWIKMasassolItem 8 2013·197



WHEREAS, funds are budgeted in Fiscal Year 2012-13 for the purchase ofVFD

units in Appropriation Units: 4100-55090-53150, 4210-54313-53150 and 4210-54314-

53150.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby authorizes the award of bid for the purchase ofVFD units for the

Department of Public Works, Water Division and Wastewater Division, to Wille Electric

Supply Co., Inc., Modesto, CA.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Purchasing Manager, or his designee, is

hereby authorized to issue a purchase agreement for an estimated annual cost of

$103,614.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City ofModesto held on the 28th day ofMay, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Burnside,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)
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Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-198

RESOLUTION APPROVING A FIVE (5) YEAR LEASE AGREEMENT
BETWEEN THE CITY OF MODESTO AND HORIZON TOWERS LLC FOR A
CELLULAR TOWER SITE TO BE LOCATED ON A PORTION OF THE
CHAPMAN ROAD STORM BASIN, WITH .FIVE (5), FIVE (5)-YEAR OPTIONS
TO EXTEND THE LEASE, AND AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER, OR
HIS DESIGNEE, TO EXECUTE THE LEASE AGREEMENT

WHEREAS, Horizon Towers LLC desires to lease a cellular tower site located on

a portion of the Chapman Road Storm Basin for a period of five (5) years with five (5),

five (5)-year options to extend the leases, for the installation ofcellular telephone

equipment, and

WHERAS, the City of Modesto is willing to lease a portion of the Chapman Road

Storm Basin to Horizon Towers LLC for the said use for the sum of$750 per month for

the first carrier located at the site and an additional $400 for each subsequent Subtenant

with a rental increase of 10% of each extension term, and

WHERAS, Horizon Towers LLC will install a stealth cellular tower at the

Chapman Road Storm Basin and place cellular equipment on the ground in the vicinity of

the pole, and

WHEREAS, Horizon Towers LLC agrees to adhere to the following:

I. Prior to issuance ofa building permit, the applicant shall coordinate the design
and installation work with City ofModesto for review and approval.

2. Ail landscaping fences and walls shall be maintained and the premises shall be
kept free ofweeds, trash and other debris.

3. The Capital Facilities Fees payable at the time of the issuance of a building permit
for constrnction shall be based on the rate in effect at the time of issuance ofthe building
permit.
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4. The Applicant shall record a Notice ofConditions in the Stanislaus County
Recorders Office on a form available in the Community and Econornic Development
Department.

5. The City and developer shall, at their expense defend, and hold harmless the City
of Modesto, its agents, officers, and employees from and against any and all claims,
actions, damages, losses or expenses ofevery type and description including, but not
limited to payment of attorney's fees and costs, by reason of, or arising out of, this
development approval. The obligation to defend, indemnifY and hold harmless shall
include but is not limited to any action to arbitrate, attack, review, set aside, void or annul
this development approval on any grounds whatsoever. The City of Modesto shall
promptly notifY the developer of any claim, action, or proceeding shall cooperate full in
the defense.

6. Construction activities shall follow guidelines listed in the California Storm Water
Quality Association (CASQA) Best Management Practice Handbook for Construction to
prevent any drag out of soil or sediments onto the public roadway or into the City storm
drain system.

7. All improvement plans pursuant to construction shall be prepared, stamped and
signed by a California licensed civil engineer and in accordance with the City of Modesto
standards.

8. Prior to placement of any stationary lead-acid battery systems or on-site
generators, a permit shall be obtained from the City of Modesto Regional Fire
Department.

9. All outdoor lighting shall be shielded from adjacent residential properties as
required by the City Engineer or designee and shall be at a height and ofa type that is
least intrusive to the adjacent neighborhood as determined by the City Engineer or
designee and the City of Modesto's Parks, Recreation and Neighborhoods Department
Director or designees.

10. No operations conducted on the premises shall cause an unreasonable amount of
noise, odor, dust, mud, smoke, vibration or electrical interference detectable on the
premises. All machinery or equipment shall be soundproofed as required by the Parks,
Recreation and Neighborhoods Director. The Noise Ordinance prohibits the loud and
raucous discharge into the air or the operation of any tools or equipment before 7:00 am
or after 9:00 pm daily (except Saturday and Sunday and State and Federal holidays, when
the prohibited time shall be before 9:00 am and after 9:00 pm.).

11. Prior to final inspection with the Building and Development Services Division,
the applicant shall install signage approved by the Parks, Recreation and Neighborhoods
Director or designee to be located on the entrance gate to the cellular communications
facility indicating the cell tower provider and the hours permitted for operations and
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maintenance ofthe cellular communications for facility, which shall be in accordance
with the City of Modesto Municipal Code Noise Ordinance Section 4-9.101.

12. Prior to the issuance ofa building pennit the applicant shall provide the Parks,
Recreation and Neighborhoods Department Director or designee with the name, address
and telephone number of applicant's contact person designated to receive notices,
complaints, documents and other correspondence related to ownership, operation and
maintenance ofthe cell tower facilities. Applicant and its successors in interest shall
notify the Parks, Recreation and Neighborhoods Department Director of any changes to
the contact imonnation within ten (10) working days after such a change is made,

NOW TIIEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it herby approves a Five (5)- Year lease agreement between the City of Modesto and

Horizon Towers LLC for a cellular site to be located on a portion of the Chapman Road

Stonn Basin, with five (5), Five (5)-year options to extend the lease.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager or his designee is hereby

authorized to execnte the lease agreement.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the council of the

City of Modesto on the 28th day of May, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who moved its

adoption, whieh motion being duly seconded by Couneilmember Burnside, was upon roll

call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)
APPROVED AS TO FO

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

By: ____~~~~~--------__
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-199

RESOLUTION APPROVING THE TERMINATION OF THE 1992 JOINT
EXERCISE OF POWERS AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE CITIES OF CERES,
HUGHSON, MODESTO, TURLOCK, DELm COUNTY WATER DISTRICT,
DENAIR COMMUNITY SERVICES DISTRICT, mLMAR COUNTY WATER
DISTRICT, AND KEYES COMMUNITY SERVICES DISTRICT RELATED TO
THE DRINKING WATER SUPPLY PROJECT

WHEREAS, on November 19,1992, the City of Modesto, by Resolution No.

1992-636 entered in a joint exercise ofpowers agreement with the cities of Ceres,

Hughson, Turlock, Delhi County Water District, Denair Community Services District,

Hilmar County Water District, and Keyes Community Water District to create a joint

powers authority (Drinking Water Authority) responsible for decision in all matters

pertaining to the municipal and industrial water supply program for the proposed

Drinking Water Supply Project, and

WHEREAS, the purpose of the Drinking Water Authority was to purchase water

from the Turlock Irrigation District, treat the water, and make the treated water available

to the agencies of this Agreement at cost, and

WHEREAS, the Drinking Water Authority has been inactive since 1997 and the

participants originally involved are no longer interested in pursuing the project as it was

proposed in this Agreement, and

WHEREAS, Staff has been contacted by the Fair Political Practices Commission

and the California Secretary of State regarding the status of this JPA, and

WHEREAS, Staff recommends the termination ofthe Drinking Water Authority

and once approval has been received from all of the original agencies, a notice of
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termination will be sent to the California Secretary of State and the Fair Political

Practices Commission as required,

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

Modesto hereby approves the termination ofthe Joint Exercise of Powers Agreement

between the Cities of Ceres, Hughson, Modesto, Turlock, Delhi County Water District,

Denair Community Services District, Hilmar County Water District, and Keyes

Community Services District related to the Drinking Water Supply Project.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 28th day of May, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Burnside,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

05/28/2013IUP&PIRUlmIIlem ]0

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-200

RESOLUTION ACCEPTING THE WORK BY HARRIS BUILDERS, INC., FOR
THE "TUOLUMNE RIVER REGIONAL PARK GATEWAY - PHASE 1.3
TRAILS PROJECT" AS COMPLETE, AUTHORIZING THE CITY CLERK TO
FILE A NOTICE OF COMPLETION WITH THE STANISLAUS COUNTY
RECORDER UPON RECEIPT OF APPROVED WARRANTY BOND, AND
AUTHORIZING PAYMENT OF AMOUNTS TOTALING $412,650

WHEREAS, a report has been filed by the Director of Utility Planning and

Projects that the Tuolumne River Regional Park Gateway - Phase 1.3 Trails Project has

been completed by Harris Builders, Inc., in accordance with the contract agreement dated

December II, 2012,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that Tuolumne River Regional Park Gateway - Phase 1.3 Trails Project is hereby

accepted as complete from said contractor, Harris Builders, Inc., that the City Clerk is

authorized to file a Notice ofCompletion with the Stanislaus County Recorder upon

receipt of approved Warranty Bond, and that payment of amounts totaling $412,650 is

authorized as provided in the contract.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 28th day of May, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Burnside,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

05128/2013I1JP&PIKOhlsoniltem 12

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-201

A RESOLUTION APPROVING A ONE-YEAR AG.REEMENT FOR TESTING
SERVICES WITH KRAZAN & ASSOCIATES, INC., TO PERFORM
CONSTRUCTION MATERIALS TESTING SERVICES FOR VARIOUS
CAPITOL IMPROVEMENT PRO.JECTS TO BE CONSTRUCTED DURING THE
2013/2014 FISCAL YEAR, WITH TWO (2) ONE-YEAR EXTENSION OPTIONS,
AT THE SOLE DISCRETION OF CITY, IN AN AMOUNT NOT-TO-EXCEED
$91,800 IN THE FIRST YEAR $91,800 IN THE SECOND YEAR AND $92,500 IN
THE THIRD YEAR; AND AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER, OR HIS
DESIGNEE, TO EXECUTE THE AGREEMENT

WHEREAS, City staff finds it necessary to utilize the services ofa materials

testing firm during the course ofadministering the construction on public improvement

projects, and

WHEREAS, the testing services are required to help achieve compliance with the

specification requirements of the various projects, and

WHEREAS, staff does not have the required equipment or certifications to

perform all the required testing services, and

WHEREAS, bids were opened on April 23, 2013, for the Construction Materials

Testing Services contract, and

WHEREAS, the firm ofKrazan & Associates, Inc., was the low responsive

bidder,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves a one-year Agreement for Testing Services between the City of

Modesto and Krazan & Associates, Inc., to perform Construction Materials Testing

Services for various Capitol Improvement projects to be constructed during the

2013/2014fiscal year, with two (2) one-year extension options, at the sole discretion of
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City, in an amount not-to-exceed $91,800 in the first year, $91,800 in the second year and

$92,500 in the third year. Total cost for three years is not to exceed $276,100.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute said Agreement and up to two (2) one-year extension options.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regnlar meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 28th day of May, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councihnember Burnside,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

ATTEST:

By: ~
-

--:S::::UC:CS=-AC:N:-::-:-ft-J'-C:'AL~A~W::::O=OC::D'-,-=C~it-y-:A-tt-o-rn-e-y
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-202

RESOLUTION ACCEPTING THE WORK BY DSS COMPANY dba KNIFE
RIVER CONSTRUCTION FOR THE "EMPIRE AVENUE STREET
IMPROVEMENTS FROM HILLSIDE DRIVE TO MONTEREY AVENUE
PROJECT" AS COMPLETE, AUTHORIZING THE CITY CLERK TO FILE A
NOTICE UF COMPLETION WITH THE STANISLAUS COUNTY RECORDER
UPON RECEIPT OF APPROVED WARRANTY BOND, AND AUTHORIZING
PAYMENT OF AMOUNTS TOTALING $366,404

WHEREAS, a report has been filed by the Director of Utility Planning and

Projects that the Empire Avenue Street Improvements from Hillside Drive to Monterey

Avenue Project has been completed by Knife River Construction, in accordance with the

contract agreement dated August 8, 2012,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that Empire Avenue Street Improvements from Hillside Drive to Monterey Avenue

Project is hereby accepted as complete from said contractor, Knife River Construction,

that the City Clerk is authorized to file a Notice ofCompletion with the Stanislaus

County Recorder upon receipt of approved Warranty Bond, and that payment of amounts

totaling $366,404 is authorized as provided in the contract.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 28th day of May, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Burnside,

was upon roll call carned and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers: Burnside, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez, Muratore,
Mayor Marsh

NOES: Councilmembers: None

ABSENT: Councilmembers: Cogdill

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

By: -:::::-:;-::::-:-::d~~~:::-==-=-:---:--
SUSAN CALA WOOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-203

RESOLUTION REAPPOINTING DUWAYNE STENGER TO THE EQUAL
OPPORTUNITYIDISABILITY COMMISSION

WHEREAS, Section 1102 of the Charter of the City of Modesto authorizes the

City Council to appoint members to various Boards and Commissions, and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

as follows:

SECTION I. DUWAYNE STENGER is hereby appointed to the Equal

Opportunity/Disability Commission with a term expiration of January 1, 2017.

SECTION 2. The City Clerk is hereby directed to transmit a copy ofthis

resolution to the appointed members ofthe Commissions and the Secretary thereof.

The foregoing resolution was introduced in a regular meeting ofthe Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 4th day ofJune, 2013, by Councilmember Cogdill, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Muratore,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)
.')

APPROVED A3J~ FOtJ'1:
~. \~y~

By: f! i 71

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

SUS ALCALA WOOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-204

RESOLUTION APPROVING A CITY OF MODESTO INJURY AND ILLNESS
PREVENTION PROGRAM TO PROMOTE AN ACCIDENT FREE
WORKPLACE

WHEREAS, the City of Modesto wishes to ensure the safest possible work place

for our employees and to comply with all applicable safety regulations; and,

WHEREAS, the City is required by Title 8, Section 3202 of the California Code

of Regulations to adopt an Injury and Illness Prevention Program (IIPP):

WHEREAS, by supporting a comprehensive health and safety program the City's

intent is to safeguard the City's human, physical, and fmancial resources,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that no function of the City of

Modesto is so critical as to require a compromise of safety, and it is the goal of the City

to provide a place ofemployment free from recognized hazards and to comply with all

applicable local, state and federal safety regulations.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Council of the City of Modesto hereby

approves and adopts by resolution the City of Modesto Injury and Illness Prevention

Program (IIPP).
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The foregoing resolution was introduced in a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 4th day of June, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Gunderson,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

SUS CALA WOOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-205

A RESOLUTION ACCEPTING THE CALIFORNIA MARIJUANA
ERADICATION GRANT FROM THE U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE DRUG
ENFORCEMENT ADMINISTRATION IN THE AMOUNT OF $40,000 FOR THE
STANISLAUS COUNTY DRUG ENFORCEMENT AGENCY; AND
AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO EXECUTE
ALL NECESSARY GRANT DOCUMENTS

WHEREAS, on April 30, 2013, the Stanislaus Drug Enforcement Agency

(SDEA) was awarded the Domestic Cannabis Eradication/Suppression Program

Marijuana Eradication Grant in the amount of $40,000, and

WHEREAS, the funding will defray costs relating to the eradication and

suppression of illicit cannabis, and

WHEREAS, the costs include marijuana eradication, overtime, training, supplies

and removal costs, and

WHEREAS, there is no required match to the City of Modesto, and

WHEREAS, the term ofthis grant will be from January 1,2013 through

December 31, 2013, and

WHEREAS, the City of Modesto will be the fiscal agent,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby accepts the California Marijuana Eradication Grant from the U. S.

Department of Justice Drug Enforcement Adminsitration in the amount of$40,000.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute all necessary grant documents.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting ofthe Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 4th day of June, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Gunderson,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:
f\

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

By: ---4~~-----c----
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-206

A RESOLUTION AMENDING THE STANISLAUS COUNTY DRUG
ENFORCEMENT AGENCY'S FISCAL YEAR 2012/13 MULTI-YEAR
OPERATING BUDGET ESTIMATING REVENUE IN THE AMOUNT OF
$40,000 FROM THE U. S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE DRUG
ENFORCEMENT ADMINISTRATION MARIJUANA ERADICATION GRANT

WHEREAS, on April 30, 2013, the Stanislaus Drug Enforcement Agency

(SDEA) was awarded the Domestic Cannabis Eradication/Suppression Program

Marijuana Eradication Grant in the amount of$40,000, and

WHEREAS, the funding will defray costs relating to the eradication and

suppression of illicit cannabis, and

WHEREAS, the costs include marijuana eradication, overtime, training, supplies

and removal costs, and

WHEREAS, there is no required match to the City of Modesto, and

WHEREAS, the City of Modesto will be the fiscal agent,

WHEREAS, the term ofthis grant will be from January 1,2013 through

December 31, 2013,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves amending the the Stanislaus County Drug Enforcement Agency's

Fiscal Year 2012/13 Multi-Year Operating Budget as indicated on Attachment A, which

is incorporated by reference herein.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Director ofFinance, or her designee, is

hereby authorized to take the necessary steps to implement the provisions of this

resolution.

06/0412013IMPD/CRayme.lltem 5 2013·206



The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 4th day of June, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Gunderson,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

:~:PROVEDJ5J:
SUSANA~ALA WOOD, City Attorney

V
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Attachment A: Budget Adjustment

Fund 6600: 2012113 Multiyear

To:

To:

Expense:
100758 - Appro. A
100758 - Appro. C
100758 - Appro. C
100758 - Appro. C
100758 - Appro. C

Total

Revenue:
6600-89999-42090-100758

$ 13,500
16,500
4,000
1,500
4,500

$40,000

40,000

Overtime
Other Insmanee
Tools & Field Supplies < $5K
Training Expenses
Overtime

Interg.-Federal-Mise.



MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-207

A RESOLUTION ACCEPTING THE BRENDEN MANN FOUNDATION GRANT,
IN THE AMOUNT OF $50,000, TO SUPPORT THE CONTINUED OPERATION
OF THE DOWNTOWN BHill PATROL FOR ADDED SECURITY IN THE
DOWNTOWN AREA OF MODESTO; AND AUTHORIZING THE CITY
MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO EXECUTE THE NECESSARY PROGRAM
DOCUMENTS

WHEREAS, the Modesto Police Department applied for funding from the

Brenden Mann Foundation for the Downtown Bike Patrol, and

WHEREAS, on May 10,2013, the City received notification from the Brenden

Mann Foundation that their Board ofTrustees approved the grant in the amount of

$50,000 to support the continued operation of the Downtown Bike Patrol for added

security of the downtown area, and

WHEREAS, the terms ofthis grant are June 2013 through June 2014.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby accepts the Brenden Mann Foundation Grant, in the amount of$50,000, to

support the continued operation ofthe Dowtown Bike Patrol for added security in the

downtown area of Modesto.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute the necessary program documents.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City ofModesto held on the 4th day of June, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Gunderson,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

By:
SUSANA

/ jj

06/04/20131MPD/MHarris/Item 6

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

ATTEST:
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NUMBER 2013-208

A RESOLUTION AMENDING THE FISCAL YEAR 2012/2013 MULTI-YEAR
AND OPERATING BUDGETS TO APPROPRIATE REVENUES AND
EXPENDITURES OF $50,000 FROM THE BRENDEN MANN FOUNDATION
FOR DOWNTOWN BIKE PATROL; AND AUTHORlZING THE FINANCE
DIRECTOR, OR HER DESIGNEE, TO IMPLEMENT THE PROVISIONS OF
THIS RESOLUTION

WHEREAS, the Modesto Police Department applied for funding from the

Brenden Mann Foundation for the Downtown Bike Patrol, and

WHEREAS, on May 10, 2013, the City received notification from the Brenden

Mann Foundation that their Board ofTrustees approved the grant in the amount of

$50,000 to support the Downtown Bike Patrol for added security of the downtown area,

and

WHEREAS, the City will receive two installment payments under these grants on

July 15,2013 and January 15,2014, and

WHEREAS, the City will establish a separate accounting structure for and track

the use of this money, and

WHEREAS, the Modesto Police Department will be required to provide the

Foundation with written reports describing and activities carried out under the grant and a

detailed expenditure report, which will be due on a six month basis December 31, 2013

and July 15,2014, and

WHEREAS, the terms ofthis grant are June 2013 through June 2014.
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NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that the 2012/2013 Multi-Year and Operating Budgets are hereby amended as indicated

in attached Exhibit A, which is incorporated by reference herein.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Finance Director, or her designee, to

implement the provisions of this resolution.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City ofModesto held on the 4th day of June, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Gunderson,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:
/- -4-=~"_ vA

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

By: ~1h,\
SUSANALCALA WOOD, City Attorney

[J
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Attachment A: Budget Adjustment for 2013 Brenden Mann
Foundation Grant

Fund 1341- Miscellaneous Grants and Donations:

Increase!
Expense: (Decrease} Description of Account

To:

FY-13-100759-5104l Appr. A $ 45,000 Salaries & Wages PT
MPD Reserves

FY-13-100759-52300Appr. C $ 5,000 Tools & Supplies
$ 50,000

Revenue:
To:

MY-134l-l9999-42503-100759 $ 50,000 Misc. Grants and Donations.



MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-209

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
MODESTO, ACTING AS THE GOVERNING BODY OF ALL ITS COMMUNITY
FACILITIES DISTRICTS, TO ORDER JUDICIAL FORECLOSURE OF
DELINQUENT ANNUAL SPECIAL FACILITIES TAXES PURSUANT TO THE
MELLO-ROOS COMMUNITY FACILITIES ACT OF 1982, AND TO ORDER
THAT THE STANISLAUS COUNTY TAX COLLECTOR BE CREDITED WITH
THOSE TAXES

WHEREAS, the City of Modesto ("City") has conducted proceedings resulting in

the formation of Community Facilities Districts ("CFDs") and the issuance and sale of

bonds or debt pursuant to the Mello-Roos Community Facilities Act of 1982 (Cal. Gov.

Code Section 53311, et seq.; the "Act"), and

WHEREAS, pursuant to the Act, the City has duly recorded Notices of Special

Tax Lien and has duly and regularly levied special taxes, which special taxes and interest

and penalties thereon constitute a lien against the parcel of the land against which it was

levied until the same are paid, which liens secure in whole or part debt issued pursuant to

the Act, and

WHEREAS, certain installments of the special taxes have not been paid when

due, and certain special taxes may not be paid when due in the future, and

WHEREAS, pursuant to Section 53356.1 (a) of the Act, the CFDs are authorized

to order the special taxes collected by an action brought in the Superior Court to foreclose

their liens, and

WHEREAS, pursuant to Section 53356.1(b) of the Act, the CFDs covenanted for

the benefit of owners of the debt to file such foreclosure actions on behalfof the debt

holders and are authorized to order the County Auditor to credit the delinquent special

taxes upon the secured tax roll, thus relieving the County Tax Collector of further duty
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and regard thereto, and

WHEREAS, on July 12, 2011, the City Council, by Resolution No. 2011-269,

authorized the City Manager to execute an Amendment No. I to Task Order No.1 to the

Master Professional Services Agreement with Goodwin Consulting Group, Inc.

("Foreclosure Counsel"), a firm experienced and qualified to process such judicial

collection and foreclosure actions, and

WHEREAS, Foreclosure Counsel is still under contract to provide said services,

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

Modesto, acting as the governing body ofall of the City of Modesto Community

Facilities Districts that:

I. The City finds that the Act authorizes the filing ofjudicial foreclosure lawsuits

to collect delinquent special taxes, and hereby orders that the delinquent special taxes

listed on the attached Exhibit A and all future delinquent special taxes as to such

property, be collected by action brought in the appropriate Superior Court to foreclose the

liens thereof.

2. City staff in conjunction with special counsel and other City consultants are

authorized and directed if and as applicable, pursuant to Government Code Section

53356.2: 1) to record notices of intent to remove the delinquent special taxes from the

tax rolls, and 2) to request that the applicable County officials remove current and future

delinquent special taxes from the tax rolls.

3. The Act provides for the payment ofthe costs and attorneys fees for

prosecution of the foreclosure lawsuits on redemption prior to entry ofjudgment as well

as on post-judgment redemption, and hereby authorizes Foreclosure Counsel to require
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payment on its behalfof all costs and all attorney fees incurred to collect the delinquent

special taxes as a condition of such redemption as provided in the Agreement.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the II th day ofJune, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Burnside,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: . Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

By:
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Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None
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Exhibit A

Delinquent Parcels as of April 24, 2013
Missed 3 or More Installments

CFD No. 2003-1 (Fairview Village) CFD No. 2004-1 (Village One #2)

APN Tax Year Unpaid Taxes APN Tax Year Unpaid Taxes

2011 $981.84
056-096-019-000

2011 $578.08
077-055-076-000

2012 $698.96 2012 $1.171.14



MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-210

A RESOLUTION OF INTENTION TO LEVY AND COLLECT ASSESSMENTS
FOR LANDSCAPE MAINTENANCE ASSESSMENT DISTRICT NO.1 FOR DRY
CREEK MEADOWS SUBDIVISIONS NOS. 1-6 AND SETTING A PUBLIC
HEARING ON THE PROPOSED ASSESSMENTS TO BE HELD ON AUGUST 7,
2013

WHEREAS, Resolution No. 88-935, adopted by the Council of the City of

Modesto on December 13, 1988, initiated proceedings for the formation of Landscape

Maintenance Assessment District No.1 for the purpose ofadministering the maintenance

oflandscaping in the public right-of-way within the street medians and adjacent to the

access control walls in Dry Creek Meadows Subdivisions Nos. 1-6, and

WHEREAS, said assessment district was formed in accordance with the

Landscape and Lighting Act of 1972, (California Streets and Highways Code Sections

22500 through 22679), and

WHEREAS, Section 22623 ofthe California Streets and Highways Code requires

the Engineer, the person designated by this Council as Engineer of Work for Assessment

District No.1, to prepare and file an annual report, and

WHEREAS, the Engineer of Work, has prepared and filed said annual report with

the City Clerk, and

WHEREAS, the Council has approved said annual report by motion, and

WHEREAS, California Streets and Highways Code Section 22623 requires the

legislative body (the City Council) to adopt a resolution of intention which shall include

the following:

a. Declaration ofintention ofthe legislative body (the City Council)
to levy and collect assessments within the assessment district for
the fiscal year stated in the annual report.
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b. General description ofthe existing improvements and proposed
improvements and any substantial changes proposed to be made in
the existing improvements.

c. Reference to the assessment district by its distinctive designation
and indication of the general location of the district.

d. Reference to said annual report, on file with the City Clerk, for a
full and detailed description of the improvements, the boundaries
of the assessment district and any zones therein, and the proposed
assessments upon assessable lots and parcels ofland within the
district.

e. Notice of the time, as fixed by the California Streets and Highways
Code Section 22625, and the place for hearing by the legislative
body (the City Council) on the levy of the proposed assessment.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that:

1. The City Council intends to levy and colleet assessments within

Landscape Maintenance Assessment District No.1 during the fiscal year 2013-2014.

2. There are no proposed new improvements or any substantial

changes in existing improvements in Dry Creek Meadows Subdivisions Nos. 1-6 and that

the existing improvements to be made in said assessment district are generally described

as follows:

The City shall provide maintenance, in perpetuity, oflandscaping and any
and all improvements required for such maintenance including, but not
limited to, landscape irrigation systems in the following locations:

a. Street medians in Creekwood Drive

b. Areas adjacent to the access control walls along Creekwood
Drive

c. Areas adjacent to the access control walls along Claus
Road
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3. Landscape Maintenance Assessment District No.1 is located in the

County of Stanislaus, within the City Limits of the City of Modesto and is more

specifically located on the west side ofClaus Road, between Modesto Irrigation District

Lateral No.2 and State Route 132 (Yosemite Boulevard).

4. Said annual report filed with the City Clerk and approved by the

Council by motion does provide a full and detailed description of the improvements, the

boundaries of the assessment district and any zones therein, and the proposed

assessments upon assessable lots and parcels of land within Landscape Maintenance

Assessment District No.1.

5. On Wednesday, the 7th day of August, 2013, at the hour of 5:30

p.m., the City Council will conduct a public hearing on the question of the levy of the

proposed annual assessment. The hearing will be held at the meeting place of the City

Council located in the Tenth Street Place Chambers located at 1010 10th Street, Modesto,

California.

6. The City Clerk is authorized and directed to give the notice of

hearing required by the Landscape and Lighting Act of 1972.

7. The levy and collection of assessments as set forth in this

resolution are exempt from the procedural and substantive requirements of Proposition

218 pursuant to Article XIII, Section 5(a) of the California Constitution.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting ofthe Council of

the City ofModesto held on the 11th day ofJune, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Burnside,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

0611112013/C&EDffRochaJItem 7

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

ATIESTyj~..
STEPANIELOPEi,Cit{C~
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-211

RESOLUTION OF INTENTION TO LEVY AND COLLECT ASSESSMENTS
FOR LANDSCAPE MAINTENANCE ASSESSMENT DISTRICT NO.2 FOR DRY
CREEK MEADOWS SUBDIVISIONS NOS. 7-10, CREEKWOOD MEADOWS
SUBDIVISION, AND YOSEMITE MEADOWS SUBDIVISION, AND SETTING A
PUBLIC HEARING ON AUGUST 7, 2013, TO CONSIDER THE LEVY AND
COLLECTION OF ASSESSMENTS WITHIN LAt~DSCAPE MAINTENANCE
ASSESSMENT DISTRICT NO.2

WHEREAS, Resolution No. 89-460, adopted by the Council of the City of

Modesto on April 4, 1989, initiated proceedings for the formation of Landscape

Maintenance Assessment District No.2 for the purpose of administering the maintenance

of landscaping in the public right of way within the street medians and adjacent to the

access control walls in Dry Creek Meadows Subdivisions Nos. 7-10, Creekwood

Meadows Subdivision and Yosemite Meadows Subdivision Units Nos. 1 and 2, and

WHEREAS, said assessment district was formed in accordance with the

Landscaping and Lighting Act of 1972, (California Streets and Highways Code Sections

22500 through 22679), and

WHEREAS, Section 22623 ofthe California Streets and Highways Code requires

the Engineer, the person designated by the Council as Engineer of Work for Assessment

District No.2, to prepare and file an annual report, and

WHEREAS, the City Engineer, said Engineer of Work, has prepared and filed

said annual report with the City Clerk, and

WHEREAS, the Council has approved said annual report by motion, and

WHEREAS, California Streets and Highways Code Section 22623 requires the

Council to adopt a resolution of intention which shall include the following:
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that:

a. Declaration of intention of the Council to levy and collect
assessments within the assessment district for the fiscal year stated
in said annual report.

b. General description of the existing improvements and proposed
improvements and any substantial changes proposed to be made in
the existing improvements.

c. Reference to the assessment district by its distinctive designation
and indication of the general location of the district.

d. Reference to said annual report, on file with the City Clerk, for a
full and detailed description of the improvements, the boundaries
of the assessment district and any zones therein, and the proposed
assessments upon assessable lots and parcels ofland within the
district.

e. Notice of the time, as fixed by California Streets and Highways
Code Section 22625, and the place for hearing by the Council on
the levy of the proposed assessment,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

1. The City Council intends to levy and collect assessments within

Landscape Maintenance Assessment District No.2 during Fiscal Year 2013-2014.

2. There are no proposed new improvements or any substantial

changes in the existing improvements within the existing Landscape Maintenance

Assessment District No.2, and the existing improvements to be made in said assessment

district are generally described as follows:

The City shall provide maintenance, in perpetuity, oflandscaping and any

and all improvements required for such maintenance including, but not limited to,

landscape irrigation systems in the following locations:

a. Street medians in Creekwood Drive
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b. Areas adjacent to the access control walls along Creekwood
Drive

c. Areas adjacent to the access control walls along Claus
Road

3. Landscape Maintenance Assessment District No.2 is located in the

County of Stanislaus, within the City limits of the City of Modesto, and is more

specifically located on the northeast comer of Yosemite Boulevard and North McClure

Road. District 2 is bounded by Yosemite Boulevard on the south, North McClure Road

on the west, Yosemite Meadows Drive on the east, and Mechalys Way on the north.

4. Said annual report tiled with the City Clerk and approved by the

Council by motion does provide a full and detailed description of the improvements, the

boundaries of the assessment distriet and any zones therein, and the proposed

assessments upon assessable lots and parcels of land within Landscape Maintenance

Assessment District No.2.

5. On Wednesday, the 7th day ofAugust, 2013, at the hour of5:30

p.m., the City Council will conduct a public hearing on the question of the levy of the

proposed annual assessment. The hearing will be held at the meeting place of the City

Council located in the Tenth Street Place Chambers located at 10 10 10th Street, Modesto,

California.

6. The City Clerk is authorized and directed to give the notice of

hearing required by the Landscaping and Lighting Act of 1972.

7. The levy and collection ofassessments as set forth in this

resolution shall follow the procedural and substantive requirements of Proposition 218

pursuant to Article 13D, Section 5(a) of the California Constitution.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 11 th day of June, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Burnside,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

By:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

LCALA WOOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-212

A RESOLUTION OF INTENTION TO LEVY AND COLLECT ASSESSMENTS
FOR THE SHACKELFORD LANDSCAPE AND LIGHTING DISTRICT, AND
SETTING A PUBLIC HEARING ON THE PROPOSED ASSESSMENTS TO BE
HELD ON AUGUST 7, 2013

WHEREAS, on June 29,1999, the County of Stanislaus ("County") formed the

Shackelford Landscape and Lighting District ("Shackelford LLD") for the purpose of

administering the maintaining seventy-seven (77) 200-watt high-pressure sodium

streetlights, and

WHEREAS, the Shackelford LLD was formed in accordance with the

Landscaping and Lighting Act of 1972 (Streets and Highways Code Sections 22500

through 22679), and

WHEREAS, the Shackelford LLD is comprised ofapproximately 153 acres,

includes 495 lots with both residential and commercial development, and is bounded by

Crows Landing on the west, E. Hatch Road on the south, Union Pacific Railroad on the

east, and State Route 99 on the north, and

WHEREAS, on February 22, 2012, the Stanislaus County Local Agency

Formation Commission ("LAFCO") approved the annexation of the Shackelford Area to

the City of Modesto ("City"), and

WHEREAS, on April 24, 2012, the City Council approved the Shackelford

Landscape and Lighting District Transfer Agreement between the County and City, and

WHEREAS, the City assumed full responsibility and administration ofthe

Shackelford LLD on July 1,2012, and
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WHEREAS, Section 22623 ofthe California Streets and Highways Code requires

the Engineer, the person designated by this Council as Engineer of Work for the

Shackelford LLD, to prepare and file an annual report, and

WHEREAS, the Engineer of Work, has prepared and filed said annual report with

the City Clerk, and

WHEREAS, the Council has approved said annual report by motion, and

WHEREAS, California Streets and Highways Code Section 22623 requires the

legislative body (the City Council) to adopt a resolution of intention which shall include

the following:

a. Declaration of intention of the legislative body (the City Council) to
levy and collect assessments within the Shackelford LLD for the fiscal
year stated in the armual report.

b. General description of the existing improvements and proposed
improvements and any substantial changes proposed to be made in the
existing improvements.

c. Reference to the assessment district by its distinctive designation and
indication ofthe general location of the Shackelford LLD.

d. Reference to said armual report, on file with the City Clerk, for a full
and detailed description of the improvements, the boundaries of the
Shackelford LLD and any zones therein, and the proposed assessments
upon assessable lots and parcels ofland within the Shackelford LLD.

e. Notice of the time, as fixed by the California Streets and Highways
Code Section 22625, and the place for hearing by the legislative body
(the City Council) on the levy of the proposed assessment.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that:

1. The City Council intends to levy and collect assessments within

the Shackelford LLD during the Fiscal Year 2013-14.
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2. There are no proposed new improvements or any substantial

changes in the existing improvements in the Shackelford LLD and the existing

improvements to be made in the Shackelford LLD are generally described as follows:

The City shall provide maintenance, operation and servicing, in

perpetuity, of streetlights and any and all improvements required

for such maintenance including, but not limited to:

a. Payment to local utility company for monthly power costs
ofenergizing street lights in the Shackelford LLD.

b. Payment to local utility company for maintenance of street
lights in the Shackelford LLD that the utility company
owns (usually those lights that are mounted on wooden
poles).

c. Maintenance provided by the City ofModesto for street
lights in the Shackelford LLD that are owned by the City of
Modesto (usually those lights that are mounted on steel
poles).

3. The Shackelford LLD is located in the County of Stanislaus,

within the City Limits of the City ofModesto and is more specifically located North of

Hatch Road, South of State Highway 99, and East of Crows Landing Road.

4. Said annual report filed with the City Clerk and approved by the

Council by motion does provide a full and detailed description of the improvements, the

boundaries of the Shackelford LLD and any zones therein, and the proposed assessments

upon assessable lots and parcels ofland within the Shackelford LLD.

5. On Wednesday, the 7th day of August, 2013, at the hour of5:30

p.m., the City Council will conduct a public hearing on the questions ofthe levy of the

proposed annual assessment. The hearing will be held at the meeting place ofthe City
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Council located in the Tenth Street Place Chambers located at 1010 10th Street, Modesto,

California.

6. The City Clerk is authorized and directed to give the notice of

hearing required by the Landscape and Lighting Act of 1972.

7. The levy and collection of assessments as set forth in this

resolution are exempt from the procedural and substantive requirements of Proposition

218 pursuant to Article XIII, Section 5(a) of the California Constitution.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 11th day ofJune, 20l3, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Burnside,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

ATTEST:

By:
~~~~~~~==~~~~~-----SUSAN CALA WOOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-213

A RESOLUTION APPROVING THE CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
TASK FORCE FOR THE PERIOD JULY 1, 2013 THROUGH JUNE 30, 2014

WHEREAS, in 2008, the City Council initiated the process to evaluate and

prioritize capital improvement projects for the annual preparation of the Capital

Improvement Program (Crp), and

WHEREAS, the process includes a crp Task Force consisting of a City

Councilmember, a City Planning Commission member, a citizen-at-Iarge, a member of

the StanCOG Citizen Advisory Committee, a member of the Manufacturer's Council, the

Chairperson ofthe Modesto Chamber ofCommerce Land Use & Transportation

Committee and interdepartmental staff, and

WHEREAS, the goal of the crp Task Force is to obtain the input and

participation from a broader range of stakeholders, and

WHEREAS, the CIP Task Force recommends the outside members serve for two

years and that appointments be staggered to allow for continuity on the crp Task Force,

and

WHEREAS, the Mayor of the City of Modesto has recommended the replacement

of the citizen-at-Iarge member with a member of the Bicycle Advisory Committee, and

WHEREAS, the proposed members for the crp Task Force are:

Outside Members:
Councilmember
Planning Commission member
Bicycle Advisory Committee member
StanCOG Citizen Advisory member
Manufacturer's Council member
Chairperson, Land Use & Transportation
Modesto Chamber ofCommerce
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Joseph Muratore
Steve Carter
John Gerling
Joe Hollstein
Jennifer Carlson

Craig Lewis
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Staff members:
Director of Public Works (or designee)
Director of Utility Planning & Projects (or designee)
Director of Community & Economic Development (or designee)
Director of Parks, Recreation & Neighborhoods (or designee)
Director Representing Public Safety (police Chief, Fire Chief, or designee)
Director of Finance (or designee)

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves the appointment of Councilmember Joseph Muratore, Steve

Carter, John Gerling, Joe Hollstein, Jennifer Carlson, Craig Lewis, the Director of Public

Works, the Director of Utility Planning & Projects, the Director of Community &

Economic Development, the Director of Parks, Recreation & Neighborhoods, the

Director Representing Public Safety, and the Director of Finance, or their designees, to

the Capitallmprovement Program Task Force.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting ofthe Council of

the City of Modesto held on the II th day ofJune, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Burnside,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councihnembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:
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Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-214

A RESOLUTION COMMENDING RONALD JESKE FOR HIS SERVICE AS
THE CIP TASK FORCE CITIZEN MEMBER FROM DECEMBER 9, 2008
THROUGH JUNE 30, 2013

WHEREAS, the City Council approved the fonnation of the Capital Improvement

Program (CIP Task Force) on December 9, 2008, and

WHEREAS, the Task Force was comprised of:

1 City Councilmember
1 Planning Commissioner
1 Citizen Member
1 Representative from the StanCOG Citizen Advisory Committee
I Representative from the Manufacturers' Council
Chairperson of the Modesto Chamber of Commerce Land Use &
Transportation Committee
Director ofPublic Works
Director of Utility Planning & Projects
Director of Community & Economic Development
Director of Parks, Recreation & Neighborhoods
Director Representing Public Safety
Director of Finance, and

WHEREAS, Ronald Jeske was appointed as the Citizen Member at that time, and

WHEREAS, he has spent considerable time, energy and effort in his service to the

City of Modesto, and

WHEREAS, he has attended 33 CIP Task Force Meetings and has provided

significant contributions to decisions and recommendations made by the CIP Task Force.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby thanks and commends Ronald Jeske for his contribution and service to the

City of Modesto.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting ofthe Council of

the City of Modesto held on the II th day of June, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Burnside,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

By:
SUS CALA WOOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-215

RESOLUTION APPROVING THE EXPANSION OF THE STANISLAUS
COUNTY ENTERPRISE ZONE BY APPROXIMATELY 134.45 ACRES IN THE
UNINCORPORATED AREA OF STANISLAUS COUNTY AND 190.78 ACRES IN
THE CITY OF MODESTO :FOR A TOTAL OF 325.23 ACRES; AND DIRECT
THE STANISLAUS ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT AND WORKFORCE
ALLIANCE, AS THE ZONE ADMINISTRATOR, TO SUBMIT THE WRITTEN
REQUESTS AND REQUIRED DOCUMENTATION TO THE CALIFORNIA
DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING & COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT FOR
ENTERPRISE ZONE EXPANSION APPROVAL

WHEREAS, Enterprise Zones were established in 1984 to stimulate business

investment in depressed areas of the State and to create job opportunities for

Californians; and

WHEREAS, the Stanislaus Enterprise Zone, encompassing portions ofModesto,

Turlock, Ceres and the County of Stanislaus, was designed by the California Department

of Housing & Community Development on November 16,2005; and

WHEREAS, the Enterprise Zone is a long-term (IS-year) partnership with local

governments and private companies to generate new private sector investment and

currently encompasses 76,858.66 acres; and

WHEREAS, the Enterprise Zone Program offers five State tax credits that assist

in reducing the cost of hiring new employees and investing in production/office

equipment for businesses that operate within its boundares; and

WHEREAS, in accordance with State Enterprise Zone law, up to 15% ofthe total

(original) zone designation can be sought for zone expansion purposes (10,126.35 acres

in the Zone 40); and

WHEREAS, both the City of Modesto and Stanislaus County are applying for

expansion of the Enterprise Zone boundaries to include 325.23 acres that are zoned for
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commercial use and have available infrastructure (City of Modesto acres total 190.78 and

Stanislaus County acres total 134.45); and

WHEREAS, the California Department of Housing & Community Development

requires a resolution ofapproval of all Enterprise Zone expansions from all jurisdictions

in the Enterprise zone; and

WHEREAS, prior to July 2013, all jurisdictions in the Stanislaus

Enterprise Zone will need to adopt a resolution approving the expansion of the

Stanislaus Enterprise Zone by 325.23 acres in both the City of Modesto and the

unineorporated area to include: Modesto Coffee & Oakdale Road Expansion

(190.78 acres), Salida Business Park (50.85 acres), Waterford Almond Huller &

Sheller (33.28 acres), Flory Industries (39.25 acres), and Interstate Truck Center

(11.07 acres); and

WHEREAS, with the approval of the expansion request, there will be a zone

balance of 827.55 acres; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves the expansion of the Stanislaus County Enterprise Zone by

approximately 134.45 acres in the unincorporated area of Stanislaus County and 190.78

acres in the City of Modesto for a total of325.23 acres.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Council of the City of Modesto directs

the Stanislaus Economic Development and Workforce Alliance, as the Zone

Administrator, to submit the written requests and required documents to the California

State Department of Housing and Community Development for Enterprise Zone

expansion approval.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 11th day of June, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Burnside,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilrnembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

06/1 1120 I3/C&ED/LSmitbiltem II

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

ATTEST:
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-216

RESOLUTION APPROVING THE BOUNDARIES OF THE TARGETED
EMPLOYMENT AREA FOR THE STANISLAUS COUNTY ENTERPRISE
ZONE; SUPPORTING THE UPDATING OF THE BOUNDARIES AND
DIRECTING THE STANISLAUS ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT AND
WORKFORCE ALLIANCE, AS THE ZONE ADMINISTRATOR, TO SUBMIT
THE APPLICATION TO THE CALIFORNIA STATE DEPARTMENT OF
HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

WHEREAS, Enterprise Zones were established in 1984 to stimulate business

investment in depressed areas of the State and to create job opportunities for

Californians; and

WHEREAS, a provision of the California Government Code provides for a

Targeted Employment Area (TEA) within an Enterprise Zone; and

WHEREAS, Section 7072(i) of the Government Code defines a TEA as an area

within a County that is comprised solely of those census tracts that have at least 51

percent of its residents of low- or moderate-income levels; and

WHEREAS, its purpose is to encourage businesses in an Enterprise Zone to hire

eligible residents from these geographic areas; and

WHEREAS, the inventive for these businesses is the availability ofa tax credit

for hiring residents who reside in a TEA; and

WHEREAS, the statues governing the Enterprise Zone program require that each

zone update its TEA within 180 days of new census data becoming available; and

WHEREAS, The Stat of California Department of Housing and Community

Development has determined that the census data necessary to update TEAs was made

available in December 2012 via the United States Census Bureau's American

Community Survey five year averages; and
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WHEREAS, the following qualified TEA census tracts are located in the

cities of Ceres, Hughson, Modesto, Newman, Oakdale, Patterson, Riverbank,

Turlock, Waterford and the unincorporated areas of Stanislaus County: 3.01, 3.02,

3.04,5.06,8.03,8.06,9.09,9.1,10.01,10.02,11,12,14, 15, 16.01, 16.03, 16.04,

17, 18, 19,20.02,20.04,20.05,21,22,23.01,23.02,24.01, 24.02, 25.03, 26.02,

26.04,26.05,30.02,31,32.01,34,35,36.03,36.05, 37, 38.02, 38.03, 38.04,

39.04,39.06,39.08 ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves the boundaries of the Targeted Employment Area for the

Stanislaus County Enterprise Zone.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Council of the City of Modesto supports

the updating ofthe boundaries and directs the Stanislaus Economic Development and

Workforce Alliance, as the Zone Administrator, to submit the application to the

California State Department of Housing and Community Development.
/
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 11th day ofJune, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Burnside,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)
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Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-217

RESOLUTION ESTABLISHING THE CALCULATION FOR THE
APPROPRIATION LIMIT FOR THE FISCAL YEAR 2013-2014 ANNUAL
BUDGET

WHEREAS, Proposition IV ofthe California State Constitution requires the City

to establish an appropriation limit calculation each fiscal year, and

WHEREAS, Article XIHB ofthe California Constitution specifies that

appropriations made by State and local governments may increase annually by a factor

comprised of the change in population combined with either the change in California per

capita personal income or the change in the local assessment roll due to local

nonresidential construction, and

WHEREAS, the attached schedule shows the preferred price and population

factors to be used and the appropriation limit with the recommended factors in calculating

the limit are the price factor of"state growth in per capita income" and the population

factor of"growth rate in the city limits of Modesto", and

WHEREAS, a copy of said report is on file in the City of Modesto Finance

Department,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that the appropriation limit calculation is hereby established as shown on Schedule A,

attached hereto, and made a part hereof.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Director of Finance, or her designee, is

hereby authorized to take the necessary steps to implement the provisions of this

resolution.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of the

City of Modesto held on the 11th day of June, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Burnside, was

upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following votes:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

By:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

ALCALA WOOD, City Attorney
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FISCAL YEAR 2013-2014

PROPOSITION 4

APPROPRIATION LIMIT CALCULATION

FY2012-2013 Appropriation Limit

Adjustment Factors

Per Capita Personal Income Change

Population Change (Modesto)

Per Capita converted to a ratio

Population converted to a ratio

Calculation offactor for FY2013-2014

Adjustment

FY2013-2014 Appropriation Limit

5.12%

1.55%

].0512

].0155

1.0675

SCHEDULE A

$343,430,358

$23,181,549

$366,611,907

Article XIIIB places a limit on most, but not all, government revenue sources. The
limit applies to appropriations from proceeds of taxes from both the general fund and
special funds of government entities. Proceeds of taxes include tax revenues, interest
earnings on invested tax revenues, and any revenues collected by a regulatory license
fee or user charge in excess of the amount needed to cover the cost ofproviding the
regulation, product, or service.

Appropriations from nontax revenues, including the City's enterprise funds, are not
subject to thc limit.



MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-218

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE AWARD OF BID FOR THE PURCHASE
OF BALLISTIC VESTS FOR THE POLICE DEPARTMENT TO LC ACTION
POLICE SUPPLY, SAN JOSE, CA, FOR A TWO (2) YEAR AGREEMENT,
WITH THREE (3) ONE-YEAR EXTENSION OPTIONS AT THE SOLE
DISCRETION OF THE CITY, AND AUTHORIZING THE PURCHASING
MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO ISSUE A PURCHASE AGREEMENT FOR
AN ESTIMATED ANNUAL COST OF $48,733, AND IF ALL OPTIONS ARE
EXCERISED, FOR A TOTAL COST OVER FIVE (5) YEARS OF $243,665

WHEREAS, the City Manager authorized the Purchasing Manager to issue formal

Request for Bids (RFB) for the purchase of ballistic vests, and

WHEREAS, the Purchasing Division issued RFB No. 1213-22 Ballistic Vests to

nine (9) prospective bidders, three (3) of which were local vendors and posted the RFB

on the City's website, and

WHEREAS, bids were formally opened in the City Clerk's Office. Five (5)

companies chose to respond, one of which was a local vendor, and

WHEREAS, all companies provided responsive and responsible bids, and

WHEREAS, based on providing the lowest responsive and responsible bid, City

staff recommends the award of bid for the purchase of ballistic vests for the Police

Department to LC Action Police Supply, San Jose, CA, for a two (2) year agreement with

three (3) one-year extension options at the sole discretion ofthe City, for an estimated

annual cost of$48,733, and

WHEREAS, Modesto Municipal Code Section 8-3.203 generally requires all

purchases, which are above $50,000 for material, equipment or contractual services to be

formally bid. The award of bid for the purchase of ballistic vests for the Police
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Department to LC Action Police Supply, San Jose, CA, conforms to the Modesto

Municipal Code 8-3.203, and

WHEREAS, funds are budgeted for the purchase ofballistic vests in

Appropriation Unit: 0100-19420-52300.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby authorizes the award of bid for the purchase of ballistic vests for the Police

Department to LC Action Police Supply, San Jose, CA.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Purchasing Manager, or his designee, is

hereby authorized to issue a purchase agreement for an estimated annual cost of$48,733.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the II th day of June, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Burnside,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

06/1112013IFinanceIPoliceIKMasasso/Item 14

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

2 2013-218



· MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-219

RESOLUTION AMENDING THE POSITION CLASSIFICATION PLAN FOR
THE CITY OF MODESTO

WHEREAS, a Position Classification Plan for thc City of Modesto was adopted

by Modesto City Council Resolution No. 2008-681 pursuant to Rule 2.2 of the Personnel

Rules and Regulations of the City of Modesto, and

WHEREAS, the City Manager has recommended to the Council amendments to

the Position Classification Plan, and

WHEREAS, Rule 2.2 of the City of Modesto Personnel Rules provides that

revisions to the Classification Plan shall be effective upon adoption of resolution of the

City Council,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

as follows:

SECTION I. CLASSIFICATIONS AMENDED. The Position Classification

Plan of the City of Modesto is hereby amended to revise the following class

specifications:

1. Park Planning and Development Manager

2. Risk Manager

3. Risk and Loss Control Coordinator

4. Information Technology Manager

Said class specifications for the above listed classifications are being amended to update

the essential functions and minimum qualifications to more accurately reflect the

requirements of these classifications. The job specifications for the classifications are
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shown in the attached Exhibit "A.I-AA," which is made a part of this resolution by

reference, is hereby approved and made part of the Position Classification Plan of the

City of Modesto.

SECTION 2. CLASSIFICATIONS WITH TITLE CHANGES. The Position

Classification Plan of the City of Modesto is hereby amended to title change the

following classes:

I. Environmental Regulatory Compliance Administrator to Environmental

Regulatory Compliance Manager

2. Environmental and Water Quality Laboratory Supervisor to Laboratory

Supervisor

3. Principal Systems Engineer to Principal Information Technology Administrator

Said class specifications are being amended to reflect the title change, as shown in

attached Exhibit "B.l-B.3," which is made a part of this resolution by reference, is

hereby approved and made part of the Position Classification Plan of the City of

Modesto.

SECTION 3. CLASSIFICATIONS DELETED. The Position Classification Plan

of the City of Modesto is hereby amended to delete the following classifications:

1. Police Facilities Coordinator at salary range 425

2. Principal Software Analyst at salary range 442

3. Deputy Chieflnformation Officer at salary range 2452

Said classifications are being deleted as they no longer reflect the requirements of the

City.
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SECTION 3. EFFECTIVE DATE. This resolution shall become effective on and

after June 18,2013.

The foregoing resolution was introduced in a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 1 Ith day of June, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Burnside,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

06/1l120I3IHR1JLopez/!tem IS

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None
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CITY OF MODESTO
No. 2730

PARKS PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT MANAGER

Class specifications are intended to present a descriptive list of the range ofduties performed by employees
in the class. Specifications are not intended to reflect all duties performed within the job.

DEFINITION

To plan, organize, direct and coordinate the activities of the Parks Planning and
Development Division within the Parks, Recreation and Neighborhoods Department,
including the management of complex capital projects; to coordinate activities with other
divisions and departments; to provide highly complex staff assistance to the Director of
Parks, Recreation and Neighborhoods.

SUPERVISION RECEIVED AND EXERCISED

Receives administrative direction from the Director of Parks, Recreation and
Neighborhoods.

Exercises direct supervision over assigned technical and administrative support
personnel.

ESSENTIAL AND MARGINAL FUNCTION STATEMENTS - Essential and other important
responsibilities and duties may inc/ude, but are not limited to, the following:

Essential Functions:

Develop and implement divisional goals, objectives, policies and procedures.

Plan, organize and direct Parks Planning and Development Division activities including
land acquisition, planning, design, implementation, and finance of parks, trails and
landscaping programs.

Direct, oversee, and participate in the development of the Parks Planning and
Development Division work plan; assign work activities, projects, and programs; monitor
work flow; review and evaluate work products, methods and procedures.

Prepare the Parks Planning and Development Division budget; assist in budget
implementation; participate in the forecast of additional funds needed for staffing,
equipment, materials and supplies; administer the approved budget.

Exhibit A.i



CITY OF MODESTO
Parks Planning and Development Manager
Page 2

Essential Functions: (Continued)

Recommend the appointment of personnel; provide or coordinate staff training; conduct
performance evaluations; implement discipline procedures as required; maintain
discipline and high standards necessary for the efficient and professional operation of the
Department.

Analyze Capital Improvement Program needs for the Parks, Recreation and
Neighborhoods Department; develop recommendations.

Receive and review projects from the Planning Division; determine compliance with the
Urban Area General Plan, Dual Use Basin Policy, Non-Motorized Transportation Plan,
and related regulations; review planned development and conditional use permits.

Respond to inquiries regarding general park development issues; disseminate information
and seek clarification regarding development projects.

Conduct public and internal meetings regarding the design and development of new
parks and trails and to improve the fund development program.

Review and evaluate municipal landscape and irrigation projects prepared by outside
consultants; act as a Department representative with contractors on landscape and
irrigation projects; inspect commercial landscape and irrigation installations.

Build and maintain positive working relationships with co-workers, other City employees
and the public using principles of good customer service.

Represent the division and department to outside agencies and organizations; participate
in outside community and professional groups and committees; provide technical
assistance as necessary.

Research and prepare technical and administrative reports; prepare written
correspondence.

Marginal Functions:

Perform related duties as assigned.
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CITY OF MODESTO
Parks Planning and Development Manager
Page 5
MINIMUM QUALIFICATIONS

Knowledge of:

Principles and practices of landscape architecture, horticulture, planning, and
engineering as they related to landscape design, construction and installation.

Principles and utilization of architecture tools, templates, scales, and graphics.

Principles and practices of leadership, motivation, team building and conflict resolution.

Pertinent local, State and Federal rules, regulations and laws.

Modern office procedures and computer equipment

Principles and practices of organizational analysis and management

Budgeting procedures and techniques.

Principles and practices of supervision, training and personnel management

Ability to:

Organize and direct Parks Planning and Development operations.

Conduct studies, prepare and present complex technical reports.

Perform the most complex work of the division.

Analyze problems, identify alternative solutions, project consequences of proposed
actions and implement recommendations in support of goals.

Gain cooperation through discussion and persuasion.

Interpret and apply City and department policies, procedures, rules and regulations.

Prepare and administer a budget

Supervise, train and evaluate personnel.

Ability to: (Continued)
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CITY OF MODESTO
Parks Planning alld Development Manager
Page 5

Establish and maintain cooperative working relationships with those contacted in the
course of work.

Communicate clearly and concisely, both orally and in writing.

Experience and Training Guidelines

Any combination ofexperience and training that would likely provide the required knowledge and abilities is
qualifying. A typical way to obtain the knowledge and abilities would be:

Experience:

Five years of increasingly responsible experience in a landscape architecture, the
landscape construction field, regional and community planning and/or capital
project management, including one year providing technical and functional
supervision over assigned personnel.

Training:

Bachelor's degree from an accredited college or university with major course work
in landscape architecture, parks and recreation administration, community
development or a related field.

License or Certificate:

Possession of, or ability to obtain, an appropriate and valid California driver's
license.

Possession of a valid Landscape Architect License in the State of California is
desirable.

PHYSICAL AND MENTAL REQUIREMENTS

Mobility: frequent use of keyboard; frequent sitting for long periods of time;occasional
bending or squatting. lifting: frequently up to 10 pounds; occasionally up to 50
pounds. Vision: constant use of overall vision; frequent reading and close-up work;
occasional color and depth vision. Dexterity: frequent repetitive motion; frequent
writing; frequent grasping, holding, and reaching. Hearing/Talking: frequent hearing
and talking, in person and on the phone. Emotional/Psychological: frequent
PHYSICAL AND MENTAL REQUIREMENTS: (Continued)
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CITY OF MODESTO
Parks Planning and Development Manager
Page 5
decision-making and concentration; frequent public andlor coworker contact; occasional
working alone. Environmental: frequent exposure to noise.

WORKING CONDITIONS

Work is performed in a typical temperature controlled office environment subject to
typical office noise and environment. Some positions may be assigned to remote
locations. Some positions may be assigned to remote locations. Positions require
occasional overtime or weekend work and the ability to travel.

Class Spec History
Adopted 12194
Revised 12/08

6113
BU Mgt/Conf NS
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CITY OF MODESTO
Risk Manager
Page 1

CITY OF MODESTO
NO. 2307

RISK MANAGER

Class specifications are intended to present a descriptive list of the range of duties performed by employees
in the class. Specifications are not intended to reflect all duties penormed within the job.

DEFINITION

To plan, organize, direct and coordinate the risk management activities of the City
including general liability, property insurance, contract insurance requirements, and other
related insurance programs.

SUPERVISION RECEIVED AND EXERCISED

Receive administrative direction from a higher level management position.

Exercise direct supervision over assigned personnel.

ESSENTIAL AND MARGINAL FUNCTION STATEMENTS - Essential and other imporlant
responsibilities and duties may include, but are not limited to, the following:

Develop and implement divisional goals, objectives, policies, and procedures.

Plan, organize and direct risk management program activities including thegeneral
liability" property, and other related insurance programs.

Prepare the budget for the risk management program; assist in budget implementation;
participate in the forecast of additional funds needed for staffing, equipment, materials,
and supplies; administer the approved budget.

Recommend the appointment of personnel; provide or coordinate staff training, conduct
perfonmance evaluations; implement discipline procedures as required; maintain
discipline and high standards necessary for the efficient and professional operation of the
program.

Implement and maintain appropriate risk financing techniques, including maintaining
adequate monetary reserves and departmental cost allocation plans.

Evaluate and act on opportunities for improvement in service delivery or operations for
the program.
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CITY OF MODESTO
Risk Manager
Page 2

Ensure the City's immunities are properly utilized, ensuring appropriate risk control
techniques are implemented,

Review insurance documents, contracts, and leases to ensure the City is not assuming
undo risk and appropriate risk transfer techniques are implemented; consult with project
managers regarding risk exposure and fisk transfer; review contracts to ensure proper
indemnification language and insurance requirements.

Handle and coordinate the completion of insurance renewal applications, working with
City departments, brokers, and insurers,

Act as representative to City's excess liability pool, attending meetings as required,

Negotiate adjustments and settlements of uninsured and insured losses involving
damage to City property,

Analyze trends in liability coverages and case law; make recommendations for the
needed coverage, purchase, loss reduction, and cost; review contracts and agreements
relating to insurances and endorsements,

Build and maintain positive working relationships with co-workers, other City
employees, and the public using principles of good customer service,

Represent the City to outside agencies and organizations; participate in outside
community and professional groups and committees; provide technical assistance as
necessary,

Research and prepare technical and administrative reports; prepare written
correspondence.

Marginal Functions:

Perform related duties as assigned,

MINIMUM QUALIFICATIONS

Knowledge of:

Principles, practices, and techniques of establishing, maintaining, and modifying a
comprehensive risk management program,

Principles and practices of risk management, risk transfer, and asset protection
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CITY OF MODESTO
Risk Manager
Page 3

programs relating to general and financial liability protection.

Records and procedures relating to court actions on risk management matters.

Principles and practices of leadership, motivation, team building, and conflict
resolution.

Pertinent local, state, and federal rules, regulations, and laws.

Modem office procedures and computer equipment

Principles and practices of organizational analysis and management

Budgeting procedures and techniques.

Principles and practices of supervision, training, and personnel management

Ability to:

Organize and direct the risk management program operations.

Analyze and interpret a variety of complex insurance and legal documents.

Analyze problems, identify altemative solutions, project consequences of proposed
actions, and implement recommendations in support of goals.

Gain cooperation through discussion and persuasion.

Interpret and apply City and department policies, procedures, rules, and
regulations.

Prepare and administer a program budget
Supervise, train, and evaluate personnel.

Establish and maintain cooperative working relationships with those contacted in
the course of work.

Communicate clearly and concisely, both orally and in writing.

Experience and Training Guidelines

Any combination of experience and training that would likely provide the required knowledge and
abilities is qualifying. A typical way to obtain the knowledge and abilities would be:
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CITY OF MODESTO
Risk Manager
Page 4

Experience:

Four years of increasingly responsible experience in the management of a
liability and property insurance program; including one year providing
supervision over assigned personnel.

Training:

Equivalent to a Bachelor's degree from an accredited college or university
with major course work in business or public administration or a related
field.

License or Certificate:

Possession of, or ability to obtain, an appropriate, valid Califomia driver's
license.

Possession of an Associate in Risk Management (ARM) certificate is highly
desirable.

Possession of a Certified Professional in Disability Management (CPOM) is
also highly desirable.
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CITY OF MODESTO
Risk Manager
Page 5

PHYSICAL AND MENTAL REQUIREMENTS

Mobility: frequent use of keyboard; frequent sitting for long periods of time; occasional
bending or squatting. Lifting: frequently up to 10 pounds; occasionally up to 25
pounds. Vision: constant use of overall vision; frequent reading and close-up work;
occasional color and depth vision. Dexterity: frequent repetitive motion; frequent
writing; frequent grasping, holding, and reaching. Hearing/Talking: frequent hearing
and talking, in person and on the phone. Emotional/Psychological: frequent
decision-making and concentration; frequent public andlor coworker contact; occasional
working alone. Environmental: frequent exposure to noise.

WORKING CONDITIONS

Work is performed in a typical temperature controlled office environment subject to
typical office noise and environment. Some positions may be assigned to remote
locations. Positions require occasional overtime or weekend work and the ability to
travel.

Class Spec History
Adopted 12102
Revised 12/08

6113
BU Unr."!' MIC NS
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CITY OF MODESTO
Risk and Loss Control CeeF<iinatmAnal'lslCoordinator

Page 1

CITY OF MODESTO
NO, 2370

RISK AND LOSS CONTROL COORDINATOR

Class specifications are intended to present a descriptive list of the range of duties performed by
employees in the class. Specifications are not intended to reflect all duties performed within the job.

DEFINITION

To plan, organize, coordinate~ and implement the risk and loss control~-workers
compensation, and sa@jy ,program/operations within the City's Risl<----Ma~

OivisionHuman Resources Department; oversee the prevention and management of
employee absences; to provide expertise in program elements for the organization; and
to perform a variety of professional and technical level tasks related to assigned area of
responsibility,

SUPERVISION RECEIVED AND EXERCISED

Receives general direction from the Risk Managera higher level management position,

May--egxercise tectmical and runctienal supervision over assigned personnel.

ESSENTIAL AND MARGINAL FUNCTION STATEMENTS - Essential and other important
responsibilities and duties may include, but are not limited to, the following:

Essential Functions;

Recommend and assist in the implementation of goals and objectives; establish
schedules and methods regarding the City's lial:Jility, insmance and less -GGAtro!workers
compensation and safety programs; implement policies and procedures,

Develop and implement a loss control program by compiling, evaluating and
determining methods for reducing the frequency and severily of workers' compensation
aA4liabilily claims against the City,

Evaluate operations and activities of assigned responsibilities; recommend
improvements and modifications; prepare various reports on operations and activities,

Work with the City's Third Party Administrator in planning, organizing, administering,
and supervising the City's Workers Compensation program,
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CITY OF MODESTO
Risk and Loss Control Coordinatori\nal'lstCoordinator

Page 2

Coordinate and work with legal counsel, medical providers, and management in
handling workers compensation claims.

Oversee and participate in the administration of the Cil'l's DOT drug and alcohol testing
program including medical clearances and monitoring of commercial driver
qualifications.

Make recommendations to City management on medical issues related to disability
retirements.

Develop and coordinate the City's retum-to-work program,

Research, compile, and prepare reports and documentation on program activities;
analyze and develop corrective action, maintain records of findings, and corrective
actions; prepare periodic status reports,

Coordinate ami partiGif"ate in the administration of the City's self insHfe<:k;ivil--liability
claims anEl recovery pFOgram -Hraccordance 'Njtl+~w&i"GBflduat accident
investigations-to determine degree of liability or negligenoe on the part of the City and
adjust elaims,

Review Glaim& fer approval or rejeotion in compliance with esiaelished pFOceduFOs;
Essential Funotions: (Contiflue,.Q)

""!J'lliate settlements with elaimants, attome},s and insuranoe oal'l'ief&

Take written ami recorded statements of claimants, employees ane witnesses; inspect
aooident seenes; tal(e photo@raphs and colleot evidense; repFesem-City in small Glaims
aotions.

Review sevecal of the City's risk management programs inoluding property and oasualty
insurGnee, wOFkers' eompensation, employee safety, and puelie loss prevention,

Review oontraots and eertifioates of insuranoe to 8ns"re eompliance with City insUf3flGe
reql;.lirements.

Design, develop and oversee the City's Safety Program; establish, coordinate, and
implement health and safety training; provide andior coordinate safety training; develop
safety programs needed to ensure compliance with Cal OSHA regulations,

Conduct employee safety inspections and identify potentially unsafe conditions; prepare
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CITY OF MODESTO
Risk and Loss Control CeeFllinalerAnal'lstCoordinator

Page 3

recommendations for improvements and implementation.

Serve as primary liaison with Cal OSHA and other safety related regulatory agencies.

Meet-will!· se~artFFleRis re§arGiI1lJ···risk~afla9<'FFl€nt ans Io&£.."""ntrei neess and
re~uireFFlents; centae! depaf!menls-lfl review elaiFFls against the City and suggest
operatienaj· iFFlproveFFlenis to reduce eFFlpleyee aGGISenis and liability claiFFl" against the
Gily;---preparePrepare and distribute safety material and aids.

Manage the City's overall Illness and Injury Prevention Program: act as a resource for
the development and management of specialized IIPPs in the departments that require
them"

Maintain a variety of confidential records and files.

Represent function on committees, outside organizations, and at staff subcommittees
as necessary; coordinate IGss--oontrol-·activities with other <livisiens departments and
outside agencies.

Build and maintain positive working relationships with co-workers, other City
employees" and the public using principles of good customer service.

May plan, prioritize, assign, supervise, and review the work of assigned staff related to
program activities.

Marginal Functions:

Perform related duties as assigned.

MINIMUM QUALIFICATIONS

Knowledge of:

Principles, practices, and techniques of establishing, maintaining, and modifying
a-comprehensive risk FFlanageFFlentworkers compensation and safety program!?,.

liability and empleyee benefits insurance ceverages.

Safety regulations and practices involved in municipal operations and safety laws
regarding the public sector.
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CITY OF MODESTO
Risk and Loss Control CeereinaterAnalystCoordinator

Page 4

Techniques used in accident and claims investigations.

Pertinent (""deral, "State and local laws, codes and regulations.

Modem office procedures, methods. and computer equipment.

Claims adjustment administra~

Department of Transportation commercial driver license requirements and~ - - - ff;;;~;~~: ·i~d~~:- ~ft-o-.-5:-------·­
programs.

Ability to:

Organize, implement and direct loss Gontrolsafety program activities.

Identify risk and unsafe behaviors and develop and implement procedures to
minimize.

Analyze and interpret a variety of complex insuranGe, medical and legal
documents.

Interpret and explain pertinent City and department policies and procedures.

Develop and recommend policies and procedures related to assigned
operations.

Establish and maintain effective working relationships with those contracted in
the course of work.

Communicate clearly and concisely, both orally and in writing.

Supervise, lead, train, and evaluate assigned staff.

EXPERIENCE AND TRAINING GUIDELINES

Any combination of experience and training that would likely provide the required know/edge and
skills is qualifying. A typical way to obtain the knowledge and abilities would be:

Experience:

Three years of increasingly responsible professional level experience in
adjusting casualty Glaimsworkers compensation and workplace safety,
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CITY OF MODESTO
Risk and Loss Control GeoF<linater6!:§l'l§tCoordinator

Page 5

Training:

Equivalent to a Bachelor's degree from an accredited college or university
with major course work in business or public administration or a related
field.

License or Certificate:

Possession of, or ability to obtain, an appropriate and valid California
driver's license.

Possession of Associate in Claims and Assoaate in Risk -Management
Bef!ifjcanen desiraBle.

PHYSICAL AND MENTAL REQUIREMENTS

Mobility: frequent use of keyboard; frequent sitting for long periods of time; occasional
bending or squatting. lifting: frequently up to 10 pounds; occasionally up to 25
pounds. Vision: constant use of overall vision; frequent reading and close-up work;
occasional color and depth vision. Dexterity: frequent repetitive motion; frequent
writing; frequent grasping, holding, and reaching. Hearingffalking: frequent hearing
and talking, in person and on the phone. Emotional/Psychological: frequent
decision-making and concentration; frequent public andlor coworker contact; occasional
working alone. Environmental: frequent exposure to noise.

WORKING CONDITIONS

Work is performed in a typical temperature controlled office environment subject to
typical office noise and environment. Some positions may be assigned to remote
locations. Positions may require occasional overtime or weekend work and travel is
rare.

Class Spec History
Adopted 1/06

I
Revised 12108

I
6/13

BU Mgt/Conf NS
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CITY OF MODESTO
No. 5105

INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY MANAGER

Class specifications are intended to present a descriptive list of the range of duties performed by employees
in the class. SpeCifications are not intended to reflect all duties performed within the job.

DEFINITION

To plan, organize, direct and coordinate the activities of fue...Applications Development
and Geographical Information System Divisiona major division within the Information
Technology Department including overseeing infrastructure, applications, project
oversight, and program management in areas ofdefinition and overall program,.;.
.security, networks, communications, help desk management, web
development/maintenance/support, geographic information systems, and project
oversight; to coordinate activities with other divisions and departments; and to provide
highly complex staff assistance to the Chief Information Officer.

SUPERVISION RECEIVED AND EXERCISED

Receives administrative direction from the Chief Information Officer.

Exercises direct supervision over assigned supervisory, professional, and technical
personnel.

DISTINGUISHING CHARACTERISTICS

Information Technology Manager is a division head position responsible for the
operation of a variety of units within the Information Technology Department.
Incumbents have direct supervision over divisional staff providing information
technology support to all City departments and staff. Assignments are broad in scope
and are carried out with a significant degree of latitude and independence.

This class differs from Senior Software Analyst and Senior Systems Engineer in that it
provides direct supervision over the work of those classes and manages a variety of
specialized areas of information technology.

This class differs from the Principal Information Technology Coordinator in that the
Coordinator is responsible for a single specialized area but may report directly to the
Chief Information Officer or other City officials higher level manager.

ESSENTIAL AND MARGINAL FUNCTION STATEMENTS - Essential and other important
responsibilities and duties may include, but are not limited to, the fol/owing:

Essential Functions:
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Develop and implement divisional goals, objectives, policies" and procedures.

Plan, organize and direct l\ppliGations Development and GeographiGallnformation System
Division the activities including application operations of a major divisional unit of the
department.

Direct, oversee and participate in the development of the ,1\ppliGations Development and
Geographical Information System assigned area work plan§;; assign work activities,
projects and programs; monitor work flow; review and evaluate work products, methods
and procedures.

Prepare the Applications Development and GeographiGal Information SystemQivision
budget; assist in overall budget implementation; participate in the forecast of additional
funds needed for staffing, equipment, materials and supplies; administer the approved
budget.

Recommend the appointment of personnel; provide or coordinate staff training; conduct
performance evaluations; implement discipline procedures as required; maintain discipline
and high standards necessary for the efficient and professional operation of the
Department.

Oversee third-party systems, vendor sales, and support, the installation, configuration,
and cutover phases of a project, professional IT consulting/development projects, and
complex business changes in the implementation of emerging information technologies.

l\ssure a strong commitment to customer service; monitor and manage departmental
customer satisfaction.

Review system design and end-user documentation prepared by other project staff.

Carry out resource allocation planning and management to effectively assign work tasks to
team members.

Use formal project management techniques and tools to effectively manage the scope
of work, project costs, technical resources, and maintain schedule integrity; utilize
project management software; make modifications and adjustments as required to
ensure projects are delivered on time and within budget.

Build and maintain positive working relationships with co-workers, other City employees
and the public using principles of good customer service.

Essential Functions: (Continued)

ExhibitA4
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Represent the division and department to outside agencies and organizations;
participate in outside community and professional groups and committees; provide
technical assistance as necessary.

Research and prepare technical and administrative reports; prepare written
correspondence.

Marginal Functions:

Perform related duties as assigned.

MINIMUM QUALIFICATIONS

Knowledge of:

Principles and practices of information technology with an emphasis on application
development and support and-software life cycle management.

Business issues related to implementing systems.

Project management methodologies, including project estimating, planning, executing,
and examining business or functional issues including technical, operational, and
management concerns.

Principles and practices of leadership, motivation, team building and conflict resolution.

Pertinent local, State and Federal, State rules, regulations and laws.

Modern office procedures and computer equipment.

Principles and practices of organizational analysis and management.

Budgeting procedures and techniques.

Principles and practices of supervision, training and personnel management...

Ability to:

Organize and direct the Applications Development and Geographical Information Systems
Division operations of the assigned division.

Carry out and/or manage application design, development, deployment, support and
maintenance.
Ability to: (Continued)
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Effectively oversee multiple projects simultaneously while managing project costs,
resources, and schedules.

Gain cooperation through discussion and persuasion.

Interpret and apply City and department policies, procedures, rules and regulations.

Prepare and administer a budget.

Supervise, train and evaluate personnel.

Establish and maintain cooperative relationships with those contacted during the course of
work.

Communicate clearly and concisely, both orally and in writing.

Experience and Training Guidelines

Any combination of experience and training that would likely provide the require knowledge and abilities is
qualifying. A typical way to obtain the knowledge and abilities would be:

Experience:

Five years of increasingly responsible experience in managing and carrying out
complex system development at the departmental and/or enterprise level;
including two years of supervisory experience.

Five years of experience in an internal technology support environment including
experience in network administration, communications or operating systems
software and hardware, automated business systems, and implementation of
new systems using web-based and client server technology; including two years
of supervisory experience.

Training:

Equivalent to a Bachelor's degree from an accredited college or university in a
computer related field, business information systems, public/business
administration, or closely related field.

License or Certificate:

Possession of, or ability to obtain, an appropriate, valid California driver's license.
ADDITIONAL REQUIREMENTS:
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Candidates must pass a P.O.ST level background investigation for clearance to
work on Police Department Information Systems prior to appointment.

PHYSICAL AND MENTAL REQUIREMENTS

Mobility: frequent use of keyboard; frequent sitting for long periods of time; occasional
bending or squatting. lifting: frequently up to 10 pounds; occasionally up to 25
pounds. Vision: constant use of overall vision; frequent reading and close-up work;
occasional color and depth vision. Dexterity: frequent repetitive motion; frequent
writing; frequent grasping, holding, and reaching. Hearing/Talking: frequent hearing
and talking, in person and on the phone. Emotional/Psychological: frequent
decision-making and concentration; frequent public andlor coworker contact; occasional
working alone. Environmental: frequent exposure to noise.

WORKING CONDITIONS

Work is performed in a typical temperature controlled office environment subject to
typical office noise and environment. Positions require occasional overtime or weekend
work and the ability to travel.

Class Spec History
Adopted 8/04
Revised 12108~6/13
BU MqUConfNS
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ENVIRONMENTAL REGULATORY COMPLIANCE ADMINISTRATORMANAGER

Class specifications are intended to present a descriptive list of the range of duties performed by
employees in the class. Specifications are not intended to reflect all duties performed within the job.

DEFINITION

To plan, organize and direct the activities of the Environmental Compliance section; to
coordinate section activities with other divisions and departments; and to provide highly
responsible technical support to the Deputy Director.

SUPERVISION RECEIVED AND EXERCISED

Receives general direction from the Deputy Director.

Exercises direct supervision over professional, technical and administrative support
personnel.

ESSENTIAL AND MARGINAL FUNCTION STATEMENTS - Essential and other important
responsibilities and duties may include, but are not limited to, the following:

Essential Functions:

Recommend and implement section goals and objectives; establish performance
standards and methods for pretreatment, industrial, plan check, and public education
programs; develop and implement policies and procedures.

Plan, develop and oversee the work of staff involved in pretreatment and stormwater
inspection and enforcement programs that promote a safer environment, protect
collection systems, groundwater, and receiving water in compliance with State, Federal,
and local laws, regulations, and ordinances.

Evaluate operations and activities of assigned section; implement improvements and
modifications; prepare various reports on operations and activities.

Participate in budget preparation and administration; prepare cost estimates for budget
recommendations; submit justifications for staffing, equipment, materials and supplies;
monitor and control expenditures.

Participate in the selection of staff; coordinate staff training; conduct performance
evaluations; recommend discipline; implement discipline procedures as directed.

Exhibit B.1
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Essential Functions: (Continued)

Participate in the negotiations with regional, State, and Federal regulatory agencies
issuing environmental permits for the City involving wastewater and stormwater.

Support other divisions in meeting and reporting requirements to maintain compliance
with permits; oversee development and submission of required reports for State and
Federal regulatory agencies associated with permits and programs including the annual
pretreatment and stormwater reports.

Oversee the development and issuance of environmental permits issued for discharging
into the wastewater systems including industrial, groundwater, liquid waste haulers and
other agencies.

Coordinate between City departments, divisions and consultants on special water
quality studies related to wastewater and stormwater on developing, gathering,
reviewing or obtaining data for assessment of current and future infrastructure needs
and compliance with environmental requirements.

Respond to illicit discharges and potential illicit discharges to the storm drain system or
receiving waters; assist in determining the types of pollutants; assess cleanup
procedures, and make appropriate recommendations for clean up; ensure cleanup is
adequate and make appropriate notifications to environmental agencies.

Answer questions and provide information to the public; investigate complaints and
recommend corrective action as necessary to resolve complaints.

Build and maintain positive working relationships with co-workers, other City employees
and the public using principles of good customer service.

Marginal Functions:

Perform related duties as assigned.

MINIMUM QUALIFICATIONS

Knowledge of:

Principles and practices of wastewater and stormwater treatment, collections
systems and impacts to the environment.
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Knowledge of: (Continued)

Principles and practices of environmental compliance, including
inspection, review and enforcement methods.

Policies and procedures of the City's Environmental Compliance Program.

State and Federal requirements and procedures governing pretreatment,
and stormwater inspection and enforcement, including local ordinances,
and related State and Federal regulations and laws.

Modern office procedures, methods and computer equipment.

Principles and practices of research analysis and management.

Principles and practices of budget development, implementation and
monitoring.

Principles and practices of supervision, training and performance
evaluation.

Principles and practices of work safety.

Ability to:

Organize, implement and direct Environmental Compliance operations
and activities.

Analyze and interpret environmental data and prepare technical reports.

Interpret and explain pertinent City and department polices and
procedures.

Assist in the development and monitoring of assigned program budget.

Develop and recommend policies and procedures related to assigned
operations.

Establish and maintain effective working relationships with those
contacted in the course of work.

Supervise, train and evaluate personnel.
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Ability to: (Continued)

Communicate clearly and concisely, both orally and in writing.

Experience and Training Guidelines:

Any combination of experience and training that would likely provide tha required knowledge
and abilities is qualifying. A typical way to obtain the knowledge and abilities would be:

Experience:

Four years of increasingly responsible experience performing a
variety of environmental investigations and inspections in the
analysis of water, wastewater or other environmental sample;
including one year providing technical and functional supervision
over assigned personnel.

Training:

Equivalent to a Bachelor'S degree from an accredited college or
university with major course work in biology, chemistry, physics,
environmental science or a related field.

license or Certificate:

Possession of, or ability to obtain, an appropriate, valid California
Driver's license.

Possession of a valid Grade II Environmental Compliance Inspector
Certificate issued by the California Water Environmentai
Association within 18 months of appointment.

Completion of Hazardous Material Forty-Hour First Responder
Training, as prescribed by the State Office of Emergency Services
within two years of appointment. Failure to obtain the required
training may result in termination.
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PHYSICAL AND MENTAL REQUIREMENTS

Mobility: frequent use of keyboard; frequent sitting for long periods of
time; occasional bending or squatting. lifting: frequently up to 10
pounds; occasionally up to 25 pounds. Vision: constant use of overall
vision; frequent reading and close-up work; occasional color and depth
vision. Dexterity: frequent repetitive motion; frequent writing; frequent
grasping, holding, and reaching. Hearing/Talking: frequent hearing and
talking, in person and on the phone. Emotional/Psychological:
frequent decision-making and concentration; frequent public and/or
coworker contact; occasional working alone. Environmental: frequent
exposure to noise; occasional exposure to unknown materials in illicit
discharges.

WORKING CONDITIONS

Work is performed in a typical temperature controlled office environment
subject to typical office noise and environment. Some duties involve
working outside in a variety of climates and in traffic. Positions require
occasional overtime or weekend work and the ability to travel.

Class Spec History
Adopted 7/03
Revised 08/14/0906/13
BU MgVConfNS
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ENVIRONMENTAL AND WATER QUALITY LABORATORY SUPERVISOR

Class specifications are intended to present a descriptive list of the range of duties performed by
employees in the class. Specifications are not intended to reflect all duties performed within the job.

DEFINITION

To plan, organize direct and supervise staff and operations in support of the City's
Laboratory and Environmental Monitoring Program; to maintain the consistency of the
City's Laboratory and manage compliance with State and Federal mandates, approved
standards and quality assurance and control pertaining to storm water and pretreatment
sampling as well as industrial discharges into the City's wastewater collection system;
and to direct the monitoring, sampling and record keeping associated with compliance
with discharge permits.

SUPERVISION RECEIVED AND EXERCISED

Receives general direction from the Environmental Regulatory Compliance
/\dministratorManager.

Exercises direct supervision over assigned professional, technical and administrative
support personnel.

ESSENTIAL AND MARGINAL FUNCTION STATEMENTS - Essential and other important
responsibilities and duties may include, but are not limited to, the following:

Essential Functions:

Recommend and assist in the implementation of goals and objectives; establish
schedules and methods for laboratory analysis and program administration; implement
policies and procedures.

Plan, prioritize, assign, supervise and review the work of staff involved in the Industrial
and Water Quality Control sampling and testing programs in accordance with
regulations, standards, and quality assurance requirements.

Evaluate operations and activities of assigned responsibilities; recommend
improvements and modifications; prepare various reports on operations and activities.

Participate in budget preparation and administration; prepare costs estimates for budget
recommendations; submit justifications; monitor and control expenditures.

Participate in the selection of staff; provide or coordinate staff training; work with
employees to correct deficiencies; implement discipline procedures.
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Essential Functions: (Continued)

Coordinate the development of additional markets for existing laboratory services and
recommend further testing apparatus be purchased based on cost effectiveness or the
need to meet regulatory requirements.

Coordinate with the Water Services Division and other existing clients to ensure client
monitoring, sampling, testing, and reporting needs are being met.

Oversee development, and certification of laboratory results for submission to State and
Federal regulatory agencies associated with programs.

Monitor and coordinate contractual service activities related to sampling activities
associated with effluent discharges, storm water, and pretreatment activities.

Meet with various City and community groups and committees to discuss Laboratory
results associated with monitoring issues.

Build and maintain positive working relationships with co-workers, other City employees
and the public using principles of good customer service.

Marginal Functions:

Perform related duties as assigned.

MINIMUM QUALIFICATIONS

Knowledge of:

Principles and practices of water and waste water protreatment, sampling and testing;
approved related laboratory practices and procedures.

Principles and practices of water and wastewater pretreatment, sampling and testing.

Principles and practices of laboratory management and operations.

Equipment, tools and materials used in laboratory and environmental monitoring
programs.

Principles and practices of supervision, training and performance evaluation.

Principles and practices of budget monitoring.

Principles and practices of safety management.

Program planning and development methods and techniques.
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Local ordinances, as well as State and Federal laws, rules, regulations, requirements
and procedures governing laboratory, pretreatment, and storm water sampling,

Chemical, biological, physical, and environrnental sciences,

Knowledge of: (Continued)

Principles and practices of environrnental sampling and testing, methods and practices,

Functions and operations of State and Federal environmental health and regulatory
agencies.

Computers and software used in laboratory testing, environmental sampling, and an
office environment.

Ability to:

Organize, implement, and direct laboratory and environmental monitoring programs and
staff to ensure compliance with State and Federal programs; develop and recommend
policies and procedures related to assigned operations.

Learn and apply the policies and procedures of the City's Environmental Compliance
Prograrns.

Interpret and explain pertinent laboratory and department policies and procedures,

Assist in the development and monitoring of an assigned budget

Prepare a variety of technical reports using a personal computers, word processing and
spreadsheet software; analyze, and interpret environmental data, reach valid
conclusions.

Operate a variety of office and technical equipment and computers in the performance
of laboratory sampling, testing and environrnental monitoring.

Effectively represent the Laboratory and Environmental Services Section of the
Wastewater Services Division in contacts with the public, businesses, engineers,
architects, and other City staff.

Communicate clearly and concisely, both orally and in writing.

Establish and maintain effective working relationships with those contacted in the
course of work.

Experience and Training Guidelines

Any combination of experience and training that would likely provide the required knowledge and abilities
is qualifying. A typical way to obtain the knowledge and abilities would be:
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Experience:

Three years of increasingly responsible experience performing laboratory
analyses and/or a variety of laboratory work with emphasis on environmental
monitoring, sampling, and analysis of water, wastewater or other closely related
environmental samples, including one year providing technical and functional
supervision over assigned personnel.

Training:

Equivalent to a Bachelor's degree from an accredited college or university with
major coursework in chemistry, biology, environmental science or a related field.

License or Certificate:

Possession of, or ability to obtain, an appropriate valid Califomia driver's license.

Must obtain a valid Grade II Laboratory Analyst Certificate as issued by the
California Water Environment Associationat, within two and a half years of
appointment. Must obtain a valid Grade III Laboratory Analyst Certificate as
issued by the California Water Environmentat Association, within four years of
appointment. Failure to obtain the required certificates may result in termination.

Must complete hazardous material forty (40) hour First Responder Training, as
prescribed by the State Office of Emergency Services within two years of
appointment. Failure to complete the required training may result in termination.

PHYSICAL AND MENTAL REQUIREMENTS

Mobility: frequent use of keyboard; frequent sitting for long periods of time; occasional
bending, kneeling or squatting. lifting: frequently up to 10 pounds; occasionally up to
25 pounds. Vision: constant use of overall vision; frequent reading and close-up work,
color and depth vision. Dexterity: frequent repetitive motion; frequent writing; frequent
grasping, holding, and reaching. Hearing/Talking: frequent hearing and talking, in
person and on the phone. Emotional/Psychological: frequent decision-making and
concentration; frequent public and/or coworker contact; occasional working alone.
Environmental: frequent exposure to noise; frequent exposure to chemicals, fumes,
and other environmental substances.

WORKING CONDITIONS

Work is performed primarily in an indoor laboratory environment, but duties are
frequently performed in an outdoor environment with some exposure to year-round
weather conditions. May be subject to indoor laboratory equipment or field noise. Work
frequently involves offsite and/or remote locations. Positions may require occasional
overtime and weekend work and travel is rare.
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CITY OF MODESTO
No. 5122

PRINCIPAL SYSTEMS ENGI~iEERINFORMATION TECHNOLOGY OFFICER
GGGfIDINATO.RADMINISTRATOR

Class specifications are intended to present a descriptive list of the range of duties performed by employees in
these cfasses. Specifications are not intended to reflect all duties perfonned within the job.

DEFINITION

To plan, organize and direct the activities of an assigned section within the Information
Technology Department; to coordinate section activities with other divisions and
departments; and to provide highly responsible technical support to the Chief Information
Officer. Positions perform a variety of the most difficult and sensitive systems
engineeringinformation technology duties of a high degree of complexity iffcluding tRG
overall management of Gomple-x·ne!worl<s·enGOfl1J*l&si~E>F·ffi1}re,"'I'.jfle·followj!lgin an
assigned specialty areas.:.;.

---booallV\lige Area FolewlJorks
Netv.'orl, O~eFa!ing Systems
Telecommunications Ne!weflcs

SUPERVISION RECEIVED AND EXERCISED

Receives general direction from the Chief Information Officer or higher level manager.

Exercise direct supervision over assigned professional and technical personnel

DISTINGUISHING CHARACTERISTICS

This class is responsible for performing the most difficult, complex. sensitive, and
confidential information technology assignments sucA 35 security in a specialized area. It
differs from the Information Technology Manager in that the Manager is responsible for
managing a maior division in the department consisting of a significant number of staff. The
Principal Information Technology OffiGefCoordinator differs from the Senior Software
Analyst I Senior Systems Engineer in that the former "angles the most diffiGult, Gom!llm<,
ana sensitive aSSiQAmeRts. \lVhile the Sonior ~eft\...are Analyst can hane!e difficl:llt and
oem@lm( assi(:lAmonts, those assi§1nments eo Ret rise to the same level as assigned to the
Princi!lal level.serves as principal advisor to the Chief Information Officer andor other Gily

.. - ", . - _._----_._---,
-1 Formatted: Not Different first page header j

efflBfafshigher level manager in a specialized assigned areCA _____. _ _- {Formatted: No under:::Jin:::.e_____•.J

ESSENTIAL AND MARGINAL FUNCTION STATEMENTS - Essential and other important
responsibilities and duties may indude, but are not limited to, the following:
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Essential Functions:

A#-AssigRmeRts.;.

Recommend and implement section goals and objectives; establish performance standards
and methods for providing technical and professional information technology support to City
departments.

Plan, develop and oversee the work of staff involved in the performance of professional and
technical information technology functions.

Evaluate operations and activities of assigned section; implement improvements and
modifications; prepare various reports on operations and activities.

Participate in budget preparation and administration; prepare cost estimates for budget
recommendations; submit justifications for staffing, equipment, materials and supplies; monitor
and control expenditures.

Participate in the selection of staff; coordinate staff training; conduct performance evaluations;
recommend discipline; implement discipline procedures as directed.

Use formal project management techniques and tools to effectively manage the scope of
work, project costs, technical resources, and maintain schedule integrity; utilize project
management software; make modifications and adjustments as required to ensure projects
are delivered on time and within budget.

Communicate and work with third-party applications, vendor sales, and support.

Assume a key role in the execution of professional IT consulting/development projects.

Manage complex business changes in the implementation of emerging Infonnation
Technologies.

Interface with appropriate department staff in defining systems standards and operating
procedures.

Utilize current and emerging networking, communications or operating system technologies.

Prepare activity reports, progress reports, and correspondence.

Review, interpret, and maintain contracts.

Oversee the work of contractors involved with City IT projects and systems.
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Essential Functions: (Continued)

Actively monitor systems performance, architecture changes, and be aware of future
upgrades in an effort to proactively avert potential problems.

Carry out business process analysis/re-engineering, using a formal and proven
methodology.

Review system design and end-user documentation prepared by other project staff.

Manage the development, production, and execution of training programs.

Monitor the overall performance of systems and resolve complex problems as required.

Answer questions and provide information to the public; investigate complaints and
recommend corrective action as necessary to resolve complaints.

Build and maintain positive working relationships with co-workers, other City employees and
the public using prinCiples of good customer service.

'!'lileR Assigned to LANM'AN:

Manage 4flB-.&l<e6tI1ion of Nelv'orkin§!GommlffiiGations (lANNW\N) prejeGts -of-SBaiB-and
Gomplexity.

Perfufm--LANN.I,<\~I system requirement- delinitions, identifying end 41SOf-'O/>Of"tienal--ef
GlJstomer service dalivo!)' Roess,

~ffiaHagement responsiBility for LJ\NiWAN-projeGts i"GI"din9: sG0r>e-nfworK,-qualily
el<eGutiOR--Df task(s), resources, staff allGGation, planfliRg-amJ management, sost sontrels,
ami maintenance of sGReGula intogrity.

Manage and/er Flartlcipate in newlOrk/commHAications upgrasos, SUfll30rt, and maintenance.

PerfoFA1 U\Nl'NAr-1 systems analysis at tho lNorkgrol.:l!;l, department or enterprise leve!.

Perform U\fl.U\/VAN design ans oA§}inoering.

De'Jelo~ funGtional and technical specifieatloos HSeG to proGure and deploy
RO~GommuniGations systems,

YO_'lleR Assiglled to Netw9FI, Q"erating-Sj'st_
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~& installation ami maintenal1OO-Bl- NewiOrk Operatin§ System- (NOS) ~rejeB{tr-ol

soa~
Essential Functions: (Continued)

Play a key role in reviewing and evalHating ne'N operating systems and enhansements,
develop pumhasing guidelines, aM aid in plaAflffigtheir instaliation.

Work with IT staff, vendors, and system users re§arding shanges, anBsipated upgrades, ang
future enhancements ID existing systems software or to resolve/prevent IDsAnisal prelJlems.

Establish standards and f>FOGOOU"'s relatin(J{{Hlperatln!l system sof/Via", proflool&.

MaHage..tl;e..instaliatlon, repair, and maintenance of large ang oomplm, teleGommunications
system prejeGls and ...nhaneements.

Manage the re'/Iew and evaluation of new teleeommunications systerns and enhansements,
develop purshasing guieelines, and aie in planning their installalien.

Q.e'JekljJ.jl1e vision, prornote the visionary plan, and manage the prosurement for the s"Frent
and future sily Gornrnunioatiens systerns and netv.'orks, insluding cornputer assisted
COFFlffiUFlicatiens systems and GORtrGI systems,

Estaelish standards ane proGed"res relating to teleoornrn,mieations systerns.

Marginal Functions:

Perform related duties as assigned.

MINIMUM QUALIFICATIONS

Knowledge of:

Depending on assignment..A~lIl\ssigRmeRts~

Principles and practices of technology advancements and how they canlwill be applied
within the currentlfuture business models.

Information Technology best practices and quality assurance programs.
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Disciplined pProject management methodologies, including project estimating, planning,
executing, and examining business or functional issues including technical, operational, and
management concerns.

Knowledge of: (Continued)

SysiBR+&-Technical En§ineering problem solving and solution development.

Pertinent local, State, Federal rules, regulations and laws.

Modern office procedures, methods and computer equipment.

Principles and practices of research analysis and management.

Principles and practices of budget development, implementation and monitoring

Principles and practices of supervision, training and performance evaluations.

WhOA AssigAed is lAN,6..\'AN:

Industry standard networking and communications protocols, standard speed;;, network
design, management and security.

TeGilniques fer installing, csnliguring, aOO-lreubleshosting of f8HteFS, hubs, and bridges.

Teslmiques fer implementing and managing network spera/ing systems such as Novell and
NTo

Wide Area Networks, backbone network; Asynchronous Transfer Mode (ATM) and Regional
Networks.

Internetwsrking and '{oice; bridges ·~ootefSi- design csnsideratisns -building 'JerSHS
sampus 'Joice systems.

When Assi!}ned to Network Operating Systems<

Research and evaluation methods associated with ~ardware, operating
systems, and communications software; capabilities and limitations of current micro and
mffi+-hardware, operating systems, and communications software.

Analyzing syste",s oAgineering proble",s ana developing SOIHlioAS.

Methods for implementing and managing network operating systems such as Nevel!
NelliVareCisco, Linox and Microsoft, and administering network security.
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'..AJhen Assigned. ts Telesem:.

Data communications and telecommunications with an emphasis in networking.

Knowledge of: (Continued)

Network design, G9nfigHration, aRd previsioRing,

Key nel>....ork aCGess leGhnelogies aREI protoool&

TeloGemm"nicatiens o~"ipment incluejiRg PBX 8mi-Cer>IFel?-phone systems,

"OHler inslallation and the gest "SO of high speed (e,g, T41-iAAJrmatien lines,
.''.SCOGS risks to systems, and deveio@iml fllans to FAiAiFAizo potentia! tt:Jreats.

Design Re'N secl:Jrity systems or upgraGiAfI existinQ ones.

Test and evalHaling seGHrily, web ana soeial meaia pmaHGtS,

Plan for disaster reGever',' in the even! of seOHri!\' breaGAe&.

Test arocoeuFOs In siFnl:llating breacRos.' 9cnetFation testing,

In'JcstiaatiAlJ breaches aRa carrying out corrective actions.

Test systems for weak points.' 'Juln0F39ilitv scanning.

",ns"re City preGed"res meet nationai-and internalional network seGHrity standards.

Ability to:

""".11 AssignmeRts·;.

Organize, implement and direct assigned section activities and operations,

Remain current with the latest trends and developments in the computer, networking, and
1elecommunications industry,

Apply knowledge of industry best practices, business process re-engineering or change
management methods,

Create and implement project plans,

Prepare project proposals including the submission of budget items,
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Design and develop presentations, documentation, and training.

Prepare workflow and process diagrams, and cost/benefit analysis.

Ability to: (Continued)

Manage the technical aspects of the assigned systems, from analysis through deployment
and management

Interpret and explain pertinent City and department policies and procedures.

Assist in the development and monitoring of an assigned program budget.

Develop and recommend policies and procedures related to assigned operations.

Establish and maintain effective working relationships with those contacted in the course of
work.

Supervise, train and evaluate personnel.

Communicate clearly and concisely, both orally and in writing.

WhCR AssigAed sf LANP1t4'.N<-

Carry out and/or manage network design, development, deployment, support, and
maintenance.

PlaA system architecture, iAstal~-G9flii§Hre-,· ami SU~~grt Ael>t.'ork g~eraijA!l syslems·sHGll-a&
MfGFOSOTt VVindows, UAB(, 3Rd Novel! NePNare.

PlaA system archileGture, iAslall,·<JeFlfigHf&,--afld·-s"""ort c9mplm, reuler GOA!i~urali9As,
iltJll&,aAG "ridges, s'!lilehes aAO-Gwil<;h·reu!ef&iAcluaiAg VLANs, IAtometilAtraAet reuters iA
complex TCPilP G9AfiguratioAs eAG VPN 691uti9A6.

Manage network security including, planning system architecture, installing, configuring, and
supporting security devices such as firewalls and intrusion detection systems (IDS).

Support deskt9~ O"eratiA!l Systems.

Manage the planning, installation, evaluation, monitoring, and implementation of non·
application software associated with computer operating systems such as Unix or Microsoft
Windows.
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Principal Systems E:ngffieeflnformation Technology CoorEiinatorAdministrator
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Plan-S'fslem-Bnmilooture- and mana@e the installatiGH,"'*"'Ii!JuFalisB,-aA<l sUPf"lH-Bf-Wel>
SBf\!aFs-£u€!1-as Intemet, Intranet, and ExtraneI,

Ability to: (Continued)

Plan system architeGture and mana§8 the ins!a~ali{ffi, Gonfiguration, and support of IBM-AIX
and UNIX servers, network fOuters, hubs, bridges, and Gooniinate netwerk;;e-sUfilyc

\it'FieA Assignee t9 TeleG9m~·

J2laR-System architeGture ano install, Gonfi§ure, ano support teleGommuniGations systems
and associated infrastruGture~

Assess risks to systems- and developffl plans to minimize potential threats.

Design new security systems or upgradeffift existing ones.

Test and evaluatef.R.Et security, web and social media products.

Plan for disaster recovery in the event of security breaches_

Test procedures by simulating breaches I penetration testing.

Investigateifrg breaches and carrvffift out corrective actions.

Test systems for weak points I vulnerability scanning_

Ensure City procedures meet national and international network security standards.

EXPERIENCE AND TRAINING GUIDELINES

Any combination of experience and training that would likely provide the required knowledge and abilities is
qualifying. A typical way to obtain the knowledge and abilities would be:

Experience:

Four years of increasingly responsible experience performing network administration,
installing, implementing and monitoring of communications or operating system
software and hardware, and/or maintaining high-end computing platforms; automated
business systems, including technological project management, and the implementation
of new systems using web-based and client server technology; including one year
providing technical and functional supervision over assigned personneL
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Training:

Equivalent to a Bachelor's degree from an accredited college or university with major
course work in a computer related field, business infonmation systems,
public/business administration, or closely related field.

License or Certificate:

Possession of, or ability to obtain, an appropriate, valid Califomia drive~s license.

ADDITIONAL REQUIREMENTS:

Candidates must pass a P.O.S.T. level background investigation for clearance to work
on Police Department Infonmation Systems prior to apPointment.

PHYSICAL AND MENTAL REQUIREMENTS

Mobility: frequent use of keyboard; frequent sitting for long periods of time; occasional
bending or squatting. Lifting: frequently up to 10 pounds; occasionally up to 25 pounds.
Vision: constant use of overall vision; frequent reading and close-up work; occasional color
and depth vision. Dexterity: frequent repetitive motion; frequent writing; frequent grasping,
holding, and reaching. HearingfTalking: frequent hearing and talking, in person and on the
phone. Emotional/Psychological: frequent decision-making and concentration; frequent
public and/or coworker contact; occasional working alone. Environmental: frequent
exposure to noise.

WORKING CONDITIONS

Work is perfonmed in a typical temperature controlled office environment subject to typical
office noise and environment Positions require occasional overtime or weekend work and
the ability to travel.

Class Spec His/ory
Adopted 8/04
Revised 12108.4/13
RetiUed 6/13 From Principal
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II Systems Engineer
~B~U~_________-2M~gVConfNS j
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-220

AMENDED ~,,~~b;'
on -:)..,'"'''-- Ie, ,;;);'I'-j

By Resolution .;;, c; \" - .;;;,;;) (.,

RESOLUTION AMENDING EXHIBIT "A" OF RESOLUTION NO. 2008-683 TO
REVISE THE CLASS RANGE TABLE FOR REPRESENTED MANAGEMENT
AND CONFIDENTIAL NON-SWORN CLASSES

WHEREAS, the City Council desires to amend Exhibit "A" of Resolution No.

2008-683, which approved the Class Range Table for Represented Management and

Confidential Non-Sworn Classes,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

as follows:

SECTION 1. AMENDMENT TO RESOLUTION NO. 2008-683. Exhibit "A"

entitled, "City of Modesto Class Range Table Represented Management and Confidential

Non-Sworn Classes," attached to Resolution No. 2008-683, is hereby amended as shown

on the amended Exhibit "A" entitled "City of Modesto Class Range Table Represented

Management and Confidential Non-Sworn Classes Effective June 11,2013," which is

attached hereto and made a part hereof as though set forth in full herein. Said Exhibit

"A" amends the Class Range Table as follows:

1. Deletes the Police Facilities Coordinator from salary range 425

2. Changes the salary range for Risk and Loss Control Coordinator from salary
range 431 to salary range 437

3. Changes the salary range for Environmental and Water Quality Laboratory
Supervisor from salary range 436 to the new title of Laboratory Supervisor at
salary range 438

4. Changes the salary range for Environmental Services Supervisor from salary
range 436 to salary range 438

5. Changes the salary range Environmental Regulatory Compliance Administrator
from salary range 440 to the new title of Environmental Regulatory Compliance
Manager at salary range 442

0611l12013IHR1JLopeziltem 15 2013·220



6. Changes the salary range for Park Planning and Development Manager from
salary range 441 to salary range 440

7. Changes the salary range for Wastewater Collections Manager from salary range
441to salary range 442

8. Changes the title of Principal Systems Engineer to Principal Information
Technology Administrator at salary range 442

9. Deletes the Principal Software Analyst from salary range 442

SECTION II. EFFECTIVE DATE. This resolution shall become effective on

and afterJune 18,2013.

The foregoing resolution was introduced in a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 11th day of June, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Burnside,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

06/1lI2013IHRlJLopezl]lem 15

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

2 2013-220



CITY OF MODESTO
CLASS RANGE TABLE

REPRESENTED MANAGEMENT AND CONFIDENTIAL NON-SWORN CLASSES
Effective June 18, 2013

RANGE TITLE

407 Administrative Office Assistant II (Confidential)

411 Administrative Office Assistant III (Confidential)

412 Police Clerk II (Confidential)

414 Legal Secretary I

415 Administrative Services Technician I (Confidential)
Senior Administrative Office Assistant (Confidential)

418 Legal Secretary II
Systems Technician I

419 Administrative Services Technician II (Confidential)
Workers' Compensation Claims Assistant

420 Deputy City Clerk
Employee Benefits Coordinator
Executive Assistant
Senior Legal Secretary

422 Office Supervisor
Systems Technician II
Workers' Compensation Claims Examiner I

423 Custodian Supervisor
Parking Services Supervisor

424 Buyer

425 Parking Adjudication Program Coordinator
Par*fng FaGilities CeerGinater

426 Assistant Planner
Central Stores Supervisor
Financial Analyst I
Senior Systems Technician

Exhibit A



City of Modesto
Class Range Table - Management and Confidential Non-Sworn Classes
Page-2

RANGE TITLE

427 Administrative Analyst I
Animal Control Supervisor
Human Resources Analyst I
Police Civilian Supervisor
Technology Solutions Analyst I
Workers' Compensation Claims Examiner II

428 Assistant City Clerk

430 Associate Planner
Financial Analyst II
Senior Buyer
Software Analyst I
Systems Engineer I

431 Administrative Analyst II
Events Coordinator
Human Resources Analyst II
Risk ane bess Centrol Ceerainaler
Senior Workers' Compensation Claims Examiner
Technology Solutions Analyst II

432 Compost Facility Supervisor
Junior Engineer
Neighborhood Preservation Supervisor
Operations Supervisor
Parks Project Coordinator
Recreation Supervisor
Senior Crime and Intelligence Analyst
Wastewater Collection Systems Supervisor
Water Quality Control Plant Maintenance Supervisor

433 Water Resources Analyst

434 Customer Services Supervisor
Financial Analyst III
Recycling Program Coordinator
Senior Community Development Program Specialist
Software Analyst II
Systems Engineer II



City of Modesto
Class Range Table - Management and Confidential Non-Sworn Classes
Page -3

RANGE TITLE

435 Assistant Transportation Planner
Business Analyst
Cultural Services Program Manager
Emergency Medical Services Coordinator
Management Analyst
Organizational Development Coordinator
Public Information Coordinator
Transit Analyst
Weed and Seed Program Coordinator

436 Assistant Engineer
Deputy Fire Marshal
Electrical Supervisor

_~____Efwir_menlaHmd-Watef Q~ality labGfatery ,,"~efVisor

EnviroAf1'1enlal "eNises ,,~~ervisor

Housing Rehabilitation Supervisor
Senior Planner

I 437 ,Ris_k andlo_ssControl Coordinator _
Senior Human Resources Analyst

438 Associate Land Surveyor
Environmental Services Supervisor
Integrated Waste Specialist
Laboratory Supervisor
Property Agent
Public Safety Business Services Analyst
Senior Financial Analyst
Senior Software Analyst
Senior Systems Engineer
Water Distribution and Production Supervisor
Modesto Regional Fire Authority Finance Manager

439 Administrative Services Officer
Associate Transportation Planner
Senior Business Analyst

440 Associate Engineer
environmental Re~"latory Compliance Administrator
Park Planning and Development Manager
Recreation Program Manager
Water Quality Control Operations Supervisor
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City of Modesto
Class Range Table - Management and Confidential Non-Sworn Classes
Page -5

RANGE TITLE

441 Housing and Urban Development Manager
Infrastructure Financing Program Administrator

___Parks Planning and Development Manager
Streets Manager
Wastewater Collections Manager

442 Budget and Financial Analysis Manager
Centre Plaza Manager
Construction Inspection Supervisor
Customer Services Manager
Environmental and Regulatory Compliance Manager
Information Technology Administrator
Principal Accountant

--------principal gofu','3rtl',nall'5l__ __ ___ _ _ _ _ _____ __ __ _ _________ _
~PrincipalcSyslems Engineer

Purchasing Manager
Wastewater Collections Manager

443 Associate CivilfTraffic Engineer
Senior Transportation Planner

444 Airport Manager
Building Inspection Program Coordinator
Building Inspection Supervisor
Fleet Manager
Principal Planner
Solid Waste Program Manager
Transit Manager

446 Assistant Chief Building Official
Information Technology Manager
Water Quality Control Plant Manager
Principal Information Technology Administrator

447 Traffic Operations Engineer
Water Systems Manager

f
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City of Modesto
Class Range Table - Management and Confidential Non-Sworn Classes
Page-6

RANGE TITLE

450 Business Development Manager
Chief Building Official
Planning Manager
Senior Civil Engineer

451 Parks Recreation & Neighborhoods Operations Manager

452 City Engineer
Traffic Engineer



AMENDED DUE TO CLERICAL ERROR

MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-221 By Resolution .;J " • '-l. .~;>,

A RESOLUTION AMENDING EXHIBIT "A" OF RESOLUTION NO. 2013-80 TO
AMEND THE CLASS RANGE TABLE FOR UNREPRESENTED
MANAGEMENT AND CONFIDENTIAL NON-SWORN CLASSES TO DELETE
THE CLASSIFICATION OF DEPUTY CHIEF INFORMATION OFFICER AT
SALARY RANGE 2452 AND TO CHANGE THE RISK MANAGER FROM
SALARY RANGE 2444 TO SALARY RANGE 2439

WHEREAS, Council desires to amend Exhibit "A" of Resolution No. 2013-80,

which approved the Class Range Table for Unrepresented Management and Confidential

Non-Sworn Classes, effective July 2,2013,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

as follows:

SECTION I. AMENDMENT TO RESOLUTION NO. 2013-80. Exhibit "A"

entitled, "City of Modesto Class Range Table, Unrepresented Management and

Confidential Non-Sworn Classes Effective July 2,2013, is hereby amended as shown on

Exhibit "A" entitled, "City of Modesto Class Range Table Unrepresented Management

and Confidential Non-Sworn Classes, Effective July 2, 2013," which is attached hereto

and made part hereof as though set forth in full herein. Said amended Exhibit"A"

amends the Class Range Table as follows:

1. Deletes the Deputy Chief Information Officer from salary range 2452

2. Changes the Risk Manager from salary range 2444 to salary range 2439

SECTION II. EFFECTIVE DATE. This resolution shall become effective on

and after July 2,2013.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at the regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 11th day ofJune, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Burnside,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

By:
-=~~~~~~~~~~~--------
SUSAN CALA WOOD, City Attorney
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CITY OF MODESTO
CLASS RANGE TABLE

UNREPRESENTED MANAGEMENT AND CONFIDENTIAL NON-SWORN CLASSES
Effective July 2, 2013

RANGE TITLE

2420 Executive Assistant

2422 Office Supervisor - Personnel

2425 Executive Assistant to the City Council
Executive Assistant to the City Manager
Paralegal

2427 Legal Services Administrator

2431 Equal Opportunity AnalysUParalegal

2434 Senior Auditor

2439 Employee Benefits Manager
Employee Relations Coordinator
Risk Manager

2444 Deputy City Attomey I
Risl< Manager

2448 Deputy City Attorney II

2452 Deputy Chief Information Officer
Deputy City Attorney III
Deputy Director of Community and Economic Development
Deputy Director of Cultural and Enterprise Services
Deputy Director of Finance
Deputy Director of Human Resources
Deputy Director of Public Works - Operations
Deputy Director of Recreation and Neighborhoods

2455 Deputy Director of Utility Planning and Projects

2456 Senior Deputy City Attorney

2462 Assistant City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-222

RESOLUTION AMENDING THE POSITION ALLOCATION FOR FISCAL
YEAR 13/14 AS ADOPTED IN THE OPERATING BUDGET

WHEREAS, a Position Allocation for the City of Modesto was adopted by

Modesto City Council on June 11,2013, as part of the Annual Budget ofthe City of

Modesto for Fiscal Year 2013-2014, and

WHEREAS, the Human Resources staff recently completed a classification study

of several positions, due to changes in the level of their work assignments, and

WHEREAS, the Human Resources Director concluded that the assigned duties

and responsibilities of these four positions exceeded the essential functions of their

current classification and recommended re-allocation to a higher level, and

WHEREAS, the Risk Management Administration Division has identified the

need for one 0.5 Administrative Office Assistant HI, and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City ofModesto

that it hereby approves amending the Position Allocation for Fiscal Year 2013-14 as

follows:

I. Finance Department to delete two Accounting Technician allocations in Cost
Center 12110; to add one Financial Analyst IIII allocation to Cost Center 12110,
and to add one Account Clerk II allocation to Cost Center 12110;

2. Parks, Recreation and Neighborhoods Department to reallocate one Parks Project
Coordinator at salary range 432 to Park Planning and Development Manager at
salary range 440 in Cost Center 32020;

3. Information Technology Department to reallocate the Principal Software Analyst
at salary range 442 to Information Technology Manager at salary range 446 in
Cost Center 07210;

4. Utility Planning and Projects Department to reallocate the Senior Administrative
Office Assistant-Confidential at salary range 415 to Administrative Services
Teehnician II-Confidential at salary range 419 in Cost Center 42300;

5. Human Resources Department to add one 0.5 Administrative Office Assistant III
at salary range III in cost center 03310.
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This resolution shall become effective on and after June 18,2013.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at the regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 11th day ofJune, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being du1y seconded by Councilmember Burnside,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

06/1II2013IHRfJLopezlltem 15

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

ATTEST:

2 2013·222



MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-223

RESOLUTION ACCEPTING THE WORK BY CERTIFIED COATING
COMPANY FOR THE "CLARIFIER COATING REHABILITATION PROJECT"
AS COMPLETE, AUTHORIZING THE CITY CLERK TO FILE A NOTICE OF
COMPLETION WITH THE STANISLAUS COUNTY RECORDER UPON
RECEIPT OF APPROVED WARRANTY BOND AND AUTHORIZING
PAYMENT OF AMOUNTS TOTALING $317,362

WHEREAS, a report has been filed by the Director of Public Works that the

Clarifier Coating Rehabilitation Project has been completed by Certified Coating

Company, in accordance with the contract dated February 28,2013 in the amount of

$317,362.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that the Clarifier Coating Rehabilitation Project is hereby accepted as complete from said

contractor, Certified Coating Company, that the City Clerk is authorized to file a Notice

of Completion with the Stanislaus County Recorder upon receipt of approved Warranty

Bond and that payment of amounts totaling $317,362 is authorized as provided in the

contract.

06/11120131PW/GDeJesusfltem 16 2013-223



The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City ofModesto held on the I I th day of June, 2013, by Councilmcmber Lopez, wbo

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Burnside,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

By:

06/1112013/PW/GDeJesus/ltem 16

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-224

RESOLUTION ACCEPTING THE WORK BY SOCAL PACIFIC
CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION FOR THE "SANITARY LIFT STATION
LINING REHABILITATION PROJECT" AS COMPLETE, AUTHORIZING THE
CITY CLERK TO FILE A NOTICE OF COMPLETION WITH THE
STANISLAUS COUNTY RECORDER UPON RECEIPT OF APPROVED
WARRANTY BOND, AND AUTHORIZING PAYMENT OF AMOUNTS
TOTALING $173,719

WHEREAS, a report has been filed by the Director ofUtility Planning and Projects

that the Sanitary Lift Station Lining Rehabilitation Project has been completed by Socal

Pacific Construction Corporation, in accordance with the contract agreement dated December

11,2012,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that Sanitary Lift Station Lining Rehabilitation Project is hereby accepted as complete

from said contractor, Socal Pacific Construction Corporation, that the City Clerk is

authorized to file a Notice of Completion with the Stanislaus County Recorder upon

receipt of approved Warranty Bond, and that payment of amounts totaling $173,719 is

authorized as provided in the contract.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the II th day of June, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Cogdill, was

upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

By:
SUSANA

06/11l2013fUP&PIRChristensenlltem 17

Cogdill, Gunderson, Lopez, Muratore,
Mayor Marsh

None

Burnside, Geer

ATTEST:

2 2013-224



CINDE
MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-225 JUN - 3 2014

RESOLUTION APPROVING ADJUSTMENTS TO THE M}iXIMl_iBl

SCHEDULE FOR CITY RESIDENTIAL, COMMERCIAL, t~~~~~~=~~~J
SOLID WASTE COLLECTION SERVICES, TO BECOME r.
2013, AND RESCINDING RESOLUTION NO. 2012-267 dOl'i - Cl <:>7

WHEREAS, with the adoption of Ordinance No. 3068-C.S. in November of 1997,

the City no longer sets rates for the collection of garbage in Modesto, and instead

performs a comprehensive review ofcost information submitted by the contract garbage

haulers, and

WHEREAS, the City sets a maximum rate that the haulers may charge for the

various types of services provided under the contracts based on cost data provided by the

lowest cost hauler, and

WHEREAS, Section f (2) of the City's Service Agreements with its solid waste

collectors requires that when the City makes adjustments to the collection services

provided under the Agreements, any additional costs should be covered by adjustments to

the maximum rates, and

WHEREAS, in addition, maximum rates for solid waste collection services are

reviewed annually as requested by the City's garbage collection companies, and

WHEREAS, the City conducted an analysis using the audited financial statements

provided by the garbage haulers, supplemental data provided by the garbage haulers, and

fuel price information and forecast prices developed by the United States Department of

Energy, and

WHEREAS, staffhas adjusted the fuel component and billing components of the

maximum rates and has incorporated these adjustments adjustment into the schedule of
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Maximum Charges for Garbage Service attached hereto, marked Exhibit"1" and

incorporated herein by reference, and

WHEREAS, on June 26, 2012, the Board ofSupervisors and Council approved a

New Service Agreement with Covanta Stanislaus, Inc., for the operation ofthe Waste-to­

Energy (WTE) facility, and

WHEREAS, the New Service Agreement approved by the Board of Supervisors

and Council included an increase in the current base disposal fee at the facility from $22

per ton to $32 per ton with an annual escalator, and

WHEREAS, in addition to the base tip fee, there are also AB 939 ($3 per ton) and

Household Hazardous Waste ($3 per ton) program fees, and scale house and

administrative costs ($1.00 per ton), that need to be incorporated into the disposal fee at

the facility, and

WHEREAS, when those fees and annual escalator are added to the base disposal

fee, the new disposal fee would be $39.29 per ton, an $11.29 per ton increase from the

current disposal fee of$28 per ton, and

WHEREAS, this $11.29 perton increase equates to an increase of $1.45 per

month on residential rates and $0.49 cubic yard on commercial bin rates (drop box rates

are not affected by this increase, since most drop box waste does not get taken to the

Waste-to-Energy Facility), and

WHEREAS, on November 25, 2008, by Resolution No. 2008-650, the Council

approved the assessment of an AB 939 Green Waste Diversion fee that would be assessed

on a per ton basis on residential, commercial bin, and drop box wastes generated in the

City of Modesto, and
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WHEREAS, on June 26, 2012 the Council approved increasing the fee on wastes

from residential sources be to $1.93 per month, the fee on wastes from commercial bins

to $3.46 per cubic yard per month, and the fee on wastes from industrial bins to $8.72 per

ton in order to fully fund the purchase of green waste collection equipment that

complies with the California Air Resources Board's (CARB) emissions regulations by

FY 2014-2015, and

WHEREAS, the above noted fees and charges to the collection companies have

been incorporated into the recommended schedules of maximum rates shown as Exhibit

1 hereto, and

WHEREAS, a report dated May 26,2013, from the Parks, Recreation and

Neighborhoods Department, a copy of which is on file in the office of the City Clerk, sets

forth said recommendations, and

WHEREAS, said matter was set for a public hearing ofthe City Council to be

held at 5:30 p.m. on June 11,2013, in the Tenth Street Place Chambers, located at 1010

Tenth Street, Modesto California, at which date and time a duly noticed public hearing

was held at said time and place, at which time evidence, both oral and documentary, was

received and considered, and

WHEREAS, it was found and determined by the Council of the City of Modesto

that the existing schedules ofrates and charges for garbage service in the City of Modesto

should be revised as recommended, and that quarterly adjustments to the fuel component

of the maximum rates should be made.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves the Maximum Charges for Garbage Service as attached hereto,
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marked Exhibit "1" and incorporated herein by reference. Said Maximum Charges for

Garbage Service includes twice-a-year bulky item pickup for residential customers and

all other residential services as stipulated in the Service Agreements and shall become

effective July 1, 2013, and shall remain in effect until revised by Council.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that any person who has prepaid garbage service

charges for residential garbage service shall be entitled to receive garbage service for the

balance of said prepaid period at the prepaid rates.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that Resolution No. 2012-267 is hereby

rescinded, effective July 1,2013.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the II th day ofJune, 2013, by Councilmember Burnside,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Lopez,

was npon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

By:
~~~~~~~~~~~~--------

CALA WOOD, City Attorney
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MAXIMUM CHARGES FOR GARBAGE SERVICE

STANDARD CONTAINERS
Maximum Monthly Rates

(Once a Week Pickup Service)

Standard container service shall include the following:
• One, 96-gallon container for garbage

EXHIBIT "1"
July 1, 2013

• One, 96-gallon container for green waste, food, paper, and other organics
• Countertop container for kitchen scraps
• Drop-off of old TV and computer tubes
• Two bulky item collections per year by appointment
• Pruned Refuse Collection

Standard container service customers may opt for smaller containers; however,
maximum rates apply. Containers must be placed in a location set forth in Section 5-
5.111 of the Municipal Code.

1. Standard container service -

a. The maximum rate for new sign ups for service or changes in service that
occur after July 1, 1996, shall be $27.34 per month regardless of size
of container. A fuel component of $1.35 per month is included in the
maximum rate for the quarter beginning July 1, 2013 and ending
September 30, 2013. The fuel component may be adjusted quarterly.

b. The maximum rate for each additional garbage container shall be $20.28
per month, and $10.27 per month for each additional green waste
container.

2. 60-gallon container service (grandfathered customers)-

a. The maximum rate for customers with 60-gallon containers who
subscribed to service at an address prior to July 1, 1996 and who have
not changed their service address shall be $22.87 per month. A fuel
component of $1.35 per month is included in the maximum rate for the
quarter beginning July 1, 2013 and ending September 30, 2013. The fuel
component may be adjusted quarterly.

b. The maximum rate for each additional 6O-gallon garbage container shall
be $19.78 per month.

3. Fuel Component adjustments - The fuel component shall be analyzed
quarterly and adjustments shall be made as necessary. The adjustment shall be
based on the average price of fuel for a preceding quarter as follows: July
l/January-March; October l/April-June; January l/July-September; April
1/0ctober-December. Average prices shall be determined based on published
prices for California from the Department of Energy, Energy Information Agency.
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Container
Size 1

DETACHABLE CONTAINERS
Maximum Monthly Rates

Regular Container Maximum Rates
NUMBER OF COLLECTIONS PER WEEK

2 3 4 5
-

6
lCY $30.26 $60.52 $90.78 $121.04 $151.30 $181.56
2CY $60.52 $121.04 $181.56 $242.08 $302.60 $363.12
3CY $90.78 $181.56 $272.34 $363.12 $453.90 $544.68
4CY $121.04 $242.08 $363.12 $484.16 $605.20 $726.24
5CY $151.30 $302.60 $453.90 $605.20 $756.50 $907.80
6CY $181.56 $363.12 $544.68 $726.24 $907.80 $1,089.36

FORK Participants Container Maximum Rates
Container NUMBER OF COLLECTIONS PER WEEK

Size 1 2 3 4 5 6
2CY $45.39 $90.78 $136.17 $181.56 $226.95 $272.34
3CY $68.09 $136.17 $204.26 $272.34 $340.43 $408.51
4CY $90.78 $181.56 $272.34 $363.12 $453.90 $544.68
5CY $113.48 $226.95 $340.43 $453.90 $567.38 $680.85
6CY $136.17 $272.34 $408.51 $544.68 $680.85 $817.02
90-gallon $20.51 $41.01 $61.52 $82.02 $102.53 $123.03

1. Weekly rental/Detachable Containers - Shall not exceed the rate for 1 pickup
per week for each size container.

2. Fuel Component - A fuel component of $1.18 per cubic yard per month ($0.27 per
cubic yard) for a 1 cubic yard container collected once a week is included in the
maximum rate for the quarter beginning July 1, 2013 and ending September 30,
2013. The fuel component shall be analyzed quarterly and adjustments shall be
made as necessary. The adjustment shall be based on the average price of fuel for a
preceding quarter as follows: July l/January-March; October/April-June; January
l/July-September; April l/October-December. Average prices shall be determined
based on published prices for California from the Department of Energy.

DROP BOX CONTAINERS

1. Pick up charge - $248.22 per pick up
2. Rental - $0.85 per day up to 7 day maximum rental

- $3.00 per day for boxes kept 7 or more days without servicing
- $10.00 per day for boxes kept 21 or more days without servicing

3. Disposal charge - Actual charge to be paid by customer. Garbage company will
provide up to 40 Cf Drop Box containers for above stated charges subject only to load
limit of transfer vehicle. An AB 939 Green Waste Diversion Fee of $8.72 per ton will be
added to the disposal charges.
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COMPACTORS
F tL d Tron oa er Ivpe:

Compactor Rates
---

Container NUMBER OF COLLECTIONS PER WEEK
--

Size 1 2 3 4 S 6 __
3CY $272.34 $544.68
4CY $363.12 $726.24
~-

Roll-Off Types:
1. 6 CY to 40 CY
2. Medical waste compactors
3. Washing compactor
4. Disposal Charge:
5. AB 939 Green Waste Diversion Fee

$817.02 $1,089.36
$1,089.36 $1,452.48

$248.22 per pickup
$265.00 per pickup
$30.00

$1,361.70
$1,815.60

Actual charge to be paid by customer
$8.72 per ton

EXTRA PICKUPS

1. Standard containers or equivalent
2. Detachable containers

$3.50 plus $1.38/container
$12.00 plus $2.75/cubic yard

SPECIAL SERVICE CONDITIONS

$!,6~4.0'L
$2,178.72

In situations where none of the above maximum rates reasonably apply, the cost of service is to be
negotiated between the garbage company and the customer.

lCY

$10.12

DETACHABLE CONTAINER ONLY
REPLACEMENT AND CLEANING SERVICE

l'hCY 2CY 3CY 4CY 5CY

$11.00 $12.10 $15.40 $20.24 $25.08

NOTATIONS

6CY

$29.92

1. The above maximum rates include a $0.25 per month residential recycling fee; a $0.05 per cubic yard
($0.22/cubic yard/month) commercial recycling fee; and a $5.00 per pull ($0.25 per ton) industrial recycling
fee, a $0.15 per month residential litter abatement fee, and a $0.05 per cubic yard ($0.22/cubic yard/month)
commercial litter abatement fee.
2. The above residential maximum rates include a $1.93 per month per household AB 939 Green Waste
Diversion Fee.
3. The above commercial bin and front-loader compactor maximum rates include an AB 939 Green Waste
Diversion Fee of $3.46 per yard/month.
4. The above maximum rates include Carpenter Road Landfill Mitigation Fees of $0.25 per month on residential
wastes, $0.21 per cubic yard ($0.90/cubic yard/month) on commerCial wastes; and $5.00 per pull on industrial
wastes.
5. Pursuant to Section 11-6.16(c)(2) of the Modesto Municipal Code, the garbage company may require a
deposit equivalent to two (2) months service charge from customers prior to beginning service. The deposit
will be credited back to the customer after 18 months under specified conditions.

6/12/13 -3-



MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-226

A RESOLUTION APPROVING BUDGET GOALS AND BUDGET PRINCIPLES
AS OUTLINED IN THE MAYOR'S BUDGET MESSAGE AND
RECOMMENDED BY THE CITY COUNCIL FINANCE COMMITTEE AS
PART OF THE FY 2013-2014 BUDGET DEVELOPMENT PROCESS

WHEREAS, as part of the Mayor's Proposed Budget for FY 2013-2014, the

Mayor included Proposed Budget Goals and Budget Principles for the Council's

consideration, and

WHEREAS, each year the City Council's Finance Committee makes

recommendations regarding the upcoming Fiscal Year operating budget and capital

improvement program, and

WHEREAS, in the development of the FY 2013-2014 operating budget, the

Finance Committee reviewed and recommended for City Council consideration the

attached Proposed Budget Goals and Budget Principles,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves the Proposed Budget Goals and Budget Principles as shown in

Attachments 4 and 5, which are incorporated by reference herein.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 11 th day of June, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Gunderson,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

By:

06/11/2013IFinance/SChristensenlItem 20

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

ATTEST:
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May 20, 2013

Mayor Garrad Marsh
City of Modesto

lOlO Tenth Street, Suile 620(}
Modesto, CA 95354

gmarsh(@matiestogov_com

To the Members of the Fioance Committee, the City Council and the Citizens ofModesto:

It is my privilege to presentto you the Proposed Fiscal Year 2013-14 (FY13-14) Budget for the City of
Modesto, The Proposed Budget is in response to the continued fiscal challenges faced by the City. It

"reflects decisions made in a coordinated effort between the City staff, the City Manager and myself and is
guided by the policy and priority direction of the City Council.

Mayor's Recommendation
I recommend that the Fillllnce Committee forward to the City Council for adoption the Proposed Budget

for Fiscal Year 2013-14.

Introduction and Background
Modesto's glass is halfful!. The finaocial crisis we have faced in recent years is passing and the City has
been responsible stewards ofour financial resources, Fortunately, we are in mucb better financial
condition than some ofour neighboring cities in the Central Valley. This is largely due to our historically
conservative approach to fiscal matters and the solid financial policies adopted by the CounciL We have
a diverse revenue base and sufficient reserves that enable us to provide a minimal level ofessential
programs and services to our residents for another year.

However, Modesto's glass is half empty. Minimal service levels are not enough. Our citizens expect and
deserve more. Our community cannot shine brightly while police officers struggle to respond to routine
calls and fire services are fully committed leaving no margin ofsafety. Our roads need work, our
beautiful urban forest continues to be plagued by mistletoe and neglect, children cannot enjoy splash pads
at certain parks beeause they have been vandalized and we cannot afford to repair them. I have not been
able to allocate funds for economic development as I planned in my 2013 State ofthe City Address. We
have weathered a severe financial storm and are treading water, but barely. Now is the lime we must be
proactive and strategic in planning for the future and how best to provide quality levels ofservice to our
community.

One oftne first challenges I faced in 2012 as the newly-elected Mayor of Modesto was to tackle the
FYI2-13 budget. As I took office, the worst of the effects of the recession had eased and the Central
Valley had begun to show signs of recovery. Those signs have continued over the last 12 months;
bowever, it has bec{)me clear that recovery will indeed be slow. Economic indicators continue to be
nearly flat with gradual revenue increases, which is good news. The bad news is that General Fund
expenditures continue to rise at pace that exceeds our revenue growth despite penuanent reductions and
labor concessions made by City staff. The result was a preliminary projected General Fund deficit of
$1l.8 million for FY13-14.
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Over the last three months, the City Manager and I have mel with all departments, as well as Modesto
Regional Fire Authority staff, to review service levels and the needs of our community, Parameters were

established to ensure essential services are maintained at minimally acceptable levels. In order to be good
stewards of Modesto's finances, the proposed budget works to protect the current and future viability of

our community and reflects the values and priorities ofour City and its people.

The proposed budget also aligns with the City Council's financial policy to maintain a minimum of$7
million in unreserved General Fund balance. This unreserved General Fund balance is established by our

bond requirements and represents money that would be used as our contingency fund. It is also the
absolute minimum amount Modesto must maintain. Prudent financial management requires this amount
be $2-3 million higher and is a goal I have for this City, once we realign expenditures with revenues.
Modesto has not and will not draw down this reserve below $7 million as a means to balance our budget.

[n order to balance the FY13-14 General Fund operating budget, I have combined the use of one-time
funding and department reductions. As of the printing of this document, I am recommendiug the use of
fund balance carryover of $6.4 million to help balance our FY13-14 budget. This amollnt is in excess of

our minimum $7 million reserve requirement. Additionally, I propose reduced funding to our Intemal
Service Funds (lSFs) by $3.5 million. Budgeted allocations for our Workers' Compensation and
Employee Benefits Funds will not cover our pay-go expenditures in FY13-14 and will result in a
reduction of reserves in those funds to approximately $5.6 million. Finally, this budget requires
department reductions of $1.9 million, primarily to be achieved through salaty savings from position
vacancies and overtime reductions in the Police Department.

At the end of FYI 1-12, I recommended to Council a series ofbudget adjustments to use unanticipated
savings that occurred at the end of the fiscal year to augment amounts to be transferred to the Workers'
Compensation Fund. This practice replenished the balance of this Fund, which also has allowed us to

again reduce our annual contribution to that Fund in FYI3-14. It is my intention to continue this practice
at the end of FYI2-13. I intend to use any significant unanticipated savings at the end ofFY 12-13 to
replenish the Workers' Compensation and Employee Benefits Funds and restore their depleting fund
balances_

Overview of the Mayor's Proposed Budget
The total City ofModesto operating expense budget for all funds, including certain Joint Power

Authorities, for FY13-14 is $344 million. There are three major funds within the City's budget: General,
Water and Wastewater. There are also a number of smaller funds; examples include the Golf Fund,
Modesto Centre Plaza, Storm Drainage and Airport Funds.

The General Fund has experienced the most dramatic decline while the Water and Wastewater Funds
have remained relatively stable. This budget message summarizes information for these three funds.
During the Finance Committee Workshops more information will be provided on all funds.

The General Fund Numbers
In FY07-08, the City took in $126.5 million in General Fund revenues (including transfers in from other
funds). Since that time, this amount has declined. For FY 13-14, it is projected that General Fund
revenues will be $104.6 million and still approximately 17% below FY07-08 amounts.
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As mentioned earlier and as shown in ilie chart below, revenues are anticipated to remain relatively flat in

FY13-14:

Total General Fund Revenues

I ,,~-,oo-:=--~-~ $126,547,7_54____________________-_-~_I

I
$115,000,000

$106,601,730 $104,899,039
$107,297,364

$105,000,000

$95,000,000

$85,000,000

$75,000,000
2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014

Acutal Budgeted Proposed

General Fund Major Sources of Revenues
Equally important to reVenues are expenditures~ The City of Modesto still faces significant challenges in
this area_ Expenditures have continued to increase at a faster pace than our revenues; thus~ causing an

imbalance in the City's budget~ Total General Fund expenditures in the Proposed Budget are $111 ~2

million~ Despite significant concessions from many ofour labor groups, GATB funding of compensation
packages represents the greatest financial challenge we currently face. Retiree healili funding has been
stabilized and ongoing negotiations should result in substantial actuarial improvement.
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The following chart summarizes General Fund expenditures by department. It is clear that pnblic safety

comprises two-thirds ofthe budget with the Police Department being the largest department within the
General Fund. Public safety is our number one priority, but there are also other essential and quality of
life services that need to be provided in complement to public safety. The City will spend approximately

$74 million in FY13-14 to provide public safety services to our community.

General Fund Expenditures by Department

Modesto Regional Fire
Authority Contribution

22%

Police
45%

PR&N

C&ED
5%

Finance
4%

Oty Attorney
2% City Manager

Transfers Out
6%

Human Resources
1.5%

III Police

IliPR&N

l1li Finance

IIIIModesto Regional Fire Authority Contribution

l1li City Manager

III City Oerl<

IIIIc&ED

II'1II City Attorney

III Human Resources

ilIITransfers Out

As the budget is reviewed, the following questions are asked about City programs and services:

• Is the service essential and who does it serve?

• Does it serve Modesto residents' greatest needs?

• Can we do it better and at less cost?

• Are there others who provide the service with whom we can partner to reduce costs and improve
effectiveness?

• What are the Iong-telTl1 benefits ofcontinuing the program or spending level?

These are questions that need to be asked not only in difficult financial times, but each year as we
evaluate our performance and the ways in which we allocate funding.

1.5%

The following information provides you with a quick summary of the City'S major funds and the impacts
of the Proposed Budget:

General Fund
As previously mentioned, total General Fund revenues for FY13-14 are anticipated to be $104 million and
total expenditures are $11 1.2 miJIion. In the coming fiscal year, it is proposed that we spend
approximately 67% ofthe City's General Fund on public safety - police and fire services - which leaves
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33% to be strategically budgeted to preserve other essential, general government and quality of life

services.

I would like to note that my Proposed Budget provides funding for essential services in the community.

However, all of these areas are still underfunded and at low service levels. Some areas where we

prioritized spending and allocated new revenues include:

• $49.6 million, or $896,000 above prior year amounts, will be allocated to Modesto Police

Department. This increase will primarily be used to maintain I I police officers that were funded

from grant funds in past years. In FY13-14, the grant was complete and the City was no longer

required to keep these officers. However, since they provide essential services to protect this

community, I ensured that there was money allocated to maintain these officers on our streets.

o $24.6 million will be contributed to the Modesto Regional Fire Authority. This is approximately

$121,000 more than prior fiscal year amounts and ensures that essential fire services are provided

to our residents at levels consistent with last year.

It is critically important to keep an eye on the true severity ofour financial situation. Police and Fire

services are vital expenditures to our community and absorb almost all ofthe revenue gains in FYI3-14.

This did not leave any new resources for improving our roads and parks, expediting our mistletoe

abatement activities, hiring new employees to focus on economic development or bringing new jobs to

Modesto.

.. I could not allocate $500,000 to economic development as I had hoped. We are still simply

treading water in many critical services areas.

.. We cannot fund critical capital needs with our existing revenue streams.

.. We do not have the resources to replace a fire station downtown that is in severe disrepair or

replace aging fire engines.

.. We cannot build our operating reserves by $3 million to levels dictated by prudent financial

management policies.

.. We cannot fund vital elements ofour new Strategic Plan.

.. We cannot repair our sidewalks.

.. We cannot maintain police and fire response times on par with national and state levels.

.. We cannot water, fertilize and aerate our parks or protect them from vandals.

• We cannot plan for succession planning of our aging workforce or ensure adequate staffing in key

support areas such as the City Attorney's Office.

More alarming to me is the $11.8 structural shortfall in the FY 13-14 budget. This shortfall occurred

despite labor concessions from many ofour labor groups and permanent reductions in staffing levels.

These concessions include permanent 5% pay reductions for existing employees as well as pension and

retiree medical reform for new employees.

As I previously mentioned, this structural shortfall was closed with approximately $9 million ofone-time

money and clearly can't be sustained into the future. However, the alternatives to using our "savings

accounts" were unacceptable to me and involved drastic reductions in services to this community. Making
$9 million ofpermanent reductions to the General Fund would equate to eliminating an additional 90

employees. Reductions of this magnitude would be felt by every citizen and would involve a major
reengineering of City services. The quality of life in this reengineered City would not be what I
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envisioned for our citizens. Therefore, I chose instead to rely once more on one-time money in order to

buy more time for revenues to realign with our expenditures.

Wastewater Fund
Wastewater Fund revenues come from monthly service charges to residents at rates established by the

City Council. Total revenue for FY 13-14 is estimated to be $48.4 million includiug a planned rate

increase of6% that will take efl:ect July 1,2013. This rate increase will be used to pay debt service costs.

Wastewater Capital Improvement Program expenses from FY 13-14 are projected to be $64 million and

are in addition to the annual operating and debt service expenses. These expenses include the third of

fOUT years' construction costs for the Wastewater Tertiary Phase 2 Treatment Plant which is anticipated to

cost $128 million and will enable the City to comply with its new National Pollutant Discharge

Elimination Permit (NPDES) in FY 2016. The City has secured a State Revolving Fund low interest rate

loan to fund the majority ofthe construction costs ofthis project.

The Wastewater Fund provides wastewater services to customers in the Cities ofModesto, Empire and a

portion of Ceres. This service area equates to over 200,000 residents. The system consists of

approximately 70 miles oftrunk lines, 670 miles of sanitary lines and 40 wastewater lift

stations. Wastewater is treated at the Sutter Primary Treatment Plant and the Jennings Secondary

Treatment Plant.

Water Fund
The City's collects monthly service charges from the resideuts within our service area, which represeut

the primary source ofrevenues for the Fund. For FY 13-14, revenues are projected to be $56 million with

an anticipated iuflationary rate iucrease of23%.

The capital replacement program for the water utility system in FY 13-J4 is projected to be $19.9 mill ion

and includes major capital projects for dowastrearn improvements related to Modesto Regional Water

Treatment Plant - Phase 2 Expansion (MRWTP), the strengthening and replacement ofvarious

components ofthe water system, state-mandated water meter installation and wellhead treatment. These

projects are funded through the existing revenue stream generated from monthly service charges.

The FY!3-14 Water Fuud budget does not have any capital expenditures related to the MRWfP, which

historically have been paid for by the Modesto Irrigation District (MID) and funded through long-tenn

financing by MID and the City under a treatment and delivery project. Soon after taking the office of

Mayor, I faced the significant challenge of resolving disputes related to this plant. Due to significant

construction deficieucies, the MRWTP remains uouoperational with most ofthe long-term financing

depleted. Over the last year, Councilmember Cogdill and ! have been engaged in negotiations with MID

to find a cost-effective solution to this situation. I am happy to say that MID and the City have reached

settlement agreements with the parties responsible for the deficiencies. We have also reached agreement

with MID on several significant construction issues and work on the new plant has recommenced. There

are still several issnes to be resolved and we continue to discuss cost impacts with MID. I am hopeful

that MID and the City will find a mutually agreeable solution to these issues prior to the plant's
completion.

The City provides drinking water to residents in the areas ofModesto, Empire, Salida, Waterford,

Hickman, Grayson, Del Rio, parts ofCeres and Turlock, and County areas adjacent to the City system

equating to approximately 250,000 residents. Water Fund expenses for its day-to-day operatious includes

employee salaries, chemicals for treating water, power for pumping water and water purchases.
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Closing Remarks
I would like to thank those responsible for the preparation oft!>is year's proposed budget. This document
represents a tremendous amount of work by the City's department directors and key members oftheir
staff. Special thanks go to the City's budget staff, which spent cmmtless hours developing this budget
into a single working document. I would also like to thank the City Manager, Deputy City Manager and
City Council for their leadership throughout this process.

! am recommending that the Finance Committee forward my Proposed FYI3-14 budget to the full City
Council for approval. I believe the Finance Committee, City Council and City Management have more to
do. We must strategically attack our funding issues. We need to be creative in looking at our problems
and finding new solutions, One of the greatest inventors of our lifetime said, "Creativity is just

connecting Ihings. When you ask creative people how they did something, theyfeel a little guilty because
they didn 'I reafly do it, Ihey just saw something. It seemed obvious to them after a while. "_. Sieve Jobs,
Together, let's look for the obvious and find creative ways to expand revenues, deliver services, and
better meet the community's needs!

Sincerely,

,~~
ad Marsh ~

M yor, City ofModesto
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-227

A RESOLUTION AMENDING THE FY 2013-2014 POSITION ALLOCATION
TO MODIFY THE POSITION ALLOCATION FOR PARKS, RECREATION
AND NEIGHBORHOODS DEPARTMENT FOR ITS RE-ORGANIZATION AS
PART OF THE ADDENDUM TO THE FY 2013-2014 CITY OF MODESTO
OPERATING BUDGET SHOWN IN EXHIBIT 5

WHEREAS, Parks, Recreation and Neighborhoods has identified the need for a

departmental re-organization, which has been approved as part of the Mayor's Proposed

Budget and moved on to City Council for approval, and

WHEREAS, this departmental re-organization requires multiple amendments to

position allocation which are detailed in Exhibit 5 numbers 3 through IS, and

WHEREAS, the budgetary changes have been accounted for in the Fiscal Year

2013-2014 City of Modesto Operating Budgets, and

WHEREAS, none of these positions were included as part of the position

allocation document presented in the Mayor's Proposed Budget for Fiscal Year 2013-

2014, but are identified as part of the Proposed Operating Budget Addendum for Fiscal

Year 2013-2014 (Exhibit 5),

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves amending the Position Allocation to make the modifications to the

Fiscal Year 2013-2014 Parks, Recreation and Neighborhoods position allocation to carry

out its departmental re-organization.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Director of Human Resources, or his

designee, is hereby authorized to implement the provisions of this resolution.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 11 th day of June, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Gunderson,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

ATTEST:

By:~~~~~~~=-=-_____
SUSANA
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Exhibit 5 - Proposed Operating Budget Addendum

Fiscal Year 2013-14
Proposed Operating Budget Addendum

1. Amend the operating budget to add funding for one new .50 Administrative Office
Assistant III to Risk Management Administration (5310-03310). The salary for
this new position will be approved at $22,692 and benefits of $9,077. The
existing part-time salary budget in cost center 03310 will be decreased by
$19,020.

2. Amend the operating budget to move the Information Technology rate holiday
reduction in revenues of $500,001 from cost center 07410-Network Data Center
to cost center 07510-Technology and Equipment Replacement.

3. Amend the position allocation to add one (1.0) new Maintenance Worker II to
PRN Mary E. Grogan Community Park (0100-35160) and amend the budget to
add $209,000 in expenditure and revenues as part of the Parks, Recreation and
Neighborhoods Re-organization.

4. Amend the position allocation to reduce one (1.0) Recreation Program Manager
and add one (1.0) Recreation Supervisor II to PRN Recreation Administration
(0100-33030) as part of the Parks, Recreation and Neighborhoods Re­
organization. The budgets have been adjusted as part of Mayor's Proposed
Budget.

5. Amend the position allocation to reduce one (1.0) Recreation Coordinator in PRN
Sports and Aquatics Services (0100-33130) as part of the Parks, Recreation and
Neighborhoods Re-organization. The budgets have been adjusted as part of
Mayor's Proposed Budget.

6. Amend the position allocation to reduce one (1.0) Operations Crew Leader and
add one (1.0) Building Maintenance Technician to PRN City 10th Street Place
JPA Operations Services (5810-36010) as part of the Parks, Recreation and
Neighborhoods Re-organization. The existing salary budget in cost center 36010
will be decreased by $7,664.

7. Amend the position allocation to add one (1.0) Maintenance Worker II to PRN
City 10th Street Place JPA Operations Services (5810-36010) as part ofthe
Parks, Recreation and Neighborhoods Re-organization. The existing salary
budget in cost center 36010 will be increased by $7,618.



Exhibit 5 - Proposed Operating Budget Addendum

8. Amend the position allocation to add one (1.0) Maintenance Worker II to PRN
Graffiti Abatement (0100-35170) as part of the Parks, Recreation and
Neighborhoods Re-organization. The budgets have been adjusted as part of
Mayor's Proposed Budget.

9. Amend the position allocation to reduce one (0.8) Administrative Analyst II and
add one (0.8) Management Analyst to PRN Building Administration (5800-35120)
as part of the Parks, Recreation and Neighborhoods Re-organization. The
existing salary budget in cost center 35120 will be increased by $8,000 which will
be offset by an increase to Direct Charge revenue in the same amount.

10.Amend the position allocation to reduce one (1.0) Housing Finance Specialist
and add one (1.0) Administrative Analyst II to PRN CDBG Housing Rehabilitation
(1130-38400) as part of the Parks, Recreation and Neighborhoods Re­
organization. The existing salary budget in cost center 38400 will be decreased
by $1 ,835.

11.Amend the position allocation to reduce one (1.0) Senior Administrative Office
Assistant (Conf) and add one (1.0) Administrative Office Assistant II to PRN
Historical Properties (0100-34110) as part of the Parks, Recreation and
Neighborhoods Re-organization. The budgets have been adjusted as part of
Mayor's Proposed Budget.

12.Amend the position allocation to increase the allocation for one (0.75) Exhibits
Coordinator to one (1.0) Exhibits Coordinator in PRN Historical Properties (0100-
34110) as part of the Parks, Recreation and Neighborhoods Re-organization.
The budgets have been adjusted as part of Mayor's Proposed Budget.

13.Amend the position allocation to add one (1.0) Community Forestry Operations
Supervisor to PRN Community Forestry (0100-35010) as part of the Parks,
Recreation and Neighborhoods Re-organization. The budgets have been
adjusted as part of Mayor's Proposed Budget.

14.Amend the position allocation to add one (1.0) Administrative Office Assistant I to
PRN Solid Waste Management (4891-37025) as part of the Parks, Recreation
and Neighborhoods Re-organization. The existing salary and benefit budget in
cost center 37025 will be increased by $45,076.

15.Amend the position allocation to reduce one (1.0) Parks Project Coordinator and
add one (1.0) Parks Planning and Development Manager to PRN - Parks



Exhibit 5 - Proposed Operating Budget Addendum

Planning and Development (0100-32020) as part of the Parks, Recreation and
Neighborhoods Re-organization. The budgets have been adjusted as part of
Mayor's Proposed Budget.

16.Amend the operating budget in PRN HUD/RDA Housing Administration (1130-
38100) to unfund the HUD Manager position for Fiscal Year 2013-2014. The
position allocation will not be removed through this action just the funding for the
position as it is currently vacant. The existing salary and benefit expenses will be
decreased in cost center 38100 by $104,521.

17.Amend the operating budget to increase the transfer out from the Solid Waste
Fund to the General Fund in the amount of $570,983. A portion of this transfer
will be used to completely fund the increased costs of the additional Community
Forestry Operations Supervisor in PRN Community Forestry (0100-35010).



MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-228

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING SUBMISSION OF THE CITY'S
TRANSPORTATION DEVELOPMENT ACT TRANSIT CLAIM FOR FISCAL
YEAR 2013 - 2014 TO THE STANISLAUS COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS IN
THE AMOUNT OF $7,286,725

WHEREAS, the greatest portion ofthe City's funding for the Transit Service

Program is made available under the Transportation Development Act (TDA), which

includes Local Transportation Fund (LTF) funds and State Transit Assistance (STA)

funds, and

WHEREAS, the Stanislaus Council ofGovernments (StanCOG) has informed the

Finance Department that LTF funds have been apportioned by the State to StanCOG for

allocation to public transit agencies pursuant to Articles 4 and 8 of Chapter 4 of the

California Public Utilities Code (PUC), and

WHEREAS, the City has prepared its IDA claim for Fiscal Year 2013-2014

pursuant to these sections of the California PUC, and

WHEREAS, the City's Transit TDA Claim for Fiscal Year 2013-2014 is

$7,286,725 and

WHEREAS, the total Transit Operating Budget for Fiscal Year 2013-2014 is

$16,670,632 and

WHEREAS, Council action authorizing submission of the Claim is required by

StanCOG pursuant to Section 99261 of the California PUC before any IDA funding can

be released to the City

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City ofModesto

that it hereby approves submission of the TDA transit claim for Fiscal Year 2013-2014 to

StanCOG in the amount of $7,286,725.

061l1f20131PWIFCavanahiitem 21 2013·228



The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of the

City of Modesto held on the 11 th day ofJune, 2013, by Councilmember Burnside, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Muratore,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

By: --------r+~~~-------------­
SUSAN
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-229

RESOLUTION ACCEPTING WITH REGRET THE RESIGNATION OF
DONALD BORGWARDT FROM THE HOUSING REHABILITATION LOAN
COMMITTEE

WHEREAS, Don Borgwardt was appointed a member of the Housing

Rehabilitation Loan Committee on March 24,2009, and

WHEREAS, Don Borgwardt has tendered his resignation from the Housing

Rehabilitation Loan Committee, and

NOW, THERFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the resignation of Don Borgwardt

from the Housing Rehabilitation Loan Committee be, and hereby is accepted with regret.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Council of the City of Modesto, on its

own behalf, and on behalf of the citizens ofthe City, hereby expresses its sincere

appreciation to Don Borgwardt for his service to the community.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a meeting ofthe Council of the City of

Modesto held on the 25th day of June, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who moved its

adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Gunderson, was upon

roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

By: ____~~~~----~__----
LCALA WOOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-230

RESOLUTION ACCEPTING WITH REGRET THE RESIGNATION OF
ALEXANDRA J. HOFFMANN FROM THE HOUSING REHABILITATION
LOAN COMMITTEE

WHEREAS, Alexandra J. Hoffmann was appointed a member of the Housing

Rehabilitation Loan Committee on January 1,2009, and

WHEREAS, Alexandra J. Hoffinann has tendered her resignation from the

Housing Rehabilitation Loan Committee, and

NOW, THERl;ORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the resignation of Alexandra J.

Hoffinann from the Housing Rehabilitation Loan Committee be, and hereby is accepted

with regret.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Council of the City of Modesto, on its

own behalf, and on behalf of the citizens of the City, hereby expresses its sincere

appreciation to Alexandra J. Hoffman for her service to the community.

06125/20 I3lPR&N/JHannonlItem 1 2013-230



The foregoing resolution was introduced at a meeting of the Council of the City of

Modesto held on the 25th day of June, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who moved its

adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Gunderson, was upon

roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

By:
SUSA

06125120131PR&N/lliannorultem 1

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

ATTEST:
TE LOPEZ,c,,~

2 2013-230



MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-231

A RESOLUTION APPROVING AN AGREEMENT FOR THE ACQUISITION OF
RIGHT OF WAY FOR A PORTION OF REAL PROPERTY AT 2701 KODIAK
DRIVE BETWEEN ROSELLE AVENUE AND OAKDALE ROAD AT LINCOLN
OAK DRIVE, ASSESSOR'S PARCEL NUMBER 077-009-042; AND
AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO EXECUTE
ALL NECESSARY DOCUMENTS

WHEREAS, per the Village One Precise Plans #18 and #19, the City Council

approved a roundabout at the KodiaklLincoln Oak intersection, and

WHEREAS, in order to construct this roundabout, right of way was needed from

the Sylvan Union School District, and

WHEREAS, the $500 purchase ofadditional right of way was approved by the

Sylvan Union School District on February 5, 20l3, in order to accommodate the

construction ofa roundabout, and

WHEREAS, funding, in the amount of $500, for the Right-of-Way Acquisition

for a portion of real property at 2701 Kodiak Drive between Roselle Avenue and Oakdale

Road at Lincoln Oak Drive, is budgeted in the Surface Transportation Fund Traffic

Engineering-Professional Services 1700-14510-53300 account, and

WHEREAS, the City Council approved the Roundabout Policy at their September

7,2004, meeting by Resolution 2004-451.

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves accepting an agreement for the acquisition ofright of way for a

portion of real property at 2701 Kodiak Drive between Roselle Avenue and Oakdale

Road at Lincoln Oak Drive, Assessor's Parcel Number 077-009-042.
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BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute all necessary documents.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 25th day of June, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Muratore,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES:

NOES:

ABSENT:

(SEAL)

Councilmembers:

Councilmembers:

Councilmembers:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

By: -SU-SA~N~A~~0L~~~~~----
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-232

RESOLUTION APPROVING AN AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE CITY OF
MODESTO AND THE COUNTY OF STANISLAUS FOR THE DEVELOPMENT
OF THE AIRPORT NEIGHBORHOOD URBAN GREENING MASTER PLAN
AND AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO
EXECUTE THE AGREEMENT

WHEREAS, the City of Modesto supported the County of Stanislaus in its

application to the State of California Urban Greening Grant Program, and

WHEREAS, the County of Stanislaus was successful in its application and was

awarded a grant for the development of the Airport Neighborhood Urban Greening

Master Plan, and

WHEREAS, the County of Stanislaus is desirous ofhaving staff from the City of

Modesto perform specific services as identified in Exhibit A, and

WHEREAS, the City of Modesto will be reimbursed on a quarterly basis for staff

time spent on the project up to a total compensation of $1 00,004, and

WHEREAS, the City of Modesto and County of Stanislaus are desirous to

complete the Airport Neighborhood Urban Greening Master Plan, and

WHEREAS, there is no additional fiscal impact to the City's General Fund.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves an agreement between the City of Modesto and the County of

Stanislaus for the development of the Airport Neighborhood Urban Greening Master

Plan.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute the agreement.

06/25/2013IPR&NlLHolt/]tem 6 2013·232



The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 25th day of June, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Muratore,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

By:
~----~~~~----~-----------CALA WOOD, City Attorney

0612512013/PR&NlLHolt/Item 6 2 2013-232



EXHIBIT A - AIRPORT NEIGHBORHOOD URBAN GREENING MASTER PLAN
SCOPE OF WORK

Element 1: Goals and Objectives ofPlan

Overview: The first element of the Plan will allow the grant partners to review the Work Plan
and formalize a summary of the goals and objectives of the Plan for inclusion in the documents.
The Strategic Growth Council's definition of a healthy community will provide the framework
for the goals and objectives of the Plan: To promote a sustainable Airport Neighborhood by
creating a plan that meets the basic needs of all residents, ensures quality and sustainability of
the environment, provides for adequate levels of economic and social development, and assures
social relationships that are supportive and respectful.

Goals: To finalize the goals and objectives for inclusion in the Plan Introduction

• Task 1: Modesto, Stanislaus County and Tuolumne River Trust grant staff will meet to
come up with a draft ofthe goals and objectives of the Plan

• Task 2: Draft of the goals and objectives will be brought before the Airport
Neighborhood Collaborative for input and approval

• Task 3: Amend and finalize goals and objectives

Resources: City of Modesto Planning Staff, County Planning Staff, Tuolumne River Trust, City
of Modesto Parks Staff, Strategic Growth Council Resource Documents, Airport Neighborhood
Collaborative

Element 2: Existing Conditions and Needs Assessment

Overview: Analyze the baseline conditions of the Neighborhood by gathering existing data and
combining it with local community knowledge. Display data in both narrative format and with
mappmg.

Goals: To finalize the goals and objectives for inclusion in the Plan Introduction

• Task 1: Gather data from the Stanislaus County RST Greenhouse gas Inventory and GIS
Data project, create a Neighborhood Inventory of existing baseline conditions, including
greenhouse gas levels, crime rates

• Task 2: Inventory existing infrastructure, including stormwater systems, sewer, water,
sidewalks, lighting, landscaping, parks, alleys and MID canal laterals

• Task 3: Gather household demographic data from the 2010 Census, including income
and poverty levels, unemployment rate, age, race, ethnicity,sex, household size, etc.

• Task 4: Review existing documents that assess community needs, including City of
Modesto and Stanislaus County's Airport Neighborhood Revitalization Strategies and
Revitalization Plans

• Task 5: Review baseline data included within assessments completed for the Tuolumne
River, including the Tuolumne River Regional Parks Master Plan, The Lower Tuolumne
River Parkway: A Framework for the Future and Habitat Restoration Plan for the Lower
Tuolumne River Corridor (Restoration Plan)
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• Task 6: Review HSA Community Health Document to draw obesity, diabetes and
asthma rates in the County

• Task 7: Prepare draft baseline inventory narrative
• Task 8: Map draft baseline data
• Task 9: Present baseline data to the Airport Neighborhood Collaborative and Built

Environment Advisory Committee
• Task 10: Amend and Finalize baseline inventory narrative and mapping for inclusion in

the Plan

Resources: City of Modesto Plauning Staff, County Planning Staft~ Tuolumne River Trust, City
of Modesto Parks Staff, Local and Regional Assessment Documents, Stanislaus County RST
Greenhouse Gas Inventory and GIS Data, Census 20 I0, Airport Neighborhood Collaborative,
Built Environment Advisory Committee

Element 3: Assessment ofStorm Water Run-offSystem Options

Overview: The specific intent of this element is to determine the comprehensive storm water
needs for the Airport Neighborhood and to provide a strategy for upgrading storm drainage
facilities. The recommended target tasks will be used for storm water run-off analysis and the
development of possible solutions and recommendations for dealing with the storm run-off,
including a drain system, basins/open space and/or bio-swales/green belts.

Goals: As a whole, the Plan will focus on creating solutions for reducing greenhouse gas
emissions, increasing urban greening, decreasing air and water pollution, reducing the
consumption of natural resources and energy, increase the reliability of local water supplies and
to improve community health and public access to green spaces. As part of a multi-discipline
effort, the storm drainage solution can enhance livability and sustainability through the effective
use of best-management practices (BMP). BMP's can include curbless gutters that drain into
native grasses which would help capture and slow down runoff and recharge groundwater, while
others utilize pervious pavements to reduce urban runoff. Additionally, street trees can be an
effective method of reducing urban runoff, heat island effects and as a store ofcarbon.

• Task 1: Collect Existing Records
a. Collect and research any existing records (as-builts) that might be used to identifY

any existing storm water facilities.
b. Contact all affected utility companies to collect information that will be used in

determining any possible conflicts with the existing utilities.
c. IdentifY any existing storm water inflow locations, and corresponding inflow rates

(cfs), from adjoining land areas.
d. IdentifY existing conditions and constrains related to the storm water run-off.

o Task 2: Hydrological Map
a. IdentifY and define target area for the storm system feasibility study.
b. Conduct a topographical survey to gather relevant information that will be used

for defming the water shed area (hydrological contributory area). The water shed
area will be used for determining storm water system demands. This task shall
produce drainage maps and identifY any inflow locations from neighboring land
parcels.
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c. Collect information on the existing and proposed land types/uses for the purposes
of sub-dividing overall water shed map into sub areas with unique run-off
coefficients.

• Task 3: Method Selection
a. Analyze existing conditions and determine most practical direction for the storm

water system retrofit study.
b. Determine appropriate hydrological model and method to be used for the study.
c. Determine appropriate flood period for the hydrology study (50-year or lOO-year

flood).
d. Determine an engineering approach for analyzing existing drainage conditions

and developing ideas for future storm drainage solutions.
e. Incorporate BMP's into the storm drainage solution to complement and augment

the Urban Greening Master Plan for the Airport District.
f. IdentifY with Planners, those solutions that best fit with the "greening" ofthe

Airport District.
• Task 4: Hydrology Study

a. Calculate the amount of storm water run-off (cfs) from the adjoining properties.
b. Research and collect any reference charts that will be used for calculating run-off

from a maximum storm event.
c. Perform appropriate hydrology calculations consistent with previously determined

study method.
d. In addition, this task shall compare the existing storm run-off and post­

development storm water run-off.
• Task 5: Drainage Study

a. Assess options for disposing water from storm water run-off, with an emphasis on
sustainability, urban greening and ground water recharge.

b. Perform storm drain sizing calculations for the various options.
c. Develop possible alternatives for storm water storage and/or disposal including

determining possible discharge locationls and/or recharge locations.
d. Determine most practicallocations/s for storm basin retentionldetention.
e. If any storm basins are to be used for handling storm water run-off, perform

percolation tests at the site/s of the proposed basinls. In addition, perform borings
at the proposed basin locations to take soil core samples for the purposes of
analyzing the underlying strata.

f. IdentifY potential BMP's for reducing urban runoff and implement the greening
master plan.

e Task 6: System Feasibility
a. Determine the engineering support costs for the project.
b. Determine possible sources for financing the required tasks.
c. Develop and approximate timeline for the proposed services.
d. Prepare an engineer's report for development of a Community Service Area

benefit district for the maintenance ofthe proposed improvements.

Resources: City and County Public Works Engineering and Project Management Staff

Element 4: Green Space Analysis (plant Palette, Connectivity andPublic Access)
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Overview: Utilizing the baseline data a green space analysis will be conducted to establish paths
of green space connectivity to maximize existing green space and provide for additional and
easily accessed public use. The plant palette for the Airport Neighborhood Urban Greening
Master Plan will primarily draw upon locally native plants, which are best adapted to local
climate and soil conditions. The plant palettes from nearby park and habitat restoration projects
provide an easy an obvious source list for plants that could be used in the Airport Neighborhood.

Goals: To create a plant palette for use in future Airport Neighborhood projects and to create an
Airport Neighborhood Green Space Plan for inclusion in the Plan Introduction

• Task 1: Prepare a draft plant palette, drawing on plant palettes from nearby park and
habitat restoration projects

• Task 2: Stakeholder review (including the Airport Land Use Commission) of the draft
plant palette

• Task 3: Prepare final plant palette
• Task 4: Utilize baseline inventory to analyze potential for connections between existing

green spaces
• Task 5: Prepare a cost and benefit analysis for potential connections, including

infrastructure required for construction (water, sidewalk, storm drain, etc.), plant palette
selection, stakeholder participation needed and impacts on stormwater and pedestrian and
bicycle transportation for various connections

• Task 6: Prepare a draft Green Space Plan
• Task 7: Get community and stakeholder input on the draft plan
• Task 8: Amend and Finalize Green Space plan

Resources: Baseline Inventory, Previous Habitat and Restoration Plant Palettes, Airport Land
Use Commission, Airport Neighborhood Collaborative

Element .5: IdentiJY Barriers and Opportunities for Improving Physical Health in the
Community

Overview: As an agency whose purpose is to promote public health, Stanislaus County's Health
Services Agency has been actively collaborating with City and County staff to incorporate issues
of public health into the planning process. With 60% of adults in Stanislaus County suffering
from being overweight or obese, a lack of access to healthy foods and a built environment that
facilitates physical activity have become the focal points of HSA's efforts to combat this
widespread health epidemic. Obesity, which leads to diabetes and other chronic diseases, is
preventable through education, planning, the built environment and multi-disciplinary
collaboration. HSA's Built Environment Advisory Committee works to implement issues of
health into Planning efforts. This element will assist in that effort.

Goals: To Assess Barriers to improving Physical Health in the Airport Neighborhood and to
Establish potential Solutions to those Barriers

• Task 1: Utilize baseline inventory data to establish barriers to improving physical health
in the Airport Neighborhood
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• Task 2: Collect community input regarding Neighborhood barriers to increased physical
activity, use of public spaces and access to healthy foods and potential solutions

• Task 3: Prepare draft Strategy for Improving Physical Health for the Airport
Neighborhood

.. Task 4: Present Strategy for Improving Physical Health for the Airport Neighborhood to
the Airport Neighborhood Collaborative and to the Bnilt Environment Advisory
Committee for input

• Task 5: Amend and Finalize Strategy for Improving Physical Health for the Airport
Neighborhood

Resources: Baseline Inventory, Community Input, Built Environment Advisory Committee,
Airport Neighborhood Collaborative

Element 6: "Complete Streets" Design (Inclusive ofSafe Routes to Scho.olAnalysis)

Overview: Based on the City of Modesto downtown model, new standards for streets following
multi-modal, complete-streets principles will be evaluated. The effort involves developing new
street sections, street furniture, bus canopy design, and tree options, to be implemented with
future projects.

Goals: To create a Complete Streets Design for the Airport Neighborhood for inclusion in the
Plan

.. Task 1: Review other jurisdiction's Complete Streets design and implementation efforts

.. Task 2: Analyze main arterials of focus

.. Task 3: Review baseline infrastructure inventory
• Task 4: Collect community input regarding the safety ofroutes to school
.. Task 5: Prepare draft of safe routes to school
.. Task 6: Utilize Landscape Architect to prepare draft street view and safe routes to school

drawings and design
.. Task 7: Get community input on draft complete streets and safe routes to school designs
• Task 8: Amend and finalize complete street design for Airport Neighborhood

Resources: Baseline Infrastructure Inventory, Charlas Comunitarias, Airport Neighborhood
Collaborative, Landscape Architect, City and County Public Works, Other Jurisdiction's
Complete Streets and Safe Routes to School Projects

Elemeut 7: Integration ofUrban Greening Principles into Existing Projects

Overview: Investigate the potential for integrating Urban Greening into the existing or projected
projects, such as City of Modesto's Empire Avenue and Community Center projects

Goals: To Assess potential for the integration of the Airport Urban Greening Master Plan into
Existing or Projected Projects

• Task 1: Inventory existing or projected projects
.. Task 2: Provide inventory to Airport Taskforce for input
.. Task 3: Meet with project Stakeholders regarding the Plan
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• Task 4: Summarize potential projects that may be able to integrate urban greening
principles

Resources: Baseline Inventory, Plant Palette, Green Space Plan, Complete Street Design,
Stormwater Options, Stakeholders, Airport Taskforce

Element 8: Identification and Prioritization o/Potential Projects

Overview: This element will identify potential projects drawing from all of the work completed
within the previous elements. Projects may include bike path park connectors and greening,
street greening and beautification, Community Garden space, improving safety through greening,
community participatory design opportunities.

Goals: To identify, prioritize and create designs and graphics for potential projects for the
implementation ofthe Plan.

e Task 1: Analyze Baseline Inventory, Plant Palette, Green Space Plan, Complete Street
Design, Stormwater Options

• Task 2: Create list with details of potential projects
• Task 3: Community and Stakeholder review (including the Airport Land Use

Commission) of potential projects
• Task 4: Prioritize projects based offofcommunity input, and existing guidance within

County and City Airport Neighborhood Revitalization Plans and Strategies, Consolidated
Plans, Implementation Plans and Genera.! Plans

• Task 5: Design projects based around the Airport Neighborhood Plant Palette, identified
stormwater options, complete streets design, fire and building codes, city and County
Ordinances, Tuolumne River Resource Management Guides, Public Works Standards
and Specifications and Park's Best Management Practices to design projects and any
other applicable resource guidance documents

• Task 6: Utilize Landscape Architect to complete project design and to produce project
graphics

• Task 7: Community and Stakeholder review ofdraft project design
• Task 8: Amend project design accordingly

Resources: Plant Palette, Stormwater Options, Complete Streets Design, Resource Management
Guides, County and City Community Development Guiding Documents, City and County
General Plans and Ordinances, Airport Land Use Commission, Airport Neighborhood
Collaborative, Airport Taskforce, Landscape Architect

Element C): Evaluation andAssessment 0/Financing Options for Planning, Construction and
on-goingOperatio:n .andMaintenance.Cos4. o/ldentlftedProjects

Overview: City and County Public Works and County Planning Staff will evaluate potential
financing options for the identified Plan projects, including planning, construction and on-going
operation and maintenance costs.

Goals: To establish a list of financing options and their associated feasibility
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• Task 1: Research capital projects financing options
• Task 2: Prepare cost estimates for identified projects for planning, construction and on-

going O&M costs
• Task 3: Assess community willingness to support financing of projects
• Task 4: Conduct outreach to potential financing prutners
• Task 5: Identify match funding opportunities
• Task 6: Analyze pros and cons of each option in terms of feasibility for the identified

projects
• Task 7: Prepare report on financing options
• Task 8: Re-evaluate project priorities based on their financing feasibility

Resources: Capital Project Financing Research, Community Assessment, County Public Works,
County Planning Staff

Element 10: Assessment ofProject Compliance with Federal, State and Local Regulations, as
well as with Existing Resources Management Plans and the State's Planning Priorities

Overview: This element is intended to ensure the draft Plan's compliance with local, State and
Federal regulations, as well as with resource management guidelines and the State's planning
priorities.

Goals: To ensure Plan compliance

• Task 1: Review Airport Neighborhood Urban Greening Master Plan in terms of
compliance with State AB32, SB275, AB881, Strategic Growth Council planning
priorities, Federal Community Development Progrrun Codes, City and County General
Plans, Airport Land Use Commission Plan, Airport Revitalization Strategies and Plans,
City and County Ordinances, Fire Code, Building Code and Resource Management
Guides

• Task 2: Amend the Plan according to fmdings

Resources: Local, State and Federal codes, regulations and guides, City and County Planning
Staff

Element 11: Development ofImplementation Strategiesfor Identified Projects

Overview: This element is intended to establish best practices for implementation of the plan, in
terms of inter-agency cooperation, timing and fmancing of projects and stakeholder and
community engagement

Goals: To establish best practices for multi-jurisdictional implementation, project timelines and
projected financing for project construction and operations and maintenance costs

• Task 1: Develop Best Practices for on-going multi-jurisdictional cooperation, including
adoption ofthe Plan by Modesto City Council and the Stanislaus County Board of
Supervisors, and for maintaining partnerships between jurisdictions throughout the
implementation of the Plan's projects
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• Task 2: Assign projected timelines, financing and leveraging sources and amounts, list
stakeholders required for construction, establish estimates for on-going maintenance and
operations costs, water sources and entity responsible for maintenance for each identified
project

• Task 3: Develop list of existing partners and stakeholder groups
• Task 4: Establish best practices for the continued engagement ofexisting community

members and stakeholder groups and methods for establishing new community and
stakeholder partnerships to advocate for and assist with project implementation

Resources: Financial Analysis of Projects, City and County Plauning Staff, Tuolumne River
Trust, Airport Neighborhood Collaborative, Community-based Organizations

Element 12: Development ofStakeholder and Community Outreach and Engagement
Strategies for Long-term Community Participation and Empowerment.

Overview: With assistance from existing community-based organizations that are active in the
Airport Neighborhood, the community outreach and community engagement strategies of the
Plan are anticipated to transfonn community participation into community empowennent.
Educating residents on how to work from the planning process to project implementation can
ultimately transfonn residents into citizens. Some existing examples of this type of work that
will be incorporated into the Plan include:

Goals: To create best practices and strategies for lasting and meaningful community
participations, education, and engagement.

• Task 1: Research on existing community empowennent strategies
• Task 2: Develop Best Practices for community participation and empowennent
• Task 3: Identify lead community-based organizations to act as a liaison between the

community and those overseeing project implementation of the Plan
• Task 4: Identify opportunities for community participation in the implementation of the

Plan
• Task 5: Identify needs for community and youth education and outreach regarding urban

greening, climate change and the Tuolumne River ecosystem (begin with the existing
Tuolumne River Trust's Tuolumne River Adventure Club program)

• Task 5: Summarize findings in a narrative

Resources: Community Empowennent Strategies, Tuolumne River Trust, County planning
Staff, City Parks Staff, Airport Neighborhood Collaborative

Exhibit A - Airport Neighborhood Urban Greening Master Plan - Scope of Work
81Page



MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-233

RESOLUTION APPROVING PLANS AND SPECIFICATIONS FOR THE
RENOVATION OF TENNIS COURTS AT MODESTO HIGH SCHOOL
PROJECT, ACCEPTING THE BID, AND APPROVING AN AGREEMENT
WITH DOUG ROSS, INC. DBA CENTRAL VALLEY ASPHALT, OF LINDSAY,
CA, FOR AN ESTIMATED TOTAL COST OF $159,965.95, AND AUTHORIZING
THE CITY MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO EXECUTE THE CONTRACT

WHEREAS, plans and specifications have been prepared for the Renovation of

Tennis Courts at Modesto High School project and City staffrecomrnends approval by

the City Council, and

WHEREAS, the bids received for the Renovation of Tennis Courts at Modesto

High School project were opened at II :00 a.m., on June 4, 2013, and later tabulated by

the Director of Parks, Recreation and Neighborhoods for the consideration of the

Council, and

WHEREAS, the Director ofParks, Recreation and Neighborhoods Department

has recommended the bid of$159,965.95 received from Doug Ross, Inc. dba Central

Valley Asphalt of Lindsay, CA be accepted as the lowest responsible bid and the contract

be awarded to Doug Ross, Inc. dba Central Valley Asphalt.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves the plans and specifications for the Renovation of Tennis Courts

at Modesto High School project, accepts the bid of Doug Ross, Inc. dba Central Valley

Asphalt of Lindsay, CA in the amount of$159,965.95, and awards Doug Ross, Inc. dba

Central Valley Asphalt the contract for the Renovation of Tennis Courts at Modesto high

Schoo!.
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BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute a contract.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 25th day of June, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Muratore,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

~~~=--:-:----
LCALA WOOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-234

RESOLUTION ACCEPTING THE WORK BY HARRIS BUILDERS, INC., OF
HILMAR, CA FOR THE AIRPORT NEIGHBORHOOD COMMUNITY CENTER
AS COMPLETE AND AUTHORIZING THE CITY CLERK TO FILE A NOTICE
OF COMPLETION WITH THE STANISLAUS COUNTY RECORDER UPON
RECEIPT OF APPROVED BOND, AND AUTHORIZING FINAL PAYMENT IN
ACCORDANCE WITH THE CONTRACT

WHEREAS, a report has been filed by the Director, Parks, Recreation and

Neighborhoods Department that the Airport Neighborhoods Community Center project

has been completed by Harris Builders, Inc., of Hilmar CA in accordance with the contract

agreement, and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that the Airport Neighborhood Community Center Project is hereby accepted as complete

from said contractor Harris Builders, Inc., of Hilmar, CA, and the City Clerk is authorized

to file a Notice of Completion with the Stanislaus County Recorder upon receipt of

approved Bond, and that final payment is authorized in accordance with the contract.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 25 th day of June, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Burnside,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez, Mayor Marsh

None

Cogdill, Muratore

By: -=~~~~~~~~-=__~____
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-235

RESOLUTION APPROVING A LEASE AGREEMENT WITH NEW CINGULAR
WIRELESS PCS, LLC, A DELAWARE LIMITED LIABILITY COMPANY, FOR
AN INITIAL TERM OF FIVE (5) YEARS WITH THREE (3) ADDITIONAL
FIVE-YEAR (5) RENEWAL TERMS, FOR INSTALLATION OF CELLULAR
TELEPHONE EQUIPMENT AT THE SUTTER AVENUE WASTEWATER
TREATMENT FACILITY AND AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER, OR
HIS DESIGNEE, TO EXECUTE THE LEASE AGREEMENT AND
MEMORANDUM OF LEASE

WHEREAS, New Cingular Wireless PCS, LLC desires to install cellular telephone

equipment at the Sutter Avenue Wastewater Treatment Facility for an initial term offive (5)

years with three (3) additional five-year (5) renewal terms, and

WHEREAS, the City of Modesto is willing to allow New Cingular Wireless PCS, LLC to

install cellular telephone antennas on the existing communications tower at the Sutter Avenue

Wastewater Treatment Facility for the sum of$I,800 per month for the first year of the lease,

and will increase rent by 3% each year thereafter over the rent paid during the previous year, and

WHEREAS in addition to the antennas, the project will also construct a building

enclosing the electronic cellular equipment and the building will also provide laboratory and

storage space for the City's use at no cost to the City, and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City ofModesto

that it hereby approves a Lease Agreement with New Cingular Wireless PCS, LLC, a

Delaware Limited Liability Company, for an initial term of five (5) years with three (3)

additional five-year (5) renewal terms, for installation ofcellular telephone equipment at

the Sutter Avenue Wastewater Treatment Facility.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute the Lease Agreement and Memorandum of Lease.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of the

City of Modesto held on the 25th of June, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who moved

its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Muratore, was upon

roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

ATTEST:
S

By: ~~~~~L-__~~~~_______

SUS CALA WOOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-236

RESOLUTION ACCEPTING THE DIGESTER EVALUATION REPORT DATED
JANUARY 2009 AS PRELIMINARY DESIGN REPORT EQUIVALENT FOR
THE SUTTER TREATMENT PLANT IMPROVEMENTS PROJECT AS
COMPLETE

WHEREAS, the City of Modesto' s Sutter Wastewater Treatment Plant (Sutter

Plant), located on Sutter Avenue, is in need of improvements to existing facilities, and

WHEREAS, the Sutter Plant has two 2-million gallon (MG) primary Anaerobic

Digesters (Digesters), and

WHEREAS, Digester #1 is approximately 41 years old; Digester #2 is

approximately 26 years old, and

WHEREAS, both digesters are in need ofrehabilitation as both show signs of

corrosion and the support facilities, such as the heating and mixing systems, are outdated

andinadequate,and

WHEREAS, on August 6, 2008, by Resolution No. 2008-446, the City Council

approved an agreement with Carollo Engineers, Inc. (Carollo) to evaluate the condition of

Digester #1, induding seismic analysis, mixing and pumping improvements, flood

protection improvements, recoating the interior of the tank, and provide rehabilitation

cost estimates, and

WHEREAS, the Digester Evaluation Report was completed in January 2009, and

WHEREAS, in accordance with the Public Works Department "Major Scope

Policy", approved on September 26,2006, all projects exceeding $1,000,000 are required

to be presented at Council at the Preliminary Design Report (PDR) stage, and
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WHEREAS, the Digester Evaluation Report is considered equivalent to a PDR

because it provides substantial preliminary design analysis, including field analysis,

project scoping, design improvement recommendations and associated costs, and

WHEREAS, as a result, staff is requesting that City Council accept the Digester

Evaluation Report and these findings as the basis of design for the digester

improvements, and

WHEREAS, upon acceptance of the Digester Evaluation Report by City Council,

it is intended to concurrently submit at the June 25, 2013 meeting, a request authorizing

an accelerated selection process in lieu of the standard Request for Qualifications

(RFQ)/Request for Proposals (RFP) selection process and approve a separate agreement

with Carollo for Design Services for Sutter Treatment Plant Improvements to prepare

final design documents, as well as bidding and construction phase services, and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the CityofModesto

that it hereby accepts the Digester Evaluation Report dated January 2009 as Preliminary

Design Report equivalent for the Sutter Treatment Plant Improvements project as

complete.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 25th day of June, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Muratore,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

By: ----~~6L~-----------------
SUS ALCALA WOOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-237

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING AN ACCELERATED SELECTION PROCESS
IN LIEU OF THE STANDARD REQUEST FOR QUALIFICATIONS
(RFQ)IREQUEST FOR PROPOSALS (RFP) SELECTION PROCESS AND
APPROVING AN AGREEMENT WITH CAROLLO ENGINEERS, INC.
(CAROLLO) FOR DESIGN SERVICES FOR SUTTER TREATMENT PLANT
IMPROVEMENTS PROJECT IN AN AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED $174,809
FOR THE IDENTIFIED SCOPE OF SERVICES, PLUS $17,481 FOR
ADDITIONAL SERVICES (IF NEEDED), FOR A MAXIMUM TOTAL AMOUNT
OF $192,290, AND AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE,
TO EXECUTE THE AGREEMENT

WHEREAS, the City of Modesto's Sutter Wastewater Treatment Plant (Sutter

Plant), located on Sutter Avenue, is in need of improvements to existing facilities, and

WHEREAS, the Sutter Plant has two 2-million gallon (MG) primary Anaerobic

Digesters (Digesters), and

WHEREAS, Digester # I is approximately 41 years old; Digester #2 is

approximately 26 years old, and

WHEREAS, both digesters are in need of rehabilitation as both show signs of

corrosion and the support facilities, such as the heating and mixing systems, are outdated

and inadequate, and

WHEREAS, immediate improvements are needed to ensure that both Digesters

continue to be operable for at least 10 years if the Primary Treatment Facilities are moved

to the Jennings Plant, and

WHEREAS, the Digester Evaluation Report was completed in January 2009;

however, due to the potential high costs for rehabilitation, staff decided that wastewater

funds would be better spent on a new Anaerobic Digester, which would meet current

code requirements and be built above the flood plain, and
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WHEREAS, final design has been deferred pending the recommendations from

the Wastewater Treatment Facility Relocation Study which was authorized by City

Council on April 23, 2013 by Resolution 2013-166, and

WHEREAS, the Wastewater Treatment Facility Relocation Study will evaluate

the feasibility of relocating the Primary Wastewater Treatment Facilities, including new

Anaerobic Digesters, from the Sutter Plant to the Jennings Plant, and

WHEREAS, meanwhile both existing Digesters #1 and #2 are still in need of

extensive repairs and/or maintenance and pose major concerns to the plant's operation,

and

WHEREAS, the operating efficiency ofDigester #2 has diminished, and with

Digester #1 out of service, the City does not have redundant digestion facilities, and

continues to be at risk of exceeding permit requirement, which would result in potential

penalties and fines, and

WHEREAS, City staff subsequently prepared a scope ofwork for the digester

improvements, using the Digester Evaluation Report as a basis for design, to extend the

operating life of these digesters to last approximately 10 years until the potential

relocation of Primary Treatment Facilities to the Jennings Plant would occur, and

WHEREAS, in addition, OSHA-compliant improvements will be installed and

areas ofcorrosion will be repaired, and

WHEREAS, given some ofthe more technical improvements such as the

structural evaluation of the roofs, repairs to the exterior insulation and safety

improvements, staff determined it would best to utilize a consultant for these

improvements, and
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WHEREAS, in addition, the grit piping at the Sutter Plant headworks has

experienced a leak in what is believed to be in one of the underground elbows outside of

the Grit Chambers which is allowing water to enter into some of the electrical conduits,

which has caused operational problems for plant staff, and

WHEREAS, because the grit piping is both encased in the concrete wall and

buried under asphalt, the leak is problematic to locate and therefore difficult to repair, and

WHEREAS, previously, on August 4, 2010, by Resolution No. 2010-325, the

City Council also approved an agreement with Carollo for on-call engineering services

for the Public Works Department, and

WHEREAS, due to Carollo's familiarity and previous experience in preparing the

Digester Evaluation Report, Public Works staffdirected UP&P to solicit a proposal from

Carollo to design the necessary repairs quicldy, and

WHEREAS, Public Works also requested a proposal from Carollo in December

2012 to provide the design of the grit repairs, and

WHEREAS, consequently, for efficiency, Public Works staff inquired whether

the grit piping repair and anaerobic digester rehabilitation projects could be combined

and designed by Carollo, and then bid as a single project, and

WHEREAS, combining the projects would also enable City staff to manage

construction more efficiently and could save overall construction costs through economy

of scale, and

WHEREAS, City Administrative Directive 3.1, Selection Procedures for

Professional Consultants Who Provide Architectural & Engineering Services for Capital

Projects, allows for approval of an accelerated selection process where staffmay select a
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consultant from a pre-qualified consultant list maintained by the Department, if it is in the

best interest of the City, and

WHEREAS, due to the urgency of these projects and since Carollo is on the

Public Works' pre-qualified list for Civil Engineers, staff is requesting Council approval

to forego the standard Request for Qualifications (RFQ)/Request for Proposal (RFP)

selection process and authorize approval of an accelerated selection process with Carollo

for design services, and

WHEREAS, the combined scope of work has been evaluated by both UP&P

Engineering Design and Public Works staff and found to be acceptable, and

WHEREAS, Carollo will be utilizing local electrical engineering firm Miller­

Pezzoni for the electrical design for these improvements, and

WHEREAS, staff recommends an agreement with Carollo, as the City does not

have the staffing level or subject matter expertise to perform design services for the

Sutter Treatment Plant Improvements project, and current workload levels do not provide

for timely in-house solutions/responses,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves an Agreement with Carollo Engineers, Inc. for Design Services

for Sutter Treatment Plant Improvements project for an amount not to exceed $174,809

for the identified scope of services, plus $17,481 for additional services (if needed), for a

maximum total amount of$192,290.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute the Agreement.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 25th day ofJune, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Muratore,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

61251l31UP&PIJFrancoiItem 10

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

ATTEST:
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-238

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE SOLE SOURCE PROCUREMENT OF
PEROXIDE REGENERATED IRON-SULFIDE CONTROL TESTING BY US
PEROXIDE, OF ATLANTA, GA, FOR THREE MONTHS, FOR AN ESTIMATED
TOTAL COST OF $56,222, AND AUTHORIZING THE PURCHASING
MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO ISSUE A PURCHASE ORDER FOR AN
ESTIMATED TOTAL COST OF $56,222

WHEREAS, the 2007 Wastewater Collection System Master Plan provided

recommendations for a Chemical Coating Maintenance Program to help extend the

service life of reinforced concrete pipe (RCP) sewer trunk lines, and

WHEREAS, City staff researched various chemical methods ofcorrosion control

and determined liquid phase treatment was the suitable method, and

WHEREAS, corrosion ofthe reinforced concrete pipes is due to the presence of

hydrogen sulfides in the collection system, and

WHEREAS, on May 3, 2011, the City contracted with Webster Environmental

Associates (WEA), an engineering firm that specializes in odor and corrosion control,

and

WHEREAS, during the summer of201l, WEA assisted the City in testing the

wastewater and sewer gases in the collection system, and

WHEREAS, WEA analyzed the collected data and recommended performing a

chemical injection trial with three different chemicals: peroxide regenerated iron-sulfide

control (pRJ-SC), ferrous chloride and calcium nitrate, and

WHEREAS, the chemical injection trial is the next step in evaluating liquid phase

treatment solutions to determine the most efficient and cost effective method for
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controlling hydrogen sulfide levels and reducing the corrosion rate of unlined concrete

sewer pipes throughout the collection system, and

WHEREAS, testing will be performed in the months of July, August and

September when hydrogen sulfide levels are the highest, and

WHEREAS, the first chemical injection trial is scheduled for this summer and

will evaluate PRi-SC technology supplied by US Peroxide

WHEREAS, US Peroxide provided a scope of work and proposal for the

Wastewater Collection System Odor and Corrosion Control PRI_SC™ Demonstration

Program, dated May 31, 2013, and

WHEREAS, to thoroughly evaluate each chemical trial efficiently, not all

chemical solutions can be tested during a single summer season and therefore the

remaining two chemical tests will occur during the next summer season in 2014, and

WHEREAS, Modesto Municipal Code Section 8-3.203 generally requires all

purchases, which meet or exceed $50,000 for material, equipment or contractual services,

to be formally bid, and

WHEREAS, Modesto Municipal Code Section 8-3.204(b) permits an exception,

"Where the Purchasing Agency's requirements can be met solely by a single article or

process," and

WHEREAS, the peroxide regenerated iron-sulfide control technology is patented

by the proprietary manufacturer, US Peroxide, and therefore conforms to that exception,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby authorizes the sole source procurement of peroxide regenerated iron-sulfide
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control testing by US Peroxide, of Atlanta, GA, for three months, for an estimated total

cost of $56,222.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Purchasing Manager, or his designee, is

hereby authorized to issue a purchase order for an estimated total cost of $56,222.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 25th day ofJune, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Muratore,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

6/2S/13/UP&P/JFranco/ltem II

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-239

RESOLUTION APPOINTING SUSAN ("SUSIE") FAGUNDES TO THE
DOWNTOWN IMPROVEMENT DISRICT ADVISORY BOARD WITH A TERM
ENDING DATE OF JANUARY 1, 2016

WHEREAS, Section 1102 of the Charter of the City of Modesto authorizes the

City Council to appoint members to various Boards and Commissions, and

WHEREAS, the Downtown Improvement District Board of Directors are

recommending the appointment of SUSAN ("SUSIE") FAGUNDES to a term ending

January 1, 2016 to the Downtown Improvement District Advisory Board to fill one

existing vacancy created by a resignation.

WHEREAS, the Economic Development Committee met on June 5, 2013,

and recommended the appointment of SUSAN ("SUSIE") FAGUNDES to Downtown

Improvement District Advisory Board.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT HEREBY RESOLVED by the Council of the City

of Modesto as follows:

SECTION L SUSAN ("SUSIE") FAGUNDES is hereby appointed to the

Downtown Improvement District Advisory Board.

SECTION 2. The City Clerk is hereby directed to transmit a copy of this

resolution to the appointed members of Downtown Improvement District Advisory

Board, and as Secretary thereof.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City ofModesto held on the 2nd day of July, 2013 by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Burnside,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

ATTEST:
STEPHANIE LOPEZ, City Clerk

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:
/~ ...• (

i .-c'r17/'
By: f 'vi £ :; '"

SUSA !A)ALCALA WOOD, City Attorney
t/
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-240

RESOLUTION AMENDING THE POSITION CLASSIFICATION PLAN FOR
THE CITY OF MODESTO TO CREATE THE CLASSIFICATION OF
MODESTO REGIONAL FIRE AUTHORITY INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY
TECHNICIAN

WHEREAS, a Position Classification Plan for the City of Modesto was adopted

by Modesto City Council Resolution No. 2008-681 pursuant to Rule 2.2 of the Personnel

Rules and Regulations of the City of Modesto, and

WHEREAS, the City Manager has recommended to the Council amendments to

the Position Classification Plan, and

WHEREAS, Rule 2.2 of the City ofModesto Personnel Rules provides that

revisions to the Classification Plan shall be effective upon adoption of resolution of the

City Council,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

as follows:

SECTION I. CLASSIFICATION CREATED. The Position Classification Plan

xofthe City ofModesto is hereby amended to create the classification ofModesto

Regional Fire Authority Information Technology Technician at salary range 422. The

job specification for Modesto Regional Fire Authority Information Technology

Technician is being created to perform a variety oftechnical duties in support of

Information Technology Systems used throughout the Modesto Regional Fire Authority;

to provide technical support to fire agencies within Stanislaus County who participate in

the Regional Fire Records Management System (RMS) and to those that need the support

of the Communications Coordinator; to serve as first point of contact with respect to
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troubleshooting, analyzing, and resolving system and application related issues; and to

assist and train end users in the use ofpersonal computer hardware and software, as

shown in attached Exhibit "A," which is made a part of this resolution by reference, is

hereby approved and made part of the Position Classification Plan ofthe City of

Modesto.

SECTION 2. EFFECTIVE DATE. This resolution shall become effective on

and after July 2,2013.

The foregoing resolution was introduced in a regular meeting ofthe Council of

the City ofModesto held on the 2nd day ofJuly, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Cogdill, was

upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

07!02/20131HR1JLopeziItem 3

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

ATfEST: _~..L..--""'..:2...--,¥,-----,?=___
STEPHANIE LOPEZ, City Clerk
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MODESTO REGIONAL FIRE AUTHORITY

No. XXXX

MRFA INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY TECHNICIAN

Class specifications are intended to present a descriptive list of the range ofduties performed by employees
in the class. Specifications are not intended to ref/ect al/ duties performed within the job.

DEFINITION

To perform a variety of technical duties in support of Information Technology Systems
used throughout the Modesto Regional Fire Authority; to provide technical support to
fire agencies within Stanislaus County who participate in the Regional Fire Records
Management System (RMS) and to those that need the support of the Communications
Coordinator; to serve as first point of contact with respect to troubleshooting, analyzing,
and resolving system and application related issues; and to assist and train end users in
the use of personal computer hardware and software.

SUPERVISION RECEIVED AND EXERCISED

Receives general supervision from higher level supervisory or management staff.

ESSENTIAL FUNCTION STATEMENTS - Essential and other important responsibilities
and duties may include, but are not limited to, the following:

Essential Functions:

Coordinate and update resource data in the Resource Order Status System (ROSS
federal fire database) and Incident Qualifications Systems (lQS state fire database) for
all agencies within Stanislaus County.

Verify and open a variety of databases to ensure files are open and systems are
available to users; administer and maintain a databases used by the Fire Authority.

Serve as primary contact and field expert for the Zoll FireRMS product within the
Modesto Regional Fire Authority; provide technical support for the RMS application for
all fire agencies within Stanislaus County.

Represent Stanislaus County Fire Agencies on the Operational and Technical Advisory
Committee.

Monitor systems and identify malfunctions and initiate appropriate corrective action to
maintain schedules and to assure integrity of production files and output.



Modesto Regional Fire Authority
Information Technology Technician
Page 2

Operate computer to run production jobs and back-ups or primary systems scheduled in
accordance with system operations instructions.

Maintain and coordinator production schedules for all work processes on computer.

Troubleshoot and perform minor maintenance on personal computer hardware,
software, printer, and network related problems; resolve issues related to
communications, GIS map/data maintenance, or web page maintenance.

Assist in the installation, troubleshooting, maintenance, upgrades and administration of
LANIWAN.

Monitor the overall performance of the network operating systems and communications
software; resolve problems as required.

Test, diagnose and resolve problems regarding hardware, applications, network
connectivity, and operating systems; dispatch service to provide advanced level of
support as necessary.

Receive, enter and track end user problems and resolutions; ensure appropriate
measures have been taken to resolve problems within a timely manner; prepare status
report of completed service items.

Assist in researching, evaluating and implementing new advances in personal computer
hardware and software.

Assist in providing Authority-wide training for hardware, software, and/or applications.

Assist with the development of procedures.

Perform related duties as assigned.

MINIMUM QUALIFICATIONS

Knowledge of:

Proper operation, use and application of a computer and related peripherals.

Computer and peripheral equipment maintenance methods and procedures.

Personal computer and server systems.



Modesto Regional Fire Authority
Information Technology Technician
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Fire related databases to include Fire Records Management System including
Crystal Reports, Incident Qualification System and Resource Ordering Status
System and Target Safety.

Basic principles and techniques of computer systems analysis and programming.

Principles and practices of customer service.

Modern office procedures, methods and computer equipment.

Ability to:

Troubleshoot, configure, perform simple repairs, and install computer and server
hardware/software.

Work with word processing, database, spreadsheet, and presentation software.

Document and maintain accurate computer records and procedures.

Work with, control, and maintain sensitive, confidential information according to
legal standards and/or Authority procedures, as required.

Organize and manage assigned tasks and requests from customers.

Assist in maintaining inventory of existing and newly acquired computer
hardware and software.

Learn specialized functions, procedures and technical support tasks related to
the assignment.

Read and understand job-related technical manuals.

Coordinate with customers to ensure successful completion of projects.

Assist in obtaining information required for completion of projects.

Follow oral and written instructions.



Modesto Regional Fire Authority
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Ability to: (Continued)

Communicate clearly and concisely, both orally and in writing.

Establish and maintain effective working relationships with those contacted in the
course of work.

Experience and Training Guidelines:

Any combination of experience and training that would likely provide the required
knowledge, skills and ability is qualifying. A typical way to obtain the knowledge,
skills and ability would be:

Experience:

One year of experience providing end user support with respect to
computer hardware and software, including proficiency in related
technology used by MRFA in one of the assigned areas.

Training:

Equivalent to completion of the twelfth grade supplemented by specialized
training in subjects directly related to the specific assignment.

License or Certificate

Possession of, or ability to obtain, an appropriate, valid California driver's
license.

PHYSICAL AND MENTAL REQUIREMENTS

Mobility: frequent use of keyboard; frequent sitting for long periods of time;
occasional bending or squatting. Lifting: frequently up to 25 pounds;
occasionally up to 50 pounds. Vision: constant use of overall Vision; frequent
reading and close-up work; occasional color and depth vision. Dexterity:
frequent repetitive motion; frequent writing; frequent grasping, holding, and
reaching. Hearing/Talking: frequent hearing and talking, in person and on the
phone. Emotional/Psychological: frequent decision-making and concentration;
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Information Technology Technician
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frequent public and/or coworker contact; occasional working alone.
Environmental: frequent exposure to noise.

WORKING CONDITIONS

Work is performed in a typical temperature controlled office environment subject to
typical office noise and environment Some positions may be assigned to remote
locations. Positions may require occasional overtime or weekend work and travel is
rare.

Class Spec History

Adopted

Revised

BU



MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-241

RESOLUTION AMENDING EXHIBIT "A" OF RESOLUTION NO. 2008-683 TO
REVISE THE CLASS RANGE TABLE FOR REPRESENTED MANAGEMENT
AND CONFIDENTIAL NON-SWORN CLASSES TO ADD MODESTO
REGIONAL FIRE AUTHORITY INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY
TECHNICIAN TO SALARY RANGE 422

WHEREAS, the City Council desires to amend Exhibit "A" of Resolution No.

2008·683, which approved the Class Range Table for Represented Management and

Confidential Non-Sworn Classes,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council ofthe City of

Modesto as follows:

SECTION 1. AMENDMENT TO RESOLUTION NO. 2008-683. Exhibit "A"

entitled, "City of Modesto Class Range Table Represented Management and Confidential

Non-Sworn Classes," attached to Resolution No. 2008-683, is hereby amended as shown

on the amended Exhibit "A" entitled "City ofModesto Class Range Table Represented

Management and Confidential Non-Sworn Classes Effective July 2, 2013," which is

attached hereto and made a part hereof as though set forth in full herein. Said Exhibit

"A" adds the Modesto Regional Fire Authority Information Technology Technician to

salary range.

SECTION II. EFFECTIVE DATE. This resolution shall become effective on

and after July 2, 2013.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced in a regular meeting of the Council of

the City ofModesto held on the 2nd day ofJuly, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Cogdill, was

upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

07/02/2013IHR1JLopez1Item 3

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,

Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

ATTEST: _~-::::!:=~-':::::::-:::¥:=:-:,¢......~'---c:::--:-­
STEPHANIE LOPEZ, City Clerk
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CITY OF MODESTO
CLASS RANGE TABLE

REPRESENTED MANAGEMENT AND CONFIDENTIAL NON-SWORN CLASSES
Effective June 18, 2013

RANGE TITLE

407 Administrative Office Assistant II (Confidential)

411 Administrative Office Assistant III (Confidential)

412 Police Clerk II (Confidential)

414 Legal Secretary I

415 Administrative Services Technician I (Confidential)
Senior Administrative Office Assistant (Confidential)

418 Legal Secretary II
Systems Technician I

419 Administrative Services Technician II (Confidential)
Workers' Compensation Claims Assistant

420 Deputy City Clerk
Employee Benefits Coordinator
Executive Assistant
Senior Legal Secretary

Modesto Regional Fire Authority Information Technologv Technician __
Office Supervisor
Systems Technician II
Workers' Compensation Claims Examiner I

423 Custodian Supervisor
Parking Services Supervisor

424 Buyer

425 Parking Adjudication Program Coordinator

426 Assistant Planner
Central Stores Supervisor
Financial Analyst I
Senior Systems Technician

Exhibit A

EXHIBIT A



City of Modesto
Class Range Table - Management and Confidential Non-Sworn Classes
Page -2

RANGE TITLE

427 Administrative Analyst I
Animal Control Supervisor
Human Resources Analyst I
Police Civilian Supervisor
Technology Solutions Analyst I
Workers' Compensation Claims Examiner II

428 Assistant City Clerk

430 Associate Planner
Financial Analyst II
Senior Buyer
Software Analyst I
Systems Engineer I

431 Administrative Analyst II
Events Coordinator
Human Resources Analyst II
Senior Workers' Compensation Claims Examiner
Technology Solutions Analyst II

432 Compost Facility Supervisor
Junior Engineer
Neighborhood Preservation Supervisor
Operations Supervisor
Parks Project Coordinator
Recreation Supervisor
Senior Crime and Intelligence Analyst
Wastewater Collection Systems Supervisor
Water Quality Control Plant Maintenance Supervisor

433 Water Resources Analyst

434 Customer Services Supervisor
Financial Analyst '"
Recycling Program Coordinator
Senior Community Development Program Specialist
Software Analyst II
Systems Engineer II



City of Modesto
Class Range Table - Management and Confidential Non-Sworn Classes
Page -3

RANGE TITLE

435 Assistant Transportation Planner
Business Analyst
Cultural Services Program Manager
Emergency Medical Services Coordinator
Management Analyst
Organizational Development Coordinator
Public Infonmation Coordinator
Transit Analyst
Weed and Seed Program Coordinator

436 Assistant Engineer
Deputy Fire Marshal
Electrical Supervisor

Housing Rehabilitation Supervisor
Senior Planner

437 Risk and Loss Control Coordinator
Senior Human Resources Analyst

438 Associate Land Surveyor
Environmental Services Supervisor
Integrated Waste Specialist
Laboratory Supervisor
Property Agent
Public Safety Business Services Analyst
Senior Financial Analyst
Senior Software Analyst
Senior Systems Engineer
Water Distribution and Production Supervisor
Modesto Regional Fire Authority Finance Manager

439 Administrative Services Officer
Associate Transportation Planner
Senior Business Analyst

440 Associate Engineer
Park Planning and Development Manager
Recreation Program Manager
Water Quality Control Operations Supervisor



City of Modesto
Class Range Table - Management and Confidential Non-Sworn Classes
Page -4

RANGE TITLE

441 Housing and Urban Development Manager
Infrastructure Financing Program Administrator
Streets Manager

442 Budget and Financial Analysis Manager
Centre Plaza Manager
Construction Inspection Supervisor
Customer Services Manager
Environmental and Regulatory Compliance Manager
Information Technology Administrator
Principal Accountant
Purchasing Manager
Wastewater Collections Manager

443 Associate CivilfTraffic Engineer
Senior Transportation Planner

444 Airport Manager
Building Inspection Program Coordinator
Building Inspection Supervisor
Fleet Manager
Principal Planner
Solid Waste Program Manager
Transit Manager

446 Assistant Chief Building Official
Information Technology Manager
Water Quality Control Plant Manager
Principal Information Technology Administrator

447 Traffic Operations Engineer
Water Systems Manager



City of Modesto
Class Range Table - Management and Confidential Non-Sworn Classes
Page -5

RANGE TITLE

450 Business Development Manager
Chief Building Official
Planning Manager
Senior Civil Engineer

451 Parks Recreation & Neighborhoods Operations Manager

452 City Engineer
Traffic Engineer



MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-242

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE AWARD OF CONTRACT FOR THE
PURCHASE AND INSTALLATION OF A LIEBERT UNINTERRUPTIBLE
POWER SUPPLY FOR THE MODESTO POLICE DEPARTMENT THROUGH
THE INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY DEPARTMENT, TO EDP
ENVIRONMENTS, INC., RANCHO CORDOVA, CA, FOR AN ESTIMATED
TOTAL COST OF $110,438

WHEREAS, the purpose ofan Uninterruptible Power Supply (UPS) system is to

provide continuous power to all data center computer equipment in the event of a power

failure. The UPS system is the "failsafe" that protects the Modesto Police Department's

(MPD) data center, including all mission critical servers and data systems. The UPS

system provides vital temporary power in the event of loss of utility provided power

source. Without UPS protection, a failure would result in immediate shutdown of all data

center systems. Additionally, this immediate mode of shutdown often results in severe

damage to the servers and/or data systems. Shutdown ofthe data center and applications

would negatively impact the MPD staff and the citizens of Modesto, and

WHEREAS, the MPD's current UPS system is beyond capacity, insufficient and

may not sustain power draw demands for all systems and future growth. The MPD

requires "clean" power and power outage protection for its data center, and

WHEREAS, Council approved a contract with NWN Corporation to purchase and

install a Liebert Uninterruptible Power Supply System. During a company transition,

NWN Corporation did not retain the appropriate California State Contractors license

required to perform the installation ofthe UPS and could not enter into agreement with

the City ofModesto. Council rescinded the resolution, and
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WHEREAS, The City Manager authorized the Purchasing Manager to issue

Request for Bids (RFB) for the purchase and installation of an Uninterruptible Power

Supply System with the Purchasing Division coming back to Council for award

authorization, and

WHEREAS, the Purchasing Division issued RFB No. 1213-20 for the purchase

and installation ofan Uninterruptible Power Supply to thirty-two (32) prospective

bidders, three of which are local vendors and posted the RFB on the City's website, and

WHEREAS, bids were formally opened in the City Clerk's office. Two (2)

companies chose to respond, none ofwhich were local vendors. One company provided a

responsive and responsible bid. One company was disqualified for not having a

California State Contractors license, and

WHEREAS, based on providing a responsive and responsible bid, City staff

recommends the award ofcontract for the purchase and installation ofa Liebert

Uninterruptible Power Supply to EDP Environments, Inc., Rancho Cordova, CA, for an

estimated total cost of$110,438, and

WHEREAS, sufficient funds are budgeted in Fiscal Year 2013-14, in account #

0100-19310-53300 and 5230-07510-57005, and

WHEREAS, Modesto Municipal Code Section 8-3.203 generally requires all

purchases, which meet or exceed $50,000 for material, equipment or contractual services

to be formally bid. The award ofcontract for the purchase ofa Liebert Uninterruptible

Power Supply to EDP Environments, Inc., Rancho Cordova, CA, conforms to the

Modesto Municipal Code.
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NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby authorizes the award ofcontract for the purchase and installation ofa

Liebert Uninterruptible Power Supply for the Modesto Police Department through the

Information Technology Department, to EDP Environments, Inc., Rancho Cordova, CA.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager or his designee to issue an

agreement for an estimated total cost of $110,438.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 2nd day ofJuly, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Cogdill, was

upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

ATTESTChcf2(2~
STEPHANIE LOPEZ, City Clerk

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:
/"/:", '

/ -" k i

By: '~-y(_/:--')/" /~ t
SUS~NALCALA WOOD, City Attorney

(~/
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-243

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE AWARD OF BID FOR THE PURCHASE
OF SEVEN (7) BMW 1200 RT-P POLICE MOTORCYCLES FOR THE
MODESTO POLICE DEPARTMENT THROUGH THE PUBLIC WORKS
DEPARTMENT, FLEET SERVICES DIVISION, TO CYCLE SPECIALTIES,
MODESTO, CA, FOR AN ESTIMATED TOTAL COST OF $195,454

WHEREAS, the City Manager authorized the Purchasing Manager to issue formal

Request for Bids (RFB) for new vehicles and heavy equipment, through various

competitive processes, with the Purchasing Division coming back to Council for award

authorization. The seven (7) Police Motorcycles are included in the new vehicles and

heavy equipment list authorized by the City Manager, and

WHEREAS, the replacement of seven (7) Honda STl300 Police Motorcycles

have been subjected to a thorough evaluation and have met or exceeded the replacement

criteria before being placed on the replacement list, and

WHEREAS, all seven (7) Police Motorcycles are replacements for the Modesto

Police Department. There are two (2) viable options, in the market for police

motorcycles, BMW and Harley Davidson. After review of both models ofpolice

motorcycles, the BMW's performance was found to be superior in overall performance,

stopping ability, and safety, and

WHEREAS, the Purchasing Division issued RFB No. 1213-27 for the purchase of

seven (7) BMW 1200 RT-P police Motorcycles to five (5) prospective bidders, one of

which is a local vendor and posted the RFB on the City's website, and

WHEREAS, bids were formally opened in the City Clerk's office. Ofthe five (5)

prospective bidders, two (2) companies chose to respond, one of which is a local vendor.

Both companies provided responsive and responsible bids, and
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WHEREAS, Modesto Municipal Code 8-3.206 Support of Local Vendors (SLV)

allows the lowest bid or quote submitted by a local business that is within five (5) percent

of the lowest bid, the opportunity to match the lowest bid price. Cycle Specialties, Inc.

qualified for SLY and agreed to match lowest bid price for the seven (7) BMW 1200 RT­

Police Motorcycles, which represents $195,454 ofproduct purchased through the local

vendor, and

WHEREAS, based on providing the lowest responsive and responsible bid, City

staff recommends the award of bid for the purchase of seven (7) BMW 1200 RT-Police

Motorcycles to Cycle Specialties, Inc., Modesto, CA, for a total estimated cost of

$195,454, and

WHEREAS, sufficient funds are budgeted in Fiscal Year 2013-14, in account #

5409-53246-57003,and

WHEREAS, Modesto Municipal Code Section 8-3.203 generally requires all

purchases, which meet or exceed $50,000 for material, equipment or contractual services

to be formally bid. The award of bid for the purchase of seven (7) BMW 1200 RT-Police

Motorcycles to Cycle Specialties, Inc., Modesto, CA, conforms to the Modesto

Municipal Code.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby authorizes the award of bid for the purchase of seven (7) BMW 1200 RT­

Police Motorcycles for Modesto Police Department through the Public Works

Department, Fleet Services Division, to Cycle Specialties, Inc., Modesto, CA.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Purchasing Manager or his designee to

issue a purchase order for a total estimated cost of 195,454.

07/0212013lFinanceIPWlMTorresIltem 5 2 2013·243



The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 2nd day of July, 2013, by Councilmember Geer, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Lopez, was

upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

ATruST,~""-
S EPHANIE LOPEZ, City Clerk

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:
/"-~

By: ('" ,:>:jAc;~~!fL,0~r/
SUSAN1~ ALCALA WOOD, City Attorney

Ii
1/
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-244

A RESOLUTION APPROVING A MEMORANDUM OF AGREEMENT
BETWEEN THE COUNTY OF STANISLAUS AND THE CITY OF MODESTO
FOR THE EDWARD BYRNE MEMORIAL JUSTICE ASSISTANCE GRANT
(JAG) FORMULA PROGRAM FISCAL YEAR 2013 LOCAL SOLICITATION
AUTHORIZING A JOINT APPLICATION WITH THE COUNTY OF
STANISLAUS, AND AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER, OR HIS
DESIGNEE, TO EXECUTE THE MEMORANDUM OF AGREEMENT

WHEREAS, the allocation of Edward Byrne Memorial Justice Assistance Grant

(JAG) is based on a formula ofpopulation and violent crime statistics, in combination

with a minimum allocation to ensure that each state and territory received an appropriate

share of funding, and

WHEREAS, the JAG Program allows states, tribes and local governments to

support a broad range ofactivities to prevent and control crime based on their own local

needs and conditions, and

WHEREAS, the City of Modesto Police Department is eligible to apply for

$107,338 and Stanislaus County is eligible for $31,567, and

WHEREAS, the City of Modesto Police Department is considered a "disparate"

under the terms ofthis grant because the City is eligible to receive one and one-half times

more than a County (150% more than the County with concurrent jurisdiction), and

WHEREAS, the Modesto Police Department and Stanislaus County are required

to submit a joint application for the total eligible allocation of $138,905 and

WHEREAS, recommended distribution of the 2012 JAG funds are as follows:

Probation
Sheriff
Sheriff (Administrative Fee)
Modesto Police Department

07/02/2013/MPD/GCarrolliltem 6

$ 7,892
$ 23,675
$ 3,220
$104,118
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WHEREAS, the City of Modesto will use its allocation to purchase 800 Mhz

radio for police officers.

WHEREAS, there is no match required for this grant, and

WHEREAS, the awards are made in the first fiscal year of the appropriation and

may be expended during the following three years for a total of four years, and

WHEREAS, Stanislaus County will be the fiscal agent for this grant, and

WHEREAS, the County will charge the City a three percent (3%) administrative

fee in the amount of$3,220 to cover the reporting costs associated with the grant, and

WHEREAS, the administrative fee reduces the City's total projected grant award

to $104,118 ($107,338 less the 3% administrative fee of $3,220), and

WHEREAS, the grant requires that a trust fund must be established for fund

deposits, and funds carmo! be commingled with funds from any other source, and

WHEREAS, the Memorandum of Agreement states that the City agrees to

provide the County a quarterly financial and programmatic report not later than fifteen

(15) calendar days after the end ofthe quarter, and

WHEREAS, grant requires a signed Memorandum of Agreement for the

application,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves the Memorandum of Agreement between the County of Stanislaus

and the City ofModesto for the Edward Byrne Memorial Justice Assistance Grant (JAG)

Formula Program Fiscal Year 2013 Local Solicitation, authorizing a joint application

with the County of Stanislaus.
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BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute the grant application upon award.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting ofthe Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 2nd day of luly, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Cogdill, was

upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

ATTEST:
STEPHANIE LOPEZ, City Clerk

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

SUSi,\jffA ALCALA WOOD, City Attorney
!/
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-245

RESOLUTION APPROVING AN AGREEMENT WITH WEST YOST
ASSOCIATES, INC. (WEST YOST) FOR PROFESSIONAL ENGINEERING
SERVICES FOR CITY'S WASTEWATER TREATMENT VULNERABILITY
ASSESSMENT IN AN AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED $152,874 FOR THE
IDENTIFIED SCOPE OF SERVICES, PLUS $15,287 FOR ADDITIONAL
SERVICES (IF NEEDED), FOR A MAXIMUM TOTAL AMOUNT OF $168,161,
AND AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO
EXECUTE THE AGREEMENT

WHEREAS, the City of Modesto currently treats year-round domestic wastewater

flow through its two treatment plants: preliminary and primary treatment at the Sutter

Plant, and secondary and some tertiary treatment at the Jennings Facilities, and

WHEREAS, the City currently disposes of its treated effluent in two different

ways, and

WHEREAS, the current National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System

(NPDES) permit allows seasonal discharge of secondary treated effluent discharge into

the San Joaquin River from October through May, and

WHEREAS, when discharge is not allowed, treated effluent is used to irrigate the

City's 2,530-acre ranch, and

WHEREAS, the City's Waste Discharge Requirement (WDR) permit also allows

seasonal discharge of untreated cannery process water from July through October, and

WHEREAS, during this period, flows from canneries are discharged through a

segregated trunk (Cannery Segregation or "Can Seg" line), and screened at the Sutter

Plant, and

WHEREAS, the flows are then pumped under the Tuolumne River to the

Jennings Ranch (Ranch) and used for irrigation, and
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WHEREAS, the Can Seg flow applied to the Ranch displaces a portion of the

secondary treated effluent irrigation water during this period, and

WHEREAS, representatives from the canneries approached the City regarding a

concern that there could be potentially large financial impacts to them if processors were

forced to shut down during a cata~trophic event that would result in a disruption of

cannery process water discharge into the Can Seg line, and

WHEREAS, in 2011, City staff commissioned a "Can Seg Diversion Study" to

develop short and long-term solutions to address potential disruptions, and the study was

completed in 2012, and

WHEREAS, while the short-term solutions focused on bypass pumping around

Can Seg blockages, the long-term solutions addressed catastrophic/extended period

events that would require diversion ofCan Seg flows into the domestic River Trunk, and

WHEREAS, while hydraulically feasible, there is a concern regarding the City's

current and future treatment systems being able to handle the combination of domestic

and Can Seg flows for an extended period of time if the cannery segregation process

water were comingled with the domestic wastewater, and

WHEREAS, City Administrative Directive 3.1, Selection Procedures for

Professional Consultants Who Provide Architectural & Engineering Services for Capital

Projects, allows the Director to approve an accelerated selection process where staff may

select a consultant from a roster ofqualified consultants maintained by the Department, if

it is in the best interest of the City, and

WHEREAS, based on the need to move this study forward quickly, staff elected

to use the accelerated process, and
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WHEREAS, staff selected two finns, Carollo Engineers, Inc. (Carollo) and West

Yost Associates, Inc. (West Yost) based on their qualifications, past perfonnance and

familiarity with the City's wastewater system, and

WHEREAS, on April 2, 2013, Utility Planning & Projects (UP&P) staff issued a

Request for Proposals (RFP) to conduct a Wastewater Treatment Vulnerability

Assessment, and

WHEREAS, proposals were received on May 7, 2013, and were reviewed by a

selection committee that consisted ofthe City's Public Works and UP&P staff, as well as

a representative from the canneries, and

WHEREAS, subsequently, consultant interviews were held on May 20,2013, and

WHEREAS, after the interviews and discussion, the selection committee

detennined that West Yost was the most responsive and qualified finn to prepare the

study based on its downstream treatment and regulatory approach to the Vulnerability

Assessment, and

WHEREAS, West Yosl's original proposed fee was $155,396; however, after

reviewing West Yost's scope ofwork, the City was able to negotiate the fee down to

$152,874, by reducing some items in the proposed scope ofwork, and

WHEREAS, staff recommends an agreement with West Yost, as the City does not

have the staffing level or subject matter expertise to perfonn professional services for the

City's Wastewater Treatment Vulnerability Assessment, and current workload levels do

not provide for timely in-house solutions/responses,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves an Agreement with West Yost Associates, Inc. for Professional
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Services for City's Wastewater Treatment Vulnerability Assessment for an amount not to

exceed $152,874 for the identified scope of services, plus $15,287 for additional services

(if needed), for a maximum total amount of $168,161.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute the Agreement.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 2nd day of July, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Cogdill, was

upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

ATTEST:~~~
STEPHANIE LOPEZ, City Clerk

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:
j '1

/} ./iI/I \ I!"II 'i yf~/By: -_jL\fTi.,,,,f!r:L(4.-il-,-f-'.l_··'___-.,-________

SU1jNA ALCALA WOOD, City Attorney
//
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-246

RESOLUTION AMENDING THE FISCAL YEAR 2013-2014 OPERATING
BUDGET IN THE AMOUNT OF $188,161 TO BE TRANSFERRED INTO THE
ACCOUNT FROM WASTEWATER FUND RESERVES IN ORDER TO FULLY
FUND AN AGREEMENT WITH WEST YOST ASSOCIATES, INC. FOR
PROFESSIONAL ENGINEERING SERVICES, INCLUDING SUPPORT BY
CITY STAFF FOR THE CITY'S WASTEWATER TREATMENT
VULNERABILITY ASSESSMENT

WHEREAS, certain budgetary transactions are necessary in the amount of

$188,161, in order to fund fully fund an agreement with West Yost Associates, Inc. for

Professional Engineering Services, including support by City staff for the City'S

Wastewater Treatment Vulnerability Assessment, and

WHEREAS, the Fiscal Year 2013-2014 Operating Budget must be amended as

shown in Exhibit A, which is incorporated by reference herein,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves the amendment ofthe Fiscal Year 2013-2014 Operating Budget as

shown in Exhibit A.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Director of Finance, or her designee, is

hereby authorized to implement the provisions of this resolution.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting ofthe Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 2nd day of July, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Cogdill, was

upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:
"'i /---:;--;, i'

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

By:
, // I \ II

SUSA@i~[6:LA WOOD, City Attorney,
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Exhibit A

Due to the importance to prepare a Wastewater Treatment Vulnerability
Assessment, and increased costs to hire an outside consultant for professional services,
and City staff support costs for Operating Account 4210-42300-53300 (Professional
Services) "CIS ADMIN", the total operating expenses need to be increased by $188,161.
This would be done by adjusting 53300 Professional Services by $]68,161 and 54500
Services City Forces - Interfund by $20,000.

To fund the above account, $188,161 will be transferred from Wastewater Fund
Reserves into Account 4210-42300 "CIS ADMIN" for the West Yost Associates, Inc.
Agreement for Professional Services for Wastewater Treatment Vulnerability
Assessment, including support by City staff.
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-247

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE SOLE SOURCE PROCUREMENT OF
BANKING SERVICES FROM BANK OF AMERICA MERRILL LYNCH FOR
AN ESTIMATED ANNUAL COST OF APPROXIMATELY $92,000 AND

AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER TO ENTER INTO A TWO (2) YEAR
AGREEMENT WITH THREE (3) ONE-YEAR EXTENSION OPTIONS

WHEREAS, the City currently uses Bank ofthe West to provide banking services

at a cost of approximately $64,000 per year, and

WHEREAS, it is estimated that Bank of America Merrill Lynch can provide such

services for $92,000 per year or $28,000 more than Bank ofthe West, and

WHEREAS, Bank of the West was unable to provide the City with liquidity

support in the form of a Direct Pay Letter ofCredit for its General Fund Variable Rate

Demand Bonds, and

WHEREAS, Bank of America Merrill Lynch was the only institution who was

able to provide the City with a Direct Pay Letter of Credit for its General Fund Variable

Rate Demand Bonds, and

WHEREAS, the fees of the Direct Pay Letter ofCredit can be reduced by 30 basis

points if the City were to award a banking service contract to Bank of America thus

resulting in cost savings of approximately $180,000 per year to the General Fund, and

WHEREAS, Bank ofAmerica Merrill Lynch participated in a Request for

Proposal in 2009 for banking services and was ranked third in this competitive process,

and

WHEREAS, the first year extension option of the contract with Bank of the West

expired on March 1,2013, and
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WHEREAS, the City desires to build a strategic partnership with a financial

institutiou which can support its banking needs as well as its liquidity needs, and

WHEREAS, Modesto Municipal Code Section 8-3.203 generally requires all

purchases, which meet or exceed $50,000 for material, equipment or contractual services

to be formally bid. The award ofa banking services agreement to the only financial

institution (Bank ofAmerica Merrill Lynch) willing to provide liquidity support to the

City's General Fund Variable Rate Demand Bond conforms to the Modesto Municipal

Code.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby authorizes the sole source procurement ofbanking services from Bank of

America Merrill Lynch for an estimated cost of approximately $92,000 per year, and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager is authorized to enter into a

two (2) year agreement with three one (l) year extensions.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 2nd day of July, 2013, by Councilmember Burnside, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Gunderson,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:
~/" \ /

B {(l.i/ !;./~;
y: 7'&4""1

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

ATTEST:~V£ ~
STEPHANIE LOPEZ, City Clerk

SUSA:NA ALCALA WOOD, City Attorney

{/
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-248

RESOLUTION REJECTING ALL BIDS FOR THE ROSELLE AND MERLE
INTERSECTION PROJECT AND AUTHORIZING CITY STAFF TO RE­
ADVERTISE THE PROJECT

WHEREAS, the bids received for the Roselle and Merle Intersection Project were

opened at 11 :00 a.m. on June 18,2013, and later tabulated by the Director of Community

and Economic Development for the consideration of the Council, and

WHEREAS, City staff determined that it would be in the best interest of the City

to reject the sole bid, and

WHEREAS, City staff recommends re-advertising the project.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby rejects ail bids received for the Roselle and Merle Intersection Project,

opened in the office of the City Clerk on June 18,2013.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that staff is hereby authorized to re-advertise the

project.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 9th day of July, 2013, by Councilmember Gunderson,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Geer,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

A:rmST'~~~
STEPHANIE OPEZ, CIty Clerk

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:
/: ...... .... !

By'. _____-p~~·~!~~~\'-'·.1-·------~-------- ~//!

SUSANYLCALA WOOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-249

A RESOLUTION APPOINTING THE MODESTO REGIONAL FIRE
AUTHORITY CHIEF OR ACTING CHIEF AS A VOTING ALTERNATE
COMMISSIONER IN PLACE OF THE FIRE CHIEF OF THE CITY OF
MODESTO ON THE MODESTO-CERES FIRE PROTECTION AGENCY
COMMISSION

WHEREAS, the City of Modesto, along with the City of Ceres and the Industrial

Fire District, fonned a Joint Powers Agency (JPA) entitled the Modesto-Ceres Fire

Protection Agency; and

WHEREAS, the Modesto Regional Fire Authority (MRFA) was fonned on July

1,2011; and

WHEREAS, Fire Chief of the MRFA acts as the Fire Chief ofthe City of

Modesto; and

WHEREAS, this position is not specifically named as a voting member of the

JPA Commission; and

WHEREAS, Section 7.1 allows the members of the JPA to each appoint an

alternate Commissioner; and

WHEREAS, staff recommends Council formally adopt a resolution clarifying

that the Fire Chief or Acting Fire Chiefofthe MRFA is a voting alternate Commissioner

for the City ofModesto.

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the City Council does hereby

appoint the Modesto Regional Fire Authority Chief or Acting Chief as a voting alternate

Commissioner in place of the Fire Chiefof the City of Modesto on the Modesto-Ceres

Fire Protection Agency Commission.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting ofthe Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 9th day of July, 2013, by Councilmernber Gunderson,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Geer,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:
r<-\ /

By: ~-fl\

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

SUSANA! ALCALA WOOD, City Attorney
,/ /
, I, ,
v
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-250

RESOLUTION AMENDING THE FISCAL YEAR 2012-2013 ANNUAL
OPERATING BUDGET

WHEREAS, a financial analysis has heen completed and it has been determined

that a budget adjustment is required to the Annual Budgets of the City of Modesto for

Fiscal Year 2012-2013,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves amending the Fiscal Year 2012-2013 annual operating budget as

shown in Exhibit A, which is attached hereto and incorporated by reference herein.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Director of Finance, or her designee, is

hereby authorized to take the necessary steps to implement the provisions of this

resolution.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of the

City of Modesto held on the 9th day of July, 2013, by Councilmember Gunderson, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Geer, was

upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following votes:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)
APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None (l\.
ATTEST:0~~

STEPHANIE LOPEZ, City Clerk

By:~~~~~~~~~~~_____
SUSANA WOOD, City Attorney
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EXHIBIT A

PARKS, RECREATION AND NEIGHBORHOODS

City Council, July 9,2013
Monthly Budget Adjustment Report

A budget adjustment is necessary to recognize $150,000 of unbudgeted revenue in the General
Fund (fund 0100), reduce $46,500 in Intrafund Direct Charge expense and reduce $19,000 in
Professional Service expense and appropriate these funds to Salaries and Wages Part-Time for
the Modesto City School After School Program.



MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-2S1

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE AWARD OF A SOLE SOURCE
PROCUREMENT FOR THE PURCHASE OF AN ITERIS VIDEO DETECTION
SYSTEM FOR THE COMMUNITY AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT
DEPARTMENT, ELECTRICAL DIVISION, TO ITERIS, INC., SANTA ANA, CA,
FOR AN ESTIMATED TOTAL COST OF $40,464, AUTHORIZING THE CITY
MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO ACCEPT $26,666 AS TRADE-IN VALUE
ON VARIOUS CAMERA EQUIPMENT TOWARDS THE PURCHASE OF SAID
EQUIPMENT, AND AUTHORIZING THE PURCHASING MANAGER, OR HIS
DESIGNEE, TO ISSUE A PURCHASE ORDER

WHEREAS, through product testing, the Electrical Division selected video

cameras provided by Iteris, Inc., for vehicle detection needs, and

WHEREAS, as the video technology is changing, Iteris continues to offer a

superb product and support program, and

WHEREAS, Iteris is currently offering the City trade-in value on camera

equipment produced by other manufacturers that have not proven reliable and taken out

of service or is no longer necessary, and

WHEREAS, Iteris products are best quality equipment for the needs of the City

and Iteris continues to provide ongoing support, and

WHEREAS, the Modesto Municipal Code, MMC 8-3.203, generally requires all

purchases, which meet or exceed $50,000.00 for material, equipment or contractual

services to be formally bid. However, there are exceptions to the rule set forth in the

Modesto Municipal code. One exception, MMC 8-3.204 (b), which states that where the

Purchasing Agency's requirements can be met solely by a single article or process. The

sole source procurement for the purchase ofan Iteris Video Detection System from Iteris,

Inc., Santa Ana, CA, conforms to the Modesto Municipal Code 8-3.204 (b), and
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WHEREAS, funds are budgeted in Fiscal Year 2013-14 for the purchase of an

lteris Video Detection System in Appropriation Unit: 1700-14540-53105.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby authorizes the award of a sole source procurement for the purchase of an

lteris Video Detection System for the Community and Economic Development, Electrical

Division, to Iteris, Inc., Santa Ana, CA, and authorizes the City Manager, or his designee,

to accept $26,666 as trade-in value on various camera equipment towards the purchase of

said equipment.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Purchasing Manager, or his designee, is

hereby authorized to issue a purchase order for an estimated total cost of $40,464.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City ofModesto held on the 9th day of July, 2013, by Councilmember Gunderson,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Geer,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Counci1members:

NOES: COlUlcilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

07/0912013IFINlKMasassolItem 6

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

ATIEST'~.e'~
TEPHANIE LOPEZ, CIty Clerk
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-252

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE AWARD OF A SOLE SOURCE
PROCUREMENT FOR THE PURCHASE OF A RAYCO STUMP GRINDER
FOR THE PARKS, RECREATION AND NEIGHBORHOODS DEPARTMENT,
FORESTRY DIVISION THROUGH THE PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT,
FLEET SERVICES DIVISION, TO JCB OF SACRAMENTO, CA, FOR AN
ESTIMATED TOTAL COST OF $57,768

WHEREAS, the City Manager authorized the Purchasing Manager to issue formal

Request for Bids (RFB) for new vehicles and heavy equipment, through various

competitive processes, with the Purchasing Division coming back to Council for award

authorization. The stump cutter is included in the new vehicles and heavy equipment list

authorized by the City Manager, and

WHEREAS, the replacement of the stump cutter has been subjected to a thorough

evaluation and has met or exceeded the replacement criteria before being placed on the

replacement list, and

WHEREAS, Rayco Manufacturing is the only company that manufacturers a 99.2

horsepower, California emissions legal stump cutter. The Forestry Division currently is

using a 70 horsepower uuit that cannot keep up with the production schedule the Forestry

Division is trying to maintain. The 70 horsepower unit bogs down when pushed at the

rate the Forestry Division's crew needs to maintain the production rate required. The

Forestry Division is substantially behind schedule because of the performance of the

current 70 horsepower unit, and

WHEREAS, the Fleet Division researched and discovered that Rayco

Manufacturing is the only manufacturer to provide a 99.2 horsepower stump cutter,
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which can only be provided by one distributor in Northern California, JCB of

Sacramento, West Sacramento, CA, and

WHEREAS, sufficient funds are budgeted in Fiscal Year 2012-13, in account #

5409-53246-57003, and

WHEREAS, The Modesto Municipal Code, MMC 8-3.203, generally requires all

purchases, which meet or exceed $50,000.00 for material, equipment or contractual

services to be formally bid. However, there are exceptions to the rule set forth in the

Modesto Municipal code. One exception, MMC 8-3.204 (b), which states that where the

Purchasing Agency's requirements can be met solely by a single article or process. The

sole source procurement for the purchase of a Rayco Stump Cutter from JCB of

Sacramento, West Sacramento, CA conforms to the Modesto Municipal Code 8-3.204

(b).

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby authorizes the award of a sole source procurement for the purchase of a

Rayco Stump Grinder for the Parks, Recreation and Neighborhoods Department, Forestry

Division through the Public Works Department, Fleet Services Division, to JCB of

Sacramento, CA.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Purchasing Manager or his designee is

authorized to issue a purchase order for a total estimated cost of$57,768.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 9th day of July, 2013, by Councilmember Gunderson,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Geer,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

ii-' , !

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

ATTEST:~~ 4'­
STEPHANIE LOPEZ, City Clerk

By:~:[U--/l>i
-:S::::U-:CS=-ANCC:-::.A*-.'''''A''''LLC:':"A'''L=-A-:-:CW:-CO=O-=D-,-=C=-ity--:A-tt-o-m-e-y

i I
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-253

RESOLUTION APPROVING AN ENTERTAINMENT PERMIT FOR X-FEST
MODESTO 2013 AS OUTLINED BY THE CITY OF MODESTO ORDINANCE
NO 3492-C.S. AND AUTHORIZING THE PERMIT ADMINISTRATOR TO
EXECUTE THE ENTERTAINMENT SPECIAL EVENT PERMIT AND ALL
RELATED DOCUMENTS

WHEREAS, X-Fest Modesto 2013 will consist of many different types oflive

outdoor musical stage performances that range from Pop/Alternative, Hip Hop and

Classic Rock, and

WHEREAS, the event features vendor booths providing a wide variety of

products, services, food and refreslunents throughout the event area, and

WHEREAS, the event is open to the public who are 21 years of age and over, and

WHEREAS, the event is controlled by temporary fencing outlining the entire

perimeter with security at all entrances and exists, and

WHEREAS, X-Fest Modesto has procured Olympic International Security, Inc to

provide 200 security guards to assist the Modesto Police Department to ensure a safe and

successful event, and

WHEREAS, the Modesto Police Department will be working the event as part of

an Outside Work Agreement between the event promoters and the Modesto Police

Department, and

WHEREAS this item was not heard by the Entertainment Committee on June 20,

2013 due to the number of conflicted committee members.

NOW, TIIEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves an Entertainment Permit for X-Fest Modesto 2013 as outlined by

the City of Modesto Ordinance No. 3492-C.S.
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BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Pennit Administrator is hereby

authorized to execute the Entertainmcnt Special Evcnt Pennit and all related documents.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 9th day of July, 2013, by Councilmember Gunderson,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Geer,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES:

NOES:

ABSENT:

Councilmembers:

Councilmembers:

Councilmembers:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

ATTEST: _~-4----'-~~'-""'---c-'-"~"-c---=-__

STEPHANIE LOPEZ, City Clerk

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:
/;/1'-'1'-, I

q[10 'By: ~'f7'
SUSANAj\LCALA WOOD, City Attorney

./
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-254

A RESOLUTION APPROVING A CONTRACT WITH TASER
INTERNATIONAL, INC., SCOTTSDALE, AZ, FOR A VIDEO STORAGE
SYSTEM AND MAINTENANCE FOR THE MODESTO POLICE
DEPARTMENT'S TASER AXON FLEX CAMERA SYSTEM FOR THREE
YEARS, AND AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO
EXECUTE THE CONTRACT

WHEREAS, TASER International, Inc., is the sole source provider for the

TASER Axon Flex camera system issued to uniformed personnel, and

WHEREAS, the current contract with TASER expires on July 27, 2013, and

WHEREAS, the Modesto Police Department wishes to enter into a three year

contract with Taser International, Inc., Scottsdale, AZ for a video storage system and

maintenance for the TASER Axon Flex camera system, and

WHEREAS, the term ofthis contract is July 27, 2013 through July)O, 2016,

and

WHEREAS, the estimated cost for this contract is $197,017, which will be funded

through the existing Police Department Fiscal Year 2012113 Operating Budget for this

contract, and have been encumbered.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves a contract with TASER International, Inc., Scottsdale, AZ for a

video storage system and maintenance for the Modesto Police Department's TASER

Axon Flex camera system for three years, in the amount of$197,017.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute the Contract.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Conncil of

the City of Modesto held on the 9th day of July, 2013, by Councilmember Gunderson,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Geer,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Conneilmembers:

ABSENT: Conneilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

07/09/2013IMPD/ASchienker/ltem 9

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

ATTEST: 0'1'?~4==
STEPHANIE LOPEZ, City Clerk
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-255

RESOLUTION ACCEPTING THE WORK BY GOODLAND LANDSCAPE
CONSTRUCTION, INC. FOR THE "MARY E GROGAN COMMUNITY PARK­
PHASE 1 DEVELOPMENT PROJECT" AS COMPLETE, AUTHORIZING THE
CITY CLERK TO FILE A NOTICE OF COMPLETION WITH THE
STANISLAUS COUNTY RECORDER UPON RECEIPT OF APPROVED
WARRANTY BOND, AND AUTHORIZING PAYMENT OF AMOUNTS
TOTALING $8,238,966

WHEREAS, a report has been filed by the Director of Utility Planning and Projects

that the Mary E. Grogan Community Park - Phase I Project has been completed by

Goodland Landscape Construction, Inc., in accordance with the contract agreement dated

April 24, 2012,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that Mary E. Grogan Community Park - Phase I Project is hereby accepted as complete

from said contractor, Goodland Landscape Construction, Inc., that the City Clerk is

authorized to file a Notice ofCompletion with the Stanislaus County Recorder upon

receipt of approved Warranty Bond, and that payment ofamounts totaling $8,238,966 is

authorized as provided in the contract.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 9th day of July, 2013, by Councilmember Gunderson,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Geer,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

ATTEST,~-+-
S 'PHANIE LOPEZ, City Clerk

SUSAl)fAi ALCALA WOOD, City Attorney
f/
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-256

A RESOLUTION APPROVING THE ISSUANCE OF REFUNDING REVENUE
BONDS BY THE MODESTO IRRIGATION DISTRICT FINANCING
AUTHORITY RELATED TO THE REFINANCING OF THE MODESTO
IRRIGATION DISTRICT DOMESTIC WATER PROJECT REFUNDING
REVENUE BONDS, SERIES 1998D USED TO CONSTRUCT THE DOMESTIC
WATER TREATMENT AND DELIVERY SYSTEM OF THE MODESTO
IRRIGATION DISTRICT

WHEREAS, the City of Modesto, a charter city and municipal corporation

organized and existing under the laws ofthe State of California (the "City"), currently

provides municipal water service within the service boundaries of the Modesto Irrigation

District (the "District"), and

WHEREAS, the District and the Modesto Irrigation District Financing Authority,

ajoint powers authority organized and existing under the laws of the State of California,

have refinanced the domestic water treatment and delivery system of the District (the

"Project") through the issuance of Modesto Irrigation District Financing Authority

Domestic Water Project Refunding Revenue Bonds, Series 1998D currently outstanding

in the aggregate principal amount of $52,620,000 (the "Prior Water Bonds"), and

WHEREAS, the District desires to further refmance the Project through the

issuance of Modesto Irrigation District Financing Authority Domestic Water Project

Refunding Revenue Bonds in one or more series (the "2013 Bonds"), the proceeds of

which will be used to refund and defease the outstanding principal amount of the Prior

Water Bonds, and

WHEREAS, the 2013 Bonds will be issued for the benefit of the City's Municipal

Water Utility and will be repaid from the debt service portion of payments made by the

City in accordance with the Amended and Restated Treatment and Delivery Agreement
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entered into in 2005 by the City and the District, as amended by Financing Amendments

to Amended and Restated Treatment and Delivery Agreement entered into in 2007 by the

City and the District (the "Treatment and Delivery Agreement"),

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

Modesto as follows:

SECTION L The City Council of the City hereby finds and determines that the

matters set forth in the preambles to this Resolution are true and correct.

SECTION 2. The City Council of the City hereby approves of the issuance of

the 2013 Bonds by the Authority at one time, or from time to time, in one or more series

separately or differently identified for the benefit of the City's Municipal Water Utility;

provided, however, that the aggregate principal amount ofthe 2013 Bonds shall not

exceed $55,000,000, the final maturity of the 2013 Bonds shall not exceed September 1,

2022 and the underwriter's discount with respect to the 2013 Bonds shall not exceed

0.50%.

SECTION 3. The proposed form of the Official Statement relating to the 2013

Bonds (the "Official Statement") as presented to this meeting is hereby approved. The

underwriters with respect to the 2013 Bonds, is hereby authorized to distribute copies of

the Official Statement in preliminary form to prospective purchasers of the 2013 Bonds

and is hereby directed to distribute copies of the Official Statement in final form to all

actual purchasers of the 2013 Bonds. The Mayor, the City Manager or Finance Director

is hereby authorized to certify that the preliminary official statement as of its date is

"deemed final" for purposes of Rule 15c2-12 ofthe Securities and Exchange

Commission. The Mayor, the City Manager or Finance Director is hereby authorized and
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directed to execute and deliver a final Official Statement, in substantially the fonn as

such deemed tinal Preliminary Official Statement.

SECTION 4. The Treatment and Delivery Agreement is ratified and confinned.

SECTION 5. Subject to the conditions specified in Section 2 hereof, the Mayor,

the Finance Director and the City Manager (or his or her designee) are hereby authorized

and directed, jointly and severally, to do any and all things and to execute and deliver any

and all documents, certificates and other instruments, including, but not limited to, a

continuing disclosure agreement and a tax certificate relating to the 2013 Bonds, which

they may deem necessary or advisable, to carry out, give effect to and comply with the

tenns and intent of this Resolution.

SECTION 6. This Resolution shall take effect immediately upon its adoption.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the City Council

of the City of Modesto held on the 9th day of July, 2013, by Councilmember Cogdill, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Burnside,

was upon roll call carried and the Resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

By: <RJ~174ti

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

ATTEST: _~~~:,::v.~yf?~==-,a<""",,--=-:-­
STEPHANIE LOPEZ, City Clerk

SUSANA ALCALA WOOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-257

RESOLUTION APPROVING A MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING
BETWEEN THE PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT AND PARKS,
RECREATION, AND NEIGHBORHOODS DEPARTMENT FOR THE
TRANSFER OF A CAPITAL ASSET (NEW COMPOST FACILITY SITE, 7001
JENNINGS ROAD) FROM THE WASTEWATER TREATMENT ENTERPRISE
FUND 4210 TO THE COMPOST ENTERPRISE FUND 4890

WHEREAS, the City of Modesto operates a compost facility at 7001 Jennings

Road, Modesto, California, which accepts organic solid waste materials, and

WHEREAS, the facility diverts these materials to meet state diversion mandates,

avoiding fines and saving ratepayers over $9 million in disposal costs, and

WHEREAS, the facility currently rents 51.2 acres ofland at the Jennings Road

Wastewater Treatment Facility from the Wastewater Fund under an inter-department

MOU between Public Works and PR&N, and

WHEREAS, the Compost facility is moving to a new site (currently kuown as

Field 3) further south on Jennings Road to make room for the Tertiary Treatment Plant

expansion, which will occupy the site currently housing the Compost facility, and

WHEREAS, fuuding for the relocation of the site was obtained as part of the

larger Tertiary Treatment Plant expansion which is being fuuded through a State

Revolving Fund (SRF) loan administered by the State Water Resources Control Board,

and

WHEREAS, the Compost Fund will reimburse the Wastewater Fund for

approximately $4 million as its share of the SRF loan for construction of the new facility

under an inter-department MOU between Public Works and PR&N dated December 6,

2011, and
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WHEREAS, due to the significant cost of the capital improvements to the site and

in order to ensure the long-term protection ofthe capital investment by the solid waste

ratepayers, it is agreed by the parties that the land upon which the Compost Facility is

being relocated will be transferred as a Capital Asset from the Wastewater Fund 4210 to

the Compost Enterprise Fund 4890, and

WHEREAS, to establish the value of the asset for the purpose ofcompensation,

an appraisal was conducted on November 5, 2012 by Hulberg and Associates which set

the market value ofthe sixty-five (65) acre facility site at $1,140,000, ($17,500 per acre),

and

WHEREAS, the Compost Fund hereby agrees to pay the Wastewater Fund the

sum 01'$1,140,000 (one million one hundred forty thousand dollars) for the site,

commencing with an initial payment of 10% of the principal balance ($114,000) followed

by thirty (30) annual installments of $34,200 (principal balance amortized over 30 years)

and interest on the principal balance based on the actual rate ofreturn earned by the

City's investment portfolio during the 12-month period immediately preceding the annual

payment date, and

WHEREAS, annual payments of principal and interest shall be made on June 30th

of each year, and the estimated total purchase price over the 30 year period based on the

current 3% interest rate on the City'S investment portfolio for the prior 12 month period

is $1,671,570, and

WHEREAS, the Memorandum of Understanding sets forth other mutual roles and

responsibilities ofthe parties, and
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WHEREAS, a report dated July 9, 2013, from the Parks, Recreation and

Neighborhoods Department, a copy of which is on file in the office of the City Clerk, sets

forth said recommendations, and

WHEREAS, said matter was set for a hearing of the City Council to be held at

5:30 p.m. on July 9, 2013, in the Tenth Street Place Chambers, located at 1010 Tenth

Street, Modesto California, at which date and time a duly noticed public hearing was held

at said time and place, at which time evidence, both ora] and documentary, was received

and considered, and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves a Memorandum of Understanding between the Public Works

Department and the Parks, Recreation, and Neighborhoods Department for the transfer of

a capital asset (new compost facility site, 7001 Jennings Road) from the Wastewater

Treatment Enterprise Fund 4210 to the Compost Enterprise Fund 4890.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that Dennis Turner, Director, may

execute the MOU on behalfof the Public Works Department, and Julie Hannon, Director,

may execute the MOU on behalfof the Parks, Recreation and Neighborhoods

Department.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Conncil of

the City ofModesto held on the 9th day of July, 2013, by Conncilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Conncilmember Geer, was

upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES:

NOES:

ABSENT:

Councilmembers:

Conncilmembers:

Councilmembers:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

ATTEST: _~L--=-=,-"=",,,A~........._________
STEPHANIE LOPEZ, City Clerk

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

/~\ /
By: e!/~/'/I\
~~~~~~~~~~~---
SUSAN LCALA WOOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-258

RESOLUTION FINDING THAT THE FOLLOWING PROJECT IS WITHIN THE
SCOPE OF THE PROJECT COVERED BY THE MODESTO WASTEWATER
MASTER PLAN MASTER ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT
(SCH#2006052076) AND GENERAL PLAN MASTER ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
REPORT (SCH# 2007072023): REPLACEMENT OF HAHN AND EMERALD LIFT
STATIONS

WHEREAS, the City of Modesto intends to rehabilitate and upgrade the Habn

and Emerald Lift Stations to replace deteriorated pumps, valves, piping, electrical control

gear, and to minimize confined space entry conditions based on the findings of the

Condition Assessment conducted as part of the City of Modesto Wastewater Master Plan

Update (WWMP).

WHEREAS, on March 13,2007, the City Council, by Resolution No. 2007-178

certified the Final Wastewater Master Plan Master Environmental Impact Report (SCH

No. 2006052076, EAlPW2008-03) for the WWMP.

WHEREAS, the Utility Planning and Projects Department has prepared an Initial

Study, Environmental Assessment No. EAlUP&P 2012-09 for the proposed Replacement

of Habn and Emerald Lift Stations, which concluded that the project is within the scope

of the Final Wastewater Master Plan Master Environmental Impact Report for the City of

Modesto Wastewater Master Plan Update (SCH No. 2006052076, EAlPW2008-03) and

the General Plan Master Environmental Impact Report (SCH No. 2007072023) and that

pursuant to Section 21157.1 of the Public Resources Code, no new environmental review

is required, and

WHEREAS, pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21081 and 21158(d), the

City of Modesto finds that no new effects could occur or no new mitigation measures
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would be required, therefore the activity is within the scope of the project covered by the

Master ErR and no new environmental review is required, and

WHEREAS, in accordance with CEQA guidelines on February 7, 2013, the City

caused to be published a 30-day notice of the City's intent to make a finding that the

proposed project conforms with the Master EIR, and

WHEREAS, said matter was considered by the City Council at a regular meeting

on July 9, 2013, at 5:30 p.m., in the Tenth Street Place Chambers, 1010 Tenth Street,

Modesto, California,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it has reviewed and considered the Initial Study prepared for the proposed Project, a

copy of which is attached hereto as Exhibit"A" and incorporated herein by reference,

and based on the substantial evidence included in said Initial Study makes the following

fmdings:

1. An Initial Study, EAlUP&P 2012-09, was prepared by the City of Modesto
that analyzed whether the subsequent project may cause any significant effect
on the environment that was not examined in the Wastewater Master Plan
Master EIR and the General Plan Master ErR and whether the subsequent
project was described in the Master EIRs as being within the scope of the
reports.

2. The subsequent project will have no additional significant effect on the
environment, as defined in subdivision (d) of Section 21158 of the Public
Resources Code, that was not identified in the Master ErRs.

3. No new or additional mitigation measures or alternatives are required.

4. The subsequent project is within the scope ofthe project covered by the
Master EIRs.

5. AIl applicable policies, regulations, and mitigation measures identified in the
Master EIRs have been applied to the subsequent project or otherwise made
conditions of approval of the subsequent project.
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BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto that the

Director of Utility Planning and Projects is hereby authorized and directed to file a notice

of determination within five (5) business days with the Stanislaus County Clerk, pursuant

to Section 21152 of the Public Resources Code.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 9th day of July, 2013, by Councilmember Geer, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Muratore,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

07/09/2013IUP&P/JFranco/Item 13

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

ATTEST: -~--J'--.::=--C:~:c::;!!:'''''''''''''~~~'''''''''--_
STEPHANIE LOPEZ, City Clerk
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City of Modesto
Wastewater Master Plan Master EIR
Initial Study Environmental Checklist

1. PURPOSE

CEQA allows for the limited environmental review of subsequent projects under the City's Wastewater
Master Plan Master Environmental Impact Report (SCH# 2006052076) ("Master EIR" or "MEIR") and
General Plan Master EIR (SCH# 2007072023). This Initial Study Environmental Checklist ("Initial
Study") is used in determining whether the Replacement of the Hahn and Emerald Lift Stations are
"within the scope" of the project analyzed in the Wastewater Master Plan Master EIR and General
Plan Master EIR (PubliC Resources Code section 21157.1). If the Initial Study supports this
conclusion, the City will issue a finding of conformance.

A subsequent project is "within the scope" of a Master EIR when:

1. it will have no additional significant effects on the environment that were not addressed as
significant effects in the Master EIR; and

2. no new or additional mitigation measures or alternatives are required.

"Additional significant effects" means a project-specific effect that was not addressed as a significant
effect in the Master EIR. [Public Resources Code Section 21158(d)]

This analysis is tiered from the 2007 Wastewater Master Plan Master EIR (SCH #2006052076) and
from the Urban Area General Plan Master EIR (SCH #2007072023).

II. PROJECT DESCRIPTION

A. Title: Replacement of Hahn and Emerald Lift Stations

B. Address or Location: Stanislaus County, California.

c.

The Hahn Lift Station will be located at 3200 Nightingale Drive, southwest of the intersection
with Honey Creek Road within the City of Modesto (APN 076-001-037). Latitude: 31'41' 36"
N, Longitude: 121"3' 17" W.

The Emerald Lift Station will be located north of MID Lateral #4 between 217 and 307 N.
Emerald Avenue in the City of Modesto (APN 029-031-001). Latitude: 31'38' 28" N,
Longitude: 121°1' 17" W.

Applicant: City of Modesto
Utility Planning and Projects Department
1010 Tenth Street
P. O. Box 642
Modesto, CA 95353

D. City Contact Person:
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Hahn lift Station Project Manager: Pete Kambel, Assistant Engineer
Department: Utility Planning and Projects Department
Phone Number: (209) 577-5444
E-mail address:pkambel@modestogov.com

Emerald lift Station Project Manager: Lou Schlitz, Engineering Project Coordinator
Department: Utility Planning and Projects Department
Phone Number: (209) 577-5489
E-mail address:lschlitz@modestogov.com

Hahn lift Station Site and Project Information

E. Current General Plan Designation(s): R, Residential

F. Current Zoning Classification(s): R-1, Low-Density Residential

G. Surrounding Land Uses: Detached single family residences are adjacent to the subject lot on
all sides.

H. Project Description:

The project is the replacement of an existing sewer lift station located at the intersection of
Nightingale Drive and Honey Creek Road with a new sewer lift station to be located at the
southwest corner of the intersection of Nightingale Drive and Honey Creek Road, as well as
the construction of supporting infrastructure. A map of the project vicinity is attached as
Figure 1.

The City of Modesto periodically evaluates the condition of its infrastructure to identify current
and projected infrastructure needs so that catastrophic failures and unexpected expenditures
can be minimized. The Hahn and Emerald Lift Stations were evaluated as part of the 2007
Wastewater Collection System Master Plan.

The City's reliability and redundancy standards minimize the probability of wastewater
overflows at the pumping station and within the service area. These standards require the
new Hahn and Emerald Lift Stations to indude the following features.

Standby power to pump 900 gpm (1.3 mgd) with a portable generator that can handle all
station loads.

" Ability to pump 900 gpm (1.3 mgd) with the largest pump and motor out of service.
" Redundant pump and motor for each size pump.

Pumps will handle solids
" Design will meet structural and seismic codes.

capable of pumping flows from minimum dry weather flow to peak wet weather flow
without starting any pump more than 10 starts per hour.
Appropriate tie-ins to the existing system.

Existing Infrastructure The existing lift station was installed in 1975 and upgraded in 1999. It
is served by a drywell containing two la-horsepower pumps and a wetwell. Among the lift
station's deficiencies are:

o both pumps do not work during peak wet weather flow events;
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limited hydraulic capacity due to small pump suction pipes;
o the site is subject to flooding during storm events, which can cause pump failure;

the ventilation system is inadequate, allowing heat to build up; and
o the drywell is deep, which presents access problems.

The City has determined that replacing the Hahn lift Station is the most cost-effective means
to improve its reliability.

Site layout The site will be designed to include the following features.

o Wet well located toward the northeast corner of the site
Space for equipment removal, vacuum truck, and parking.
A single entrance and single exit for truck access
Top of structures will be 6 inches above grade
Concrete pavement
Wrought iron fence on the north and east Sides of the property, set back from the flow
lines of the two streets a total distance of 20 feet (8 inches for curb, 4 foot Sidewalk, 5-
feet 4-inches to the property line, 10 feet for the PUE.)
Concrete block (CMU) sound walls shall be constructed on west and south sides near
property line, leaving the existing wood fences in place
Bollards between electrical panel and fence.
The area between the sidewalk and the north and east fences will be landscaped. The 10
foot public utility easement may be used in the future for an odor control soil bed if
needed.
The existing wetwell will be reused as a sewer manhole and the drywell may be converted
to a rockwell if the drainage is favorable.

Figure 2 presents the conceptual site plan and Figure 3 shows the elevation of a similar lift
station in Modesto.

Construction Once begun, construction would continue approXimately 180 calendar days,
depending upon weather.

Emerald lift Station Site and Project Information

E. Current General Plan Designation(s): R, Residential

F. Current Zoning Classification(s): R-l, low-Density Residential

G. Surrounding land Uses: Detached single family residences are adjacent to the subject lot on
the west, north, and east. Modesto Irrigation District's lateral No.4 is adjacent to the south.

H. Project Description:

The project is the replacement of an existing sewer lift station located at the southwest corner
of the intersection of Emerald Avenue with Modesto Irrigation District Lateral No.4 with a
new sewer lift station on the same site. A map of the project vicinity is attached as Figure 1.

The City of Modesto periodically evaluates the condition of its infrastructure to identify current
and projected infrastructure needs so that catastrophiC failures and unexpected expenditures
can be minimized. The Emerald Lift Station was evaluated as part of the 2007 Wastewater
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Collection System Master Plan. The age of this lift station, combined with the work already
performed to extend its useful life, have led City staff to conclude that it would be prudent to
replace the lift station in the near future.

Design features required as part of the City's reliability and redundancy standards are noted
above under the description of the Hahn Lift Station.

Existing Infrastructure The existing lift station, which lies inside a small masonry building,
was installed in 1953, underwent a ventilation project in 1988, and was substantially
rehabilitated in 1994. It is served by a drywell containing two 20-horsepower pumps and a
30-horsepower submersible pump. The lift station has a permanent 100 kiloWatt standby
generator for backup power, and a wetwell. Among the lift station's deficiencies are:

o inability to pump peak wet weather flows with one of the three pumps out of service;
o firm capacity less than required 3,100 gallons per minute;

inability to handle peak wet weather flows of up to 6,800 gallons per minute if the Emerald
Relief Trunk is out of service;

o pumps are below grade and susceptible to flooding and failure;
o discharge forcemain leaks and its structural integrity is compromised;

wetwell and manhole are corroded and the structural integrity of the wetwell is
compromised;
there are also concerns associated with the design of the lift station that are related to

operational and maintenance safety.

Site Layout The Emerald Lift Station will have four electric submersible pumps which, when
used together, will be able to handle 6,800 gallons per minute waste is diverted from the
Emerald Relief Trunk. A diesel standby generator will be included, which will have the
capacity to provide backup power for two pumps, adequate to provide firm capacity of 3,100
gallons per minute. Backup power may be required for all four pumps should a power outage
occur when the Emerald Relief Trunk is being diverted through the Emerald Lift Station; an
electrical "tap box" will be included to facilitate connection of an additional backup generator
should it become necessary. The site will also be designed with the following features.

Interior walls of the existing lift station building will be removed or modified to remove the
existing electrical panel and maintenance room and replace them with new electrical
eqUipment and restroom facilities, in addition to other modifications to support these
improvements; part of the building will be removed.
Submersible, self-cleaning trench-style lift station (approximately 23 feet long by eight feet
wide) will be built at the northwest corner of the site.

" Minor modifications to influent and effluent sewers, such as manholes, extensions to reach
new lift station

o Concrete pump washdown area
o Access to eqUipment for maintenance will be provided through a small "monorail" over the

trench-style lift station to be used with a small hoist to allow pumps to be removed safely
Existing concrete will be demolished to allow underground demolition and construction;
concrete will be replaced after underground construction is complete.
Gates, fencing, and odor control soil bed will remain, although they may be temporarily
removed or modified to allow construction. Two trees along the southerly property line
will be removed to accommodate construction and continued operation of the lift station.

Figure 4 presents the conceptual site plan and Figures Sa, Sb, and Sc are conceptual
elevations.
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Construction Once begun, construction on the Emerald Lift Station would continue
approximately 300 calendar days, depending upon weather.

Described in the Master EIR The replacement of lift stations and other waste collection
equipment was contemplated in the Wastewater Master Plan Update Master EIR. Chapter I
identifies upgrades to the collection system, including lift stations and reliability improvements,
that are considered subsequent projects for the purpose of tiering from the Wastewater
Master Plan Master EIR. Chapter II's overview of the project elaborates on the need for
adequate lift stations, which are included in the Wastewater Master Plan Update. Chapter Ill's
project description identifies the locations of needed facilities, including both the Hahn and
Emerald Lift Stations (see Figure III-7 in the Wastewater Master Plan MEIR).

To the extent that the proposed replacement lift stations have the potential to cause impacts
related to greenhouse gases or to cultural resources, such potential impacts were evaluated in
the General Plan Master ErR and mitigation measures in the General Plan Master EIR would be
applied to the lift station replacement project to mitigate potential impacts to a less-than­
significant level.

1. Other Public Agencies Whose Approval is Required:

Central Valley Water Quality Control Board
California Reclamation Board
State Water Resources Control Board
Modesto Irrigation District
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Figure 2

Hahn Lift Station, Conceptual Site Plan
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Figure 3
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Figure 4

Emer,,1d lift Stiit'i:Jn, ConcepruaISite Pk.n
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figure Sa
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Figure 5b

Emerald lift Station,~~l Southeast Ele>.tar,;:}n
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Figure 5c

Emerald I.ilt Station,~ East~oo
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III. FINDINGS/DETERMINATION (SELECT ONE ON THE BASIS OF THE ANALYSIS
IN SECTION IV)

1. -1L Within the Scope - The project is within the scope of theWastewater Master Plan Master
EIR and General Plan Master EIR and no new environmental document or Public Resources
Code Section 21081 findings are required. All of the following statements are found to be true:

A. The subsequent project will have no additional Significant effect on the environment,
as defined in subdivision (d) of Section 21158 of the Public Resources Code, that was
not identified in and mitigated through the Master EIRs.

B. No new or additional mitigation measures or alternatives are required.

C. The subsequent project is within the scope of the project covered by the Master EIRs.

D. All applicable polides, regulations, and mitigation measures identified in the Master
EIRs have been applied to the subsequent project or otherwise made conditions of
approval of the subsequent project.

2. __ Mitigated Negative Declaration Required - On the basis of the above determinations,
the project is not within the scope of the Wastewater Master Plan Master EIR and General
Plan Master EIR. A mitigated negative declaration will be prepared for the project. The
following statements are all found to be true:

A. The subsequent project is within the scope of the project covered by the Master EIR.

B. All applicable policies, regulations, and mitigation measures identified in the Master EIR
have been applied to the subsequent project or otherwise made conditions of approval
of the subsequent project.

C. The project will have one or more potential new significant effects on the environment
that were not addressed as significant effects in the Master EIR. New or additional
mitigation measures are being required of the project that will reduce the effects to a
less-than-significant level.

3.__ Focused EIR Required- On the basis of the above determinations, the project is not within
the scope of the Wastewater Master Plan Master EIR and General Plan Master EIR. A Focused
EIR will be prepared for the project. All of the follOWing statements are found to be true:

A. The subsequent project is within the scope of the project covered by the Master EIR.

B. All applicable poliCies, regulations, and mitigation measures identified in the Master EIR
have been applied to the subsequent project or otherwise made conditions of approval
of the subsequent project.

c. The project will have one or more new Significant effects on the environment that were
not addressed as significant effects in the Master EIR. New or additional mitigation
measures or alternatives are required as a result.

~ ScmcCi.! ~#lutr
P~ Title D~te '
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4. Within the Scope Analysis of this Document:

The Wastewater Master Plan Master EIR and General Plan Master EIR allow projects to be found
within the scope of the MEIRs if certain criteria are met. If the following statements are found to be
true for all impact categories included in this Initial Study, then the proposed project is addressed by
the analyses contained in the Master EIRs and is within the scope of the Master EIRs. Any "No"
response must be discussed.

YES NO

(1) The lead agency for subsequent projects shall be the City of Modesto or a responsible
X 0agency identified in the Wastewater Master Plan MEIR and the General Plan MEIR.

-
(2) City policies which reduce, avoid, or mitigate environmental effects will continue to be in

effect and, therefore, would be applied to subsequent projects where appropriate. The
policies are described in the list of policies in place and mitigation measures attached to X 0
the Initial Study template. Project impacts would be mitigated to a less-than-significant
level using Wastewater Master Plan MEIR and General Plan MEIR mitigations only.

(3) Federal, State, regional, and Stanislaus County regulations do not change in a manner
that is less restrictive on development than current law (i.e., would not offer the same

X 0level of protection assumed under the Wastewater Master Plan Master EIR and General
Plan Master EIR).

(4) No specific information concerning the known or potential presence of significant
resources is identified in future reports, or through fonmal or infonmal input received from X 0
responsible or trustee agencies or other qualified sources.

(5) The development will occur within the boundaries of the City's planning area as
X 0established in this Urban Area General Plan.

(6) Development within the project will comply with all appropriate mitigation measures
contained and enumerated in the Wastewater Master Plan Master EIR and General Plan X 0
Master EIR.

Discussion:

(1) The City of Modesto was the lead agency for the Wastewater Master Plan, the 2007
Wastewater Master Plan Master EIR, the General Plan, the 2008 General Plan Master EIR, and
for construction and operation of all wastewater system improvements. Each contract is
approved at the sole discretion of the City Coundl of the City of Modesto.

(2, 6) All relevant and appropriate poliCies and mitigation measures identified in the Wastewater
Master Plan Master EIR and the General Plan Master EIR have been applied to the
construction, operation, and maintenance of the Hahn and Emerald Lift Stations.

(3) Relevant Federal, State, regional, and County regulations have not become less restrictive
since the Wastewater Master Plan Master EIR and General Plan Master EIR were certified.

(4) City staff is not aware of new information concerning the presence of Significant resources in
the project area. The General Plan Master EIR discloses information about such resources, as
it is known at this time.

(5) Both the Hahn and Emerald Lift Stations lie within the sewer service area of the City of
Modesto.
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5. Currency of the Master EIR Document

The MEIR should be reviewed on a regular basis to determine its currency, and whether additional
analysis/mitigation should be incorporated into the MEIR via a Supplemental or Subsequent EIR
(CEQA Section 21157.6). Staff has reviewed the Wastewater Master Plan MEIR and the General Plan
MEIR in light of the criteria listed below to determine whether the Master EIRs are current. The
analysis contained within the Master EIRs is current as long as the following circumstances have not
changed. Any "no" response must be explained.

YES NO

(1) Certification of the Wastewater Master Plan Master ElR and General Plan Master ErR
occurred less than five years prior to the filing of the application for this subsequent 0 X
project.

(2) This project is described in the Wastewater Master Plan Master EIR and General Plan
Master EIR and the project's approval will not affect the adequacy of the Wastewater

X 0Master Plan Master EIR or General Plan Master EIR for any subsequent project because
the City can make the following findings:

(a) No substantial changes have occurred with respect to the circumstances under which
X 0the Wastewater Master Plan Master ErR and General Plan MErR were certified.

(b) No new information, which was not known and could not have been known at the time
the Wastewater Master Plan MEIR and General Plan MEIR were certified as complete, X 0
has become available.

--
(c) Policies remain in effect which require site-specific mitigation, and avoidance or other

X 0mitigation of impacts as a prerequisite to future development.

Discussion:

(1) The City of Modesto has reviewed the Wastewater Master Plan Master EIR that was certified in
February 2007 and the 2008 General Plan Master ErR that was certified in October 2008 and
has determined, as required by Public Resources Code Section 21157.6(b) that (a) no
substantial changes have occurred with respect to the circumstances under which either of
these Master EIRs were certified, and (b) no new information, which was not known and could
not have been known at the time that these Master EIRs were certified as complete, has
become available.

(2) The replacement of the Hahn and Emerald lift Stations is specifically described in the
Wastewater Master Plan Master EIR. Because this project is the replacement of an existing
inadequate lift station, it is also consistent with the existing development described in the
General Plan Master EIR.

(a) No substantial changes have occurred with respect to the circumstances under which
these Master EIRs were certified. The City of Modesto has seen almost no increase in
development since the Master EIRs were certified.

(b) The City of Modesto is not aware of new information relating to potential
environmental impacts that was not known at the time the Master EIRs were certified.

(c) All relevant mitigation measures identified in the Wastewater Master Plan Master EIR
and the greenhouse gas and archaeological/historical portions of the General Plan
Master EIR will be applied to the proposed project, as described below.
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IV. ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS

This Initial Study, in accordance with Section 21157.1(b) of the Public Resources Code, discloses
whether the proposed project may cause any project-specific significant effect on the environment
that was not examined in the Final Master EIR (MEIR) for the General Plan and whether new or
additional mitigation measures or alternatives may be required as a result The Initial Study thereby
documents whether or not the project is "within the scope" of the Master EIR.

Pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21157.1, no new environmental document or findings are
necessary for projects that are determined to be within the scope of the MEIR. Adoption of the
findings specified in Section IILl, above after completion of the Initial Study fulfills the City's
obligation in that situation.

All environmental effects cited reflect conditions resulting from the Wastewater Master Plan, as
identified in the Master EIR.

The environmental impact analysis in the Master EIR for the Wastewater Master Plan is organized in
eleven subject areas. The following analysis is based on the impact analyses contained in Chapter IV
of the Master EIR. For ease of reference, the sections are numbered in the same order as the
analyses in Chapter IV.
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1. LAND USE, PLANS, AND POLICIES

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master fIR

The Master EIR identifies the potential impacts on land use and their associated mitigation measures.
Refer to pages IV.A.l to rV.A.15 in the Wastewater master Plan MEIR for details.

Direct Impacts

Impact A.l: Proposed improvements to the wastewater collection system in the vicinity of
established or planned land uses could create land use compatibility conflicts. (Less than significant)

No mitigation measures identified.

Impact A.2: The proposed project includes the construction and/or rehabilitation of portions of
sewer lines under the watercourses or near the banks of the Tuolumne River or Dry Creek that could
conflict with land use plans and policies. (Less than Significant)

No mitigation measures identified.

Impact A.3: Proposed improvements to the Primary Plant in the vicinity of established or planned
land uses could create land use compatibility conflicts. (Less than significant)

No mitigation measures identified.

Impact A.4: Proposed improvements to the Secondary Plant and Ranch could result in land use
compatibility conflicts. (Less than significant)

No mitigation measures identified.

Impact A.5: Proposed improvements to the wastewater collection and treatment system could
conflict with applicable land use plans and policies. (Less than significant)

No mitigation measures identified.

Cumulative Impacts

No cumulative impacts were disclosed in the Wastewater Master Plan Master EIR.

b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

No mitigation measures related to land use, plans, and policies are proposed in the Wastewater
Master Plan Master ErR.

Discussion:

There are no mitigation measures proposed in the Wastewater Master Plan Master ErR because no
significant impacts on land use were identified. No new or additional mitigation measures or
alternatives are required to reduce project impacts to a less-than-significant level.
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c. Project-Specific Effects

Section IV.A of the Wastewater Master Plan Master ErR identifies the potential impacts of
implementing the Wastewater Master Plan on land use, plans, and policies. The following is an
analysis of whether the proposed project would result in a new, Significant, project-specific effect not
disclosed in the Wastewater Master Plan Master ErR.

Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds. The
project-specific effects will be less than significant if impacts are equal to or less than impacts
disclosed in the Wastewater Master Plan Master ErR. New impacts may result in new mitigation.

Potentially
Significant No Significant less Than
Impact, as Impact with Significant or

Compared to MEIR No
MEIR Mitigation Impact

1. LAND USE, PLANS, AND POLICIES

1) Proposed improvements to the wastewater
collection system in the vicinity of established or D D X
planned land uses could create land use
compatibility conflicts.

2) The proposed project includes the construction
and/or rehabilitation of portions of sewer lines

D D Xunder the watercourses or near the banks of the
Tuolumne River or Dry Creek that could conflict
with land use plans and policies.

3) Proposed improvements to the Primary Plant in
D D Xthe vicinity of established Or planned land uses

could create land use compatibility conflicts.

4) Proposed improvements to the Secondary Plant
D Dand Ranch could result in land use compatibility X

conflicts.

5) Proposed improvements to the wastewater
collection and treatment system could conflict with D D X
applicable land use plans and policies.

Discussion:

Hahn and Emerald lift Stations

(1) The proposed projects are the replacement of existing lift stations. No land use compatibility
concerns are known to have occurred as a result of the existing Hahn and Emerald Lift
Stations. The replacement lift stations will be somewhat larger, both physically and in terms
of reliable capacity, than the existing lift stations to eliminate operational problems, but the
majority of the equipment associated with the facility will be underground, similar to the
existing facilities. No impact is expected and no mitigation is proposed.
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(2) The proposed lift station replacements do not include work on any transmission lines in or
near either the Tuolumne River or Dry Creek. No impact on these waterways will result from
the projects and no mitigation is necessary.

(3-4) The proposed replacements of the Hahn and Emerald Lift Stations do not involve any changes
to either the Primary or Secondary Plants. Therefore, no land use compatibility impacts in the
vicinity of the Primary or Secondary Plant will occur and no mitigation is necessary.

(5) Infrastructure such as lift stations are a normal and necessary part of municipal services.
Visible equipment located in neighborhoods is fairly small, typically occupying a single
residential lot. Neither the replacement of the Hahn Uft Station nor of the Emerald Lift Station
as proposed would have no additional impact on surrounding land uses than that disclosed in
the Wastewater Master Plan MEIR.

2. AGRICULTURAL RESOURCES

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Wastewater Master Plan Master EIR identifies the potential impacts on agricultural resources and
their associated mitigation measures. Refer to pages IV.B.l to IV.B.ll in the Wastewater Master Plan
MEIR for details.

Direct Impacts

Impact B.l: Construction of Collection System Improvements would not result in the permanent
loss of Prime Farmland. (less than significant)

No mitigation measures identified.

Impact B.2: Construction of the Phase IA tertiary treatment facilities at the Secondary Plant would
directly result in the permanent loss of Prime Farmland. (Significant and unavoidable)

Mitigation Measure B.2: Compensation for loss of farmland.

Cumulative Impacts

Impact B.3: Construction of the proposed project components within the Planned Urbanizing Area
would result in the cumulative loss of prime farmland. (Significant and unavoidable)

Mitigation Measure B.3: Compensation for loss of farmland through contribution to the
Farmland Conservancy Fun or an equivalent farmland preservation program.

b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

Mitigation measures related to agricultural resources are on pages IV.B.S to IV.B.ll in the
Wastewater Master Plan Master EIR.

Discussion:

No new or additional mitigation measures or altematives are required to reduce project impacts to a
less-than-significant level.
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c. Project-Specific Effects

Section IV.B of the Wastewater Master Plan Master EIR discloses impacts of implementing the
Wastewater Master Plan on agricultural resources. The following is an analysis of whether the
proposed project would result in a new, significant, project-specific effect not disclosed in the
Wastewater Master Plan Master EIR.

Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds. The
project-specific effects will be less than significant if impacts are equal to or less than impacts
disclosed in the Wastewater Master Plan Master ElR. New impacts may result in new mitigation.

Potentially
Significant No Significant Less Than
Impact, as Impact with Significant or

Compared to MEIR No
MEIR Mitigation Impact

2. AGRICULTURAL RESOURCES

1) Construction of Collection System Improvements
0 0 Xwould not result in the permanent loss of Prime

Farmland.

2) Construction of the Phase IA tertiary treatment
0 0 Xfacilities at the Secondary Plant would directly result

in the permanent loss of Prime Farmland.

Cumulative Impacts:
3) Construction of the proposed project components 0within the Planned Urbanizing Area would result in 0 X

the cumulative loss of prime farmland.

Discussion:

Hahn and Emerald Lift Stations

(1) Replacement of the Hahn and Emerald Lift Stations would increase the capacity of the lift
station, as compared to the existing lift stations. The original Hahn Lift Station was
undersized and has been retrofitted in an attempt to increase the capacity to an adequate
level to serve existing development. The original Emerald Lift Station needs greater capacity
to handle peak wet weather flows if the Emerald Trunk Line is out of service. Both proposed
replacement lift stations would have capacity adequate to serve their areas without facilitating
new development.

(2) The proposed replacements of the Hahn Lift Station and the Emerald Lift Station are unrelated
to the Phase IA tertiary treatment facilities. No impact related to that facility would occur as a
result of these projects.

Cumulative impacts:

(3) As noted in #1 above, the replacement lift stations are larger than the lift stations they will
replace. However, the replacement lift stations are sized to accommodate the development
currently served by the existing lift stations, which is undersized as compared to the current
operating standards. No cumulative impact on farmland is expected to occur as a result of
this project.
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3. PARKS AND RECREATION

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Wastewater Master Plan Master EIR identifies the potential impacts on land use and their
associated mitigation measures. Refer to pages IV.C.1 to IV.C.S in the Wastewater Master Plan MEIR
for details.

Direct Impacts

Impact C.1: The Beard Brook Reliability Project could result in an increase in localized noise and
dust and restrict access and enjoyment of Beard Brook Park. (Less than significant)

No mitigation measures identified.

Impact C.2: Construction of a pipeline near the Dryden Municipal Golf Course could result in an
increase in localized noise and dust, and restrict access and enjoyment of this recreational facility.
(Less than Significant)

No mitigation measures identified.

Impact C.3: The rehabilitation of the Primary Effluent Outfall could result in a temporary increase in
localized noise and dust, and could temporarily impair access and enjoyment of a park facility at the
southwest corner of West Hatch Road and Rancho Encantado Lane. (Less than significant)

No mitigation measures identified.

Cumulative Impacts

No cumulative impacts were disclosed in the Master EIR.

b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

No mitigation measures related to parks and recreation use are proposed in the Master EIR.

Discussion:

No mitigation measures proposed in the Wastewater Master Plan MEIR because no Significant impacts
on parks and recreation were identified. No new or additional mitigation measures or alternatives are
required to reduce project impacts to a less-than-significant level.

c. Project-Specific Effects

Section IV.C of the Wastewater Master Plan MEIR identifies the potential impacts of implementing the
Wastewater Master Plan on parks and recreation. The following is an analysis of whether the
proposed project would result in a new, Significant, project-specific effect not disclosed in the
Wastewater Master Plan MEIR.
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Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds. The
project-specific effects will be less than Significant if impacts are equal to or less than impacts
disclosed in the Wastewater Master Plan Master ErR. New impacts may result in new mitigation.

Potentially
Significant No Significant less Than
Impact, as Impact with Significant or

Compared to MEIR No
MEIR Mitigation Impact

3. PARKS AND RECREATION

1) The Beard Brook Reliability Project could result in
D D Xan increase in localized noise and dust and restrict

access and enjoyment of Beard Brook Park.

2) Construction of a pipeline near the Dryden
Municipal Golf Course could result in an increase in D D X
localized noise and dust, and restrict access and
enjoyment of this recreational facility.

3) The rehabilitation of the Primary Effluent Outfall
could result in a temporary increase in localized
noise and dust, and could temporarily impair access D D X
and enjoyment of a park facility at the southwest
comer of West Hatch Road and Rancho Encantado
Lane.

Discussion:

Hahn and Emerald lift Stations

(1-3) The sites for the Hahn and Emerald Lift Station replacements were anticipated in the
Wastewater Treatment Master Plan and are shown on Figure III-l of the Wastewater Master
Plan Master EIR. These sites are not components of the Wastewater Treatment Master Plan
that were identified as having an impact on any parks in Modesto, nor are the sites within
sight of any existing parks. No mitigation is necessary.

4. WATER QUALITY AND HYDROLOGY

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Master EIR identifies the potential impacts on water quality and hydrology and the associated
mitigation measures. Refer to pages IV.D.l to IV.D.41 in the MEIR for details.

Direct Impacts

Impact D.l: Excavation and construction activities could cause erosion and/or result in chemical
releases causing degradation of water quality in nearby surface water and/or groundwater bodies.
(less than significant with mitigation)
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Mitigation Measure D.1: The City shall prepare a SWPPP designed to reduce potential
impacts to surface water quality through the construction period of all of the project
components (whether or not the particular portion of the project disturbs more than one
acre). The SWPPP shall emphasize measures designed to minimize erosion and off-site
sedimentation during improvements to the collection system and installation of the new
outfall.

Impact D.2:
wastewater
mitigation)

Elimination of the cross-connections between the stormwater drainage system and the
collections system could result in localized flooding. (Less than significant with

Mitigation Measure D.2: Each proposed cross-connection elimination project shall be carefully
designed to ensure that existing flooding problems are not exacerbated. If the proposed
solution (either temporary or permanent) is not fully compliant with the City standards for
stormwater conveyance, then it shall be demonstrated through detailed hydraulic analysis that
the proposed solution does not make existing flooding problems worse.

Impact D.3: Implementation of the proposed project that does not match the rate of growth may
result in an incremental increase in operation-period surface water quality degradation due to the
deficient effluent disposal system. (Significant and unavoidable)

Mitigation Measure D.3: Deficient effluent disposal system.
The City should continue to investigate the feasibility of near-term solutions: 1) additional
land application of effluent, 2) expansion of storage capacity, and 3) conservation measures.

Impact D.4: Implementation of the proposed project may result in operation-period surface water
quality degradation due to pollutant loading associated with treated wastewater discharges.
(Significant and unavoidable)

Mitigation Measure D.4: To mitigate the potential impacts to San Joaquin River water quality
associated with the expansion of treated wastewater capacity, the City shall conduct an
antidegradation study as set forth above. The study shall be conducted in accordance with all
applicable State and Federal anti-degradation policy standards.
NOTE: Modesto is in compliance with this mitigation measure, having prepared an
antidegradation study (Stormwater Management Program Antidegradation Analysis, Larry
Walker Associate~ October 2008) as part of the renewal of the City's 2008 NPOES permit
(CAS083526).

Impact D.S: Implementation of the proposed project may result in operation-period surface water
quality degradation during daily operations and/or during flooding of the Primary Plant and sludge
drying area. (Significant)

Mitigation Measure D.S/D.S Cal: To mitigate the potential impacts to local flooding
conditions aSsociated with placement of fill and construction of the flood walls proposed by
the project, the City shall retain a qualified registered civil engineer or licensed architect to
conduct the appropriate floodplain studies in compliance with Modesto Municipal Code Section
9-4.406 to determine whether the proposed floodplain encroachments could be constructed
without increasing base flood elevations upstream or downstream of the Primary Plant. If the
studies indicate that base flood elevations would increase, then other appropriate channel
modifications shall be considered. If there are no feasible options to offset increases in base
flood elevations, then the proposed fill placement and flood walls will not be constructed and
the impact to water quality (Impact D.5) would be significant and unavoidable.
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Impact 0.6: The proposed increase in application of wastewater and biosolids to land would not
significantly affect regional groundwater quality. (Less than significant)

No mitigation is necessary.

Imooct 0.7: Implementation of the project would not result in depletion of groundwater resources.
(Less than significant)

No mitigation is necessary.

Impact 0.8: The project would include construction activities within the San Joaquin River channel
and on nearby levees and would include placement of a permanent structure in the San Joaquin River
channel. These activities could affect river flow patterns and degrade water quality. (Less than
significant with mitigation)

Mitigation Measure 0.8: To the extent feasible, all instream excavation and construction
activities shall be conducted during low flow conditions in the river and work within the wetted
channel will be avoided. The design of the new outfall and diffuser shall aVOid, to the extent
feaSible, permanent features that extend above the active streambed that could cause flow
disruption and scour. (See also impacts on biological resources and mitigation measures.)

Cumulative Impacts

No cumulative impacts were disclosed in the Master EIR.

b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

Mitigation measures related to water quality and hydrology are on pages IV.D.26 to IV.D.41 in the
Wastewater Master Plan Master EIR.

Discussion:

No new or additional mitigation measures or alternatives are required to reduce project impacts to a
less-than-significant level.

c. Project-Specific Effects

Section IV.D of the Wastewater Master Plan MEIR identifies the potential impacts of implementing the
Wastewater Master Plan on land use, plans, and policies. The following is an analYSis of whether the
proposed project would result in a new, Significant, project-specific effect not disclosed in the
Wastewater Master Plan MEIR.

Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds. The
project-specific effects will be less than significant if impacts are equal to or less than impacts
disclosed in the Wastewater Master Plan Master EIR. New impacts may result in new mitigation.
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Potentially
Significant No Significant Less Than
Impact, as Impact with Significant or

Compared to MEIR No
MEIR Mitigation Impact

4. WATER QUALITY AND HYDROLOGY

1) Excavation and construction activities could
cause erosion and/or result in chemical releases D X D
causing degradation of water quality in nearby
surface water and/or groundwater bodies.

2) Elimination of the cross-connections between the
D Dstormwater drainage system and the wastewater X

collections system could result in localized flooding.

3) Implementation of the proposed project that
does not match the rate of growth may result in an

D Dincremental increase in operation-period surface X
water quality degradation due to the deficient
effluent disposal system.

4) Implementation of the proposed project may
result in operation-period surface water quality D D X
degradation due to pollutant loading associated with
treated wastewater discharqes.
5) Implementation of the proposed project may
result in operation-period surface water quality

D Ddegradation during daily operations and/or during X
flooding of the Primary Plant and sludge drying
area.
6) The proposed increase in application of
wastewater and biosolids to land would not Dsignificantly affect regional groundwater quality. D X

7) Implementation of the project would not result in
D D Xdepletion of groundwater resources.

8) The project would include construction activities
within the San Joaquin River channel and on nearby
levees and would include placement of a permanent D D X
structure in the San Joaquin River channel. These
activities could affect river flow patterns and
degrade water quality.

Discussion:

Hahn and Emerald Lift Stations
(1) Each of the project types evaluated in the Wastewater Master Plan Master EIR has the

potential to degrade surface or groundwater quality. Mitigation Measure D.l will be
implemented for the Hahn and Emerald Uft Station replacements as part of the plan submittal
for a building permit. These projects and their construction documents will be reviewed to
ensure compliance with Modesto's approved Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan.
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(2) Replacement of the Hahn Lift Station will not eliminate cross-connections with the stormwater
drainage system. Therefore, this impact is not relevant to the project and no mitigation is
necessary.

(3-4) The replacement of the Hahn Lift Station will improve the reliability of the lift station and does
not increase the amount of sewer effluent that will be generated in the area served by the
Hahn Lift Station. No increase in surface water degradation is expected to occur as a result of
this project and no mitigation is necessary.

(5-6) This impact relates to operation of the treatment plants. The replacement of the Hahn Lift
Station will not result in a change in the operation of the treatment plants, nor will it increase
the amount of sewage being collected and treated. No impact is anticipated and no mitigation
is necessary.

(7) Replacement of the Hahn Lift Station would have no effect on groundwater resources,
consistent with the Wastewater Master Plan Master EIR. No mitigation is necessary.

(8) This impact is related to construction activities at the treatment plant Since replacement of
the Hahn Lift Station will have no effect on activity at the treatment plant, no impact on the
San Joaquin River channel will occur as a result of this project and no mitigation is necessary.

5. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Wastewater Master Plan MEIR identifies the potential impacts on biological resources and the
associated mitigation measures. Refer to pages IV.E.l to IV.E.37 in the Wastewater Master Plan
MEIR for details.

Direct Impacts

Impact E.l: Construction of project facilities along the Tuolumne River adjacent to the Primary
Plant, or in other riparian areas, could damage the habitat of the valley elderberry longhorn beetle.
(Less than significant with mitigation)

Mitigation Measure E.l.l: Perform pre-construction surveys.

Mitigation Measure E.1.2a: Agency coordination and consultation.

Mitigation Measure E.1.2b: Avoidance.

Impact E.2: Construction of project facilities could cause loss of occupied Burrowing Owl habitat.
(Less than significant with mitigation)

Mitigation Measure E.2.1: Avoidance.

Mitigation Measure E.2.2: Compensation for loss of Burrowing Owl habitat if a pre-
construction survey finds that Burrowing Owls occupy the site and avoidance is not feasible.

Impact E.3: Construction of project facilities could cause disturbance of nesting raptors. (Less than
significant with mitigation)
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Mitigation Measure E.3.1: Avoidance.

Mitigation Measure E.3.2: Perform pre-construction surveys.

Impact E.4: Construction of the project facilities could cause impacts to biological resources and
regulated habitats of Dry Creek (Beard Brook) and of the Tuolumne River. (Less than significant with
mitigation)

Mitigation Measure E.4.1: Pre-construction surveys and agency coordination.

Mitigation Measure E.4.2: Implement mitigation for Special Status species that might be
identified during pre-construction surveys.

Impact E.S: Construction of project facilities or development facilitated by construction of project
facilities could cause loss of Swainson's Hawk foraging habitat. (Less than significant with mitigation)

Mitigation Measure E.S: Compensation for loss of foraging habitat.

Impact E.6: Construction during Swainson's Hawk breeding season could result in the incidental
loss of fertile eggs or nestlings or otherwise lead to nest abandonment. (Less than significant with
mitigation)

Mitigation Measure E.6a: Perform pre-construction surveys.

Mitigation Measure E.6b: Nest trees should not be removed unless avoidance measures
are determined to be infeasible.

Impact E.7: Construction of improvements to the Secondary Plant may cause impacts to regulated
habitats. (Less than significant with mitigation)

Mitigation Measure E.?: Perform pre-construction surveys and agency coordination.

Impact E.8: Microtunneling could cause impacts to riparian habitats under the jurisdiction of the
California Department of Fish and Game and/or the U.s. Army Corps of Engineers. (Less than
significant with mitigation)

Mitigation Measure E.8: Perform pre-construction surveys and agency coordination.

Impact E.9: Construction activities could affect the habitat for Western Pond Turtles, the nesting
and foraging habitat for Loggerhead Shrikes, and foraging habitat for Short-Eared Owls, Northern
Harriers, and Tri-Colored Blackbirds. (Less than significant)

No mitigation is necessary.

Impact E.l0: Construction of a new diffuser in the San Joaquin River, and additional discharges of
treated wastewater to the San Joaquin River from the Secondary Plant could affect the spawning
habitat or affect the health of the Sacramento Splittail. (Less than significant)

No mitigation is necessary.
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Cumulative Impacts

Impact E.ll: Growth facilitated by the project would result in cumulative loss of Swainson's Hawk
and Burrowing Owl habitat. (Less than significant with mitigation)

b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project:

Mitigation measures related to biological resources are shown on pages IV.E.2S to IV.E.37 in the
Wastewater Master Plan Master ErR.

Discussion:

No new or additional mitigation measures or alternatives are required to reduce project impacts to a
less-than-significant level.

c. Project-Specific Effects

Section IV.E of the Wastewater Master Plan MEIR identifies the potential impacts of implementing the
Wastewater Master Plan on biological resources. The following is an analysis of whether the
proposed project would result in a new, Significant, project-specific effect not disclosed in the
Wastewater Master Plan MEIR.

Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds. The
project-specific effects will be less than Significant if impacts are equal to or less than impacts
disclosed in the Wastewater Master Plan Master EIR. New impacts may result in new mitigation.

Hahn lift Station

Potentially
Significant
Impact, as

Compared to
MEIR

5. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

1) Construction of project fadlities along the
Tuolumne River adjacent to the Primary Plant, or in D
other riparian areas, could damage the habitat of
the valley elderberry longhorn beetle.

2) Construction of project facilities could cause loss D
of occupied Burrowing Owl habitat.

3) Construction of project facilities could cause D
disturbance of nesting raptors.

4) Construction of the project facilities could cause
impacts to biological resources and regulated D
habitats of Dry Creek (Beard Brook) and of the
Tuolumne River.
5) Construction of project facilities or development
facilitated by construction of project facilities could D
cause loss of Swainson's Hawk foraging habitat.
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I Potentially
Significant No Significant less Than
Impact, as Impact with Significant or

Compared to MEIR No
MEIR Mitigation Impact

6) Construction during Swainson's Hawk breeding
season could result in the incidental loss of fertile 0 0 X
eggs or nestlings or otherwise lead to nest
abandonment.
7) Construction of improvements to the Secondary

0 0 XPlant may cause impacts to regulated habitats.

8) Microtunneling could cause impacts to riparian
habitats under the jurisdiction of the California 0 0 X
Department of Fish and Game and/or the U.S. Army
Corps of Engineers.
9) Construction activities could affect the habitat for
Western Pond Turties, the nesting and foraging

0 0habitat for Loggerhead Shrikes, and foraging

I
X

habitat for Short-Eared Owls, Northern Harriers, and
Tri-Colored Blackbirds.
10) Constnuction of a new diffuser in the San
Joaquin River, and additional discharges of treated

0 0wastewater to the San Joaquin River from the X
Secondary Plant could affect the spawning habitat
or affect the health of the Sacramento Splittail.

Cumulative Impacts:

11) Growth facilitated by the project would result in 0 X 0cumulative loss of Swainson's Hawk and Burrowing
Owl habitat.

Discussion (Hahn Uft Station):

(1) Replacement of the Hahn Lift Station will have no impact on riparian habitat or riparian
species as it is not located near a natural watercourse. No mitigation is necessary.

(2) A biological resources survey will be performed prior to the commencement of construction to
determine whether burrowing owl habitat exists on the site (Mitigation Measure E.2.2). Due
to proximity of the project site to an open field, it is possible that ground squirrels have
colonized the site since the house was demolished, providing an opportunity for burrowing
owls to colonize the site, as well.

(3, 6) The project site contains no trees for raptors to nest in, therefore nesting raptors would not
occur on the project site. No impact on nesting raptors is expected and no mitigation is
necessary.

(4) Replacement of the Hahn Lift Station would result in localized impacts during construction. No
impact on biological resources at Beard Brook Park or at the Tuolumne River would occur. No
mitigation is necessary.

(5) A biological resources survey will be performed prior to the commencement of construction to
determine whether Swainson's hawk foraging habitat exists on the site and loss of foraging
habitat will be compensated for if found to exist (Mitigation Measure E.5). Due to proximity of
the project site to an open field, it is possible that Swainson's hawks may use the project site
for foraging.
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(7-10) The replacement of the Hahn lift Station does not include any improvements to the
Secondary Treatment Plant, therefore, no impacts on habitats at the Secondary Treatment
Plant would result. Furthermore, neither riparian habitats, riparian species, nor aquatic
species will be affected by the replacement of this lift station. No mitigation is necessary.

Cumulative impacts:

(11) A pre-construction biological resources survey will be performed to determine whether impacts
on burrowing owl habitat or Swainson's hawk foraging habitat will occur. Should any potential
impact be identified, the City and its contractors will follow the recommendations contained in
the survey. (Mitigation Measures E.2.2 and E.5.)

Emerald lift Station

5. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

1) Construction of project facilities along the
Tuolumne River adjacent to the Primary Plant, or in
other riparian areas, could damage the habitat of
the valley elderberry longhorn beetle.

2) Construction of project facilities could cause loss
of occupied Burrowing Owl habitat.

3) Construction of project facilities could cause
disturbance of nesting raptors.

4) Construction of the project facilities could cause
impacts to biological resources and regulated
habitats of Dry Creek (Beard Brook) and of the
Tuolumne River.
5) Construction of project facilities or development
facilitated by construction of project facilities could
cause loss of Swainson's Hawk foraging habitat.

6) Construction during Swainson's Hawk breeding
season could result in the incidental loss of fertile
eggs or nestlings or otherwise lead to nest
abandonment.
7) Construction of improvements to the Secondary
Plant may cause impacts to regulated habitats.

8) Microtunneling could cause impacts to riparian
habitats under the jurisdiction of the California
Department of Rsh and Game and/or the U.S. Army
Corps of Engineers.
9) Construction activities could affect the habitat for
Western Pond Turties, the nesting and foraging
habitat for Loggerhead Shrikes, and foraging
habitat for Short-Eared Owls, Northern Harriers, and
Tri-Colored Blackbirds.
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Potentially
Significant No Significant less Than
Impact, as Impact with Significant or

Compared to MEIR No
MEIR Mitigation Impact

10) Construction of a new diffuser in the San
Joaquin River, and additional discharges of treated

0 0wastewater to the San Joaquin River from the X
Secondary Plant could affect the spawning habitat
or affect the health of the Sacramento Splittail.

Cumulative Impacts:

11) Growth facilitated by the project would result in 0 0 X
cumulative loss of Swainson's Hawk and Burrowing
Owl habitat.

Discussion (Emerald lift Station):

(1) Replacement of the Emerald lift Station will have no impact on riparian habitat or riparian
species, as it is not located near a natural watercourse. No mitigation is necessary.

(2,3,5,6) The Emerald lift Station site is in active use and is occupied by various buildings and
structures. While there may be a few ground squirrel burrows on the project site, burrowing
owls do not tolerate human disturbance well and are not expected to occupy any burrows that
may exist on the site. The trees planted along the property lines are a species of redwood not
native to the area, nor is the site located near a riparian area, where Swainson's hawks might
be expected to nest and the site does not harbor suitable foraging habitat. Biological surveys
will not be required for this site.

(4) Replacement of the Emerald lift Station would result in localized impacts during construction.
No impact on biological resources at Beard Brook Park or at the Tuolumne River would occur.
No mitigation is necessary.

(7-10) The replacement of the Emerald lift Station does not include any improvements to the
Secondary Treatment Plant, therefore, no impacts on habitats at the Secondary Treatment
Plant would result. Furthermore, neither riparian habitats, riparian species, nor aquatic
species will be affected by the replacement of the Emerald lift station. No mitigation is
necessary.

Cumulative impacts:

(11) As noted in the discussion above, a pre-construction biological survey will not be required for
this site due to the improbability of encountering either burrowing owls or Swainson's hawks
nesting or foraging on the site. No mitigation is necessary.

6. TRANSPORTATION

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Wastewater Master Plan MEIR identifies the potential impacts on transportation and the
associated mitigation measures. Refer to pages IV.F.l to IV.F.12 in the Wastewater Master Plan
MEIR for details.
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Direct Impacts

Impact F.1: Temporary reduction in roadway capacity and increased traffic delays. (Less than
significant)

No mitigation is necessary.

Impact F.2: Short-term traffic increases on roadways due to construction-related vehicle trips.
(Less than significant)

No mitigation is necessary.

Impact F.3: Increased potential for traffic safety hazards for vehicles, bicyclists, and pedestrians on
public roadways during construction. (Less than significant)

No mitigation is necessary.

Impact FA: Increases in vehicle trips to and from the facility sites for operation and maintenance.
(Less than significant)

No mitigation is necessary.

Cumulative Impacts

Impact F.S: The Wastewater Master Plan Update would accommodate growth that would cause
direct and cumulatively considerable traffic impacts identified in the Urban Area General Plan.

Mitigation Measure F.i: With implementation of the Urban Area General Plan Master EIR's
mitigation measures related to traffic, the significant cumulative impacts would be reduced,
but not to less-than-significant levels.

b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

Mitigation measures related to transportation are found on pages IV.F.lD to IV.F.12 in the
Wastewater Master Plan Master EIR.

Discussion:

No new or additional mitigation measures or alternatives are required to reduce project impacts to a
less-than-significant level.

c. Project-Specific Effects

Section IV.C of the Wastewater Master Plan Master EIR identifies the potential impacts of
implementing the Wastewater Master Plan on parks and recreation. The following is an analysis of
whether the proposed project would result in a new, Significant, project-specific effect not disclosed in
the Master EIR.

Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds. The
project-specific effects will be less than Significant if impacts are equal to or less than impacts
disclosed in the Wastewater Master Plan Master EIR. New impacts may result in new mitigation.
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6. TRANSPORTATION

1) Temporary reduction in roadway capacity and 0 0 X
increased traffic delays.

2) Short-term traffic increases on roadways due to 0 0 X
construction-related vehicle trips.

3) Increased potential for traffic safety hazards for
0 0 Xvehicles, bicyclists, and pedestrians on public

roadways during construction.

4) Increases in vehicle trips to and from the facility 0sites for operation and maintenance. 0 X

Cumulative Impacts:
5) The Wastewater Master Plan Update would

0 0accommodate growth that would cause direct and X
cumulatively considerable traffic impacts identified
in the Urban Area General Plan.

Discussion:

Hahn and Emerald lift Stations

(1-3) Construction of the replacement lift stations may temporarily constrain access to nearby
residential properties. However, approximately five to seven employees will be on site at any
specific time and no significant traffic impact is expected. Heavy equipment will also be in
use, however, it will be mobile equipment and is not expected to obstruct the street for an
extended period. While large equipment will be present and additional vehicles for
construction crews will be present, these will not present a significant impact on pedestrian
and bicycle safety because of the low traffic volumes on the affected residential streets and
relatively low traffic volumes on Emerald Avenue and the relative ease of avoiding the
equipment and vehicles. No significant impact is expected and no mitigation is necessary.

(4) Maintenance and operation of the Hahn and Emerald Lift Stations will require periodic site
visits by staff. Site visits are expected to occur no more than once daily, fewer trips than the
average expected to occur at a single house. This impact is not significant and no mitigation
is necessary.

Cumulative impacts:

(5) The replacement of the Hahn Lift Station is planned to accommodate the waste generated by
the existing development in the area served by the existing lift station, which is undersized.
The replacement of the Emerald Lift Station is planned to accommodate local waste and also
to handle on a temporary basis waste diverted from the Emerald Trunk Line to allow
maintenance on the Trunk Line. No new growth will be accommodated by these lift stations
and no impacts associated with growth are expected. No mitigation is necessary.
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7. AIR QUAlITY

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Wastewater Master Plan MEIR identifies the potential impacts on air quality and the associated
mitigation measures. Refer to pages IV.G.1 to IV.G.28 in the Wastewater Master Plan MEIR for
details.

Direct Impacts

Impact G.1: Emissions of criteria pollutants during construction of wastewater system
improvements would contribute to existing violations of the ambient air quality standards in the
region. (Significant and unavoidable)

Mitigation Measure G.1: The construction plans for each group of building permits shall
incorporate recommendations from the San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District
specified on pages IV.G.17 and IV.G.18 in the Wastewater Master Plan Master ErR to minimize
emissions during construction phases.

Impact G.2: Emissions of criteria pollutants during operation of the proposed wastewater system
improvements would contribute to existing violations of the ambient air quality standards in the
region. (Significant and unavoidable)

Mitigation Measure G.2: The City shall abide by permit limits imposed by the SJVAPCD to
reduce pollutant emissions from diesel-powered engines for emergency power generation and
any other sources requiring permits. The City shall abide by permit limits imposed by the
SJVAPCD on operation of digester-gas burning equipment at the Primary Plant. If District Rule
9510 would apply, the City shall follow it and make the required emission reductions on-site
(or pay for or create emission reductions off-site).

Impact G.3: Emissions during project operation could cause sensitive receptors to be exposed to
toxic air contaminants. (Less than Significant)

No mitigation is necessary.

Impact G.4: Emissions of objectionable odors could occur during project operation. (Less than
significant)

No mitigation is necessary.

Cumulative Impacts

Impact G.5: The Wastewater Master Plan Update would accommodate growth that would cause
direct and cumulatively considerable air quality impacts identified in the Urban Area General Plan.
(Significant and unavoidable)

Mitigation Measure G.5: With implementation of the Urban Area's Master [General] Plan's
mitigation measures [applied to new development projects] related to traffic and energy use
(and related to carbon monoxide and particulate matter, in particular), the significant
cumulative impacts would be reduced, but not to less-than-significant levels.
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Impact G.6: The wastewater treatment facilities would cause a cumulatively considerable net
increase of pollutants for which the San Joaquin Valley is designated as nonattainment.

Mitigation Measure G.6: See mitigation measures listed under Impacts G.l and G.2. With
implementation of these measures, significant cumulative impacts would be reduced, but not
to less-than-significant levels.

b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

Mitigation measures related to air quality appear on pages IV.G.l? to IV.G.28 in the Wastewater
Master Plan Master ErR.

Discussion:

No new or additional mitigation measures or alternatives are required to reduce project impacts to a
less-than-significant level.

c. Project-Specific Effects

Section IV.G of the Wastewater Master Plan MEIR identifies the potential impacts of implementing the
Wastewater Master Plan on air quality. The following is an analysis of whether the proposed project
would result in a new, Significant, project-specific effect not disclosed in the Wastewater Master Plan
MEIR.

Significance Criteria: Detemnination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds. The
project-specific effects will be less than significant if impacts are equal to or less than impacts
disclosed in the Wastewater Master Plan Master EIR. New impacts may result in new mitigation.

Potentially
Significant
Impact, as

Compared to
MEIR

7. AIR QUALITY

1) Emissions of criteria pollutants during
construction of wastewater system improvements D
would contribute to existing violations of the
ambient air quality standards in the region.

2) Emissions of criteria pollutants during operation
of the proposed wastewater system improvements Dwould contribute to existing violations of the
ambient air quality standards in the region.

3) Emissions during project operation could cause
Dsensitive receptors to be exposed to toxic air

contaminants.

4) Emissions of objectionable odors could occur Dduring project operation.
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Potentially
Significant 1110 Significant less Than
Impact, as Impact with Significant or

Compared to MEIR 1110
MEIR Mitigation Impact

Cumulative Impacts:
5) The Wastewater Master Plan Update would

0 0accommodate growth that would cause direct and X
cumulatively considerable air quality impacts
identified in the Uroan Area General Plan.
6) The wastewater treatment facilities would cause
a cumulatively consideraole net increase of 0pollutants for which the San Joaquin Valley is

X 0
designated as nonattainment.

Discussion:

Hahn and Emerald lift Stations

(1) Construction activities will contribute to existing violations of air quality standards. Mitigation
Measure G.1 will be implemented as part of the building permit issuance process. The San
Joaquin Air Pollution Control District will be consulted and that agency's recommendations will
be implemented.

(2) Under normal circumstances, both lift stations will use electricity to operate. However, if there
is a disruption in electrical service, the lift stations are designed to operate with a diesel­
powered backup generator. Generators of this sort require a permit from the Air District and
must comply with Air District regulations designed to reduce emissions of criteria pollutants.
Mitigation Measure G.2 will be implemented as part of the building permit issuance process.

(3) Toxic air contaminants are not expected to be a Significant part of the emissions from the
Hahn and Emerald Lift Stations, as described in the Wastewater Master Plan Master EIR. No
significant impact is expected and no mitigation measures are necessary.

(4) Emission of objectionable odors during project operation is pOSSible, but not expected. No
mitigation measures are necessary. The Emerald Lift Station has a successfully functioning
odor control soil bed that will continue to be in use when the lift station is replaced. Should
odor control at the Hahn Lift Station become a problem in the future, the site will be designed
to allow the use of the public utility easement as an odor control soil bed.

Cumulative Impacts:

(5) As noted in other sections of this document, both the Hahn and Emerald Lift Stations will be
designed to accommodate the sewage generated in its existing service area, and is not
intended to allow for growth in its service area. No cumulative air quality impact associated
with growth would be expected as a result of this project and no mitigation is necessary.

(6) Discussion items 1 and 2 have noted that activities associated with construction and operation
of the Hahn and Emerald Lift Stations will contribute to existing violations of air quality
standards. Mitigation Measures G.1 and G.2 will be implemented to reduce those impacts to a
less-than-significant level.
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8. NOISE

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Wastewater Master Plan MEIR identifies the potential impacts on transportation and the
associated mitigation measures. Refer to pages IV.H.l to IV.H.13 in the Wastewater Master Plan
MEIR for details.

Direct Impacts

Impact H.l: Construction of the proposed project facilities could cause substantial, though
intermittent and short-term, increases in noise levels, which would add to noise levels predicted by
the City's General Plan HEIR and the County General Plan. (Less than significant with mitigation)

Mitigation Measure H.l:
noise.

Protection of sensitive receptors from excessive construction

Impact H.2: Operation of new stationary sources of noise at the Primary and Secondary Plants
associated with the proposed project could generate noise. (Less than significant)

No mitigation is necessary.

Impact H.3: Increased trips by Public Works Department employees could cause noise increases for
existing sensitive receptors in the project vicinity. (Less than significant)

No mitigation is necessary.

Cumulative Impacts

Impact H.4: The proposed project would support cumulative development that could increase noise
levels in areas where noise levels exceed, or would exceed, the noise and land use compatibility
guidelines adopted by the aty of Modesto and Stanislaus County, or the noise performance standards
set by the City and County. (Significant and unavoidable)

No mitigation measures identified in the MEIR.

b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

Mitigation measures related to noise appear on pages IV.H.ll and IV.H.12 in the Wastewater Master
Plan MEIR.

Discussion:

No new or additional mitigation measures or altematives are required to reduce project impacts to a
less-than-significant level.
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c. Project-Specific Effects

Section IV.H of the Wastewater Master Plan MEIR identifies the potential impacts of implementing the
Wastewater Master Plan on parks and recreation. The following is an analysis of whether the
proposed project would result in a new, significant, project-specific effect not disclosed in the
Wastewater Master Plan MEIR.

Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds. The
project-specific effects will be less than significant if impacts are equal to or less than impacts
disclosed in the Wastewater Master Plan Master EIR. New impacts may result in new mitigation.

Potentially
Significant No Significant less Than
Impact, as Impact with Significant or

Compared to MEIR No
MEIR Mitigation Impact

8. NOISE

1) Construction of the proposed project facilities
could cause substantial, though intermittent and

D X Dshort-term, increases in noise levels, which would
add to noise levels predicted by the City's General
Plan MEIR and the County General Plan.

2) Operation of new stationary sources of noise at
D D Xthe Primary and Secondary Plants associated with

the proposed project could generate noise.
_.

3) Increased trips by Public Works Department
D D Xemployees could cause noise increases for existing

sensitive receptors in the project vicinity.

Cumulative Impacts:
4) The proposed project would support cumulative
development that could increase noise levels in
areas where noise levels exceed, or would exceed, D D X
the nOise and land use compatibility guidelines
adopted by the City of Modesto and Stanislaus
County, or the noise performance standards set by
the City and County.

Discussion:

Hahn and Emerald lift Stations

(1) Construction of the replacement Hahn Uft Station would increase noise levels in the
surrounding neighborhood for the duration of construction (180 days, depending on weather).
Construction of the replacement Emerald Uft Station would continue for 300 days, depending
on weather, and include the demolition of concrete on the site in order to perform the below­
ground work. The noisiest activities at each site will be limited, but could occur at any time
during the construction period. Mitigation Measure H.1 will be implemented in order to reduce
construction noise impacts by specifying the following requirements in the construction
contract:
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a. Site work and equipment use will occur only between the hours of 7:00 a.m. and 9:00
p.m. Monday through Friday and between 9:00 a.m. and 9:00 p.m. Saturday and
Sunday, as required by the City's noise ordinance.

b. Only noise-muffled equipment in good working order will be used and air compressors
and pneumatic equipment will be equipped with mufflers, shrouds, or shields, as
appropriate.

(2) The project will not involve any work at the Primary or Secondary Treatment Plants. No noise
impacts will occur at these locations as a result of this project and no mitigation is necessary.

(3) Maintenance and operation of both lift stations will require periodic site visits by staff. Site
visits are expected to occur no more than once daily, similar in frequency and duration to the
site visits made to the existing Hahn and Emerald Lift Stations. This impact is not significant
and no mitigation is necessary.

Cumulative Impacts:

(4) The replacement of the Hahn Lift Stations is planned to accommodate the waste generated by
the existing development in the area served by the existing lift station, which is undersized.
The capacity of the Emerald Lift Station will increase, but the purpose is to ensure the ability
to divert waste from the Emerald Trunk Line in order to perform maintenance, not to
accommodate new growth, as suggested in the project description by providing backup
generator capacity for only two pumps, which provide the required firm capacity of 3,100
gallons per minute. No new growth will be accommodated by this lift station and no impacts
associated with growth are expected. No mitigation is necessary.

9. VISUAL RESOURCES

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master ErR

The Wastewater Master Plan MEIR identifies the potential impacts on visual resources and the
associated mitigation measures. Refer to pages IV.I. 1 to IV.l.10 in the Wastewater Master Plan MEIR
for details.

Direct Impacts

Impact L1: The proposed aboveground structures associated with wastewater collection would
impact the visual quality of their surroundings. (Less than significant)

No mitigation is necessary.

Impact L2: At the Primary and Secondary Plants, the proposed new aboveground structures and
alterations to existing aboveground structures could impact the Visual quality of their surroundings.
(Less than Significant)

No mitigation is necessary.

Impact 1.3: The proposed area of fill and the berm around the perimeter of the fill at the Primary
Plant would impact visual quality in the vicinity of the project when viewed from surrounding public
streets and parks. (Less than significant)

No mitigation is necessary.
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Cumulative Impacts

No cumulative impacts were disclosed in the Wastewater Master Plan MEIR.

o. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

The Wastewater Master Plan MEIR did not identify Significant impacts related to visual resources,
therefore, no mitigation measures were identified in the Wastewater Master Plan MEIR.

Discussion:

No new or additional mitigation measures or alternatives are required to reduce project impacts to a
less-than-significant level.

c. Project-Specific Effects

Section IV.I of the Wastewater Master Plan MEIR identifies the potential impacts of implementing the
Wastewater Master Plan on visual resources. The following is an analysis of whether the proposed
project would result in a new, Significant, project-specific effect not disclosed in the Wastewater
Master Plan Master EIR.

Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds. The
project-specific effects will be less than Significant if impacts are equal to or less than impacts
disclosed in the Wastewater Master Plan Master EIR. New impacts may result in new mitigation.

Potentially
Significant
Impact, as

Compared to
MEIR

9. VISUAL RESOURCES

1) The proposed aboveground structures associated
0with wastewater collection would impact the visual

quality of their surroundings.

2) At the Primary and Secondary Plants, the
proposed new aboveground structures and 0
alterations to existing aboveground structures could
impact the visual quality of their surroundings.

3) The proposed area of fill and the berm around
the perimeter of the fill at the Primary Plant would

0impact visual quality in the vicinity of the project
when viewed from surrounding public streets and
parks.
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Discussion:

Hahn and Emerald Lift Stations

(1) The proposed lift station replacements are described in the Wastewater Master Plan Master
EIR (see Figure IIl-7) and the design will be consistent with the design of similar facilities in
Modesto. Most of the lift station structures and equipment will be below ground with access,
a wall, fencing, concrete cover, and landscaping above ground, as shown on Figures 4 and 5,
although the Emerald Lift Station will include a "monorail" over the lift station to be used with
a small hoist to allow the pumps to be removed safely (Figures Sa, Sb, and Sc). This will
consist of three or four upright posts connected with a rail along which the hoist can be
moved in place above a motor. The hoist assembly will stand no more than 18 feet high and
will be visible from adjacent residences west and north of the lift station. The hoist assembly
will be intermittently visible beyond the existing building from Emerald Avenue. Additionally,
two trees will be removed to improve vehicle access to the rear of the site (Figures Sa, Sb,
and Sc), where the lift station and hoist will be located. Removal of these trees will increase,
the visibility of the hoist assembly from Emerald Avenue. No impacts greater than those
identified in the Master EIR are expected to occur, therefore, no mitigation is necessary.

(2-3) The replacement of the Hahn Lift Station would have no effect on either the Primary or
Secondary Wastewater Treatment Plants and therefore no effects related to these facilities will
occur as a result. No mitigation is necessary.

10. PUBLIC HEALTH AND SAFElY: HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Wastewater Master Plan Master EIR identifies the potential impacts on public health and safety
related to hazardous materials and the associated mitigation measures. Refer to pages IV.J.1 to
IV.J.12 in the Wastewater Master Plan MEIR for details.

Direct Impacts

Impact J.1: Hazardous materials use, storage, and transportation during construction would cause
potential hazards to the public and the environment. (Less than significant)

No mitigation is necessary.

Impact J.2: Hazardous materials use, storage, and transportation during the operation of the
wastewater collection and treatment system would cause potential hazards to the public and the
environment. (Less than significant)

No mitigation is necessary.

Impact J.3: Increased use of chlorine and sulfur dioxide at the Secondary Plant could expose
workers and the public to accidental release of toxic gases. (Less than significant)

No mitigation is necessary.

Impact J.4: Construction and operation of the wastewater collection and treatment facilities would
increase the amount of hazardous wastes generated at the facilities, resulting in increased hazards to
the public and the environment. (Less than significant)
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Cumulative Impacts

Impact J.S: The project would involve increased use and transport of hazardous materials and
hazardous wastes within California. (Less than significant)

No mitigation is necessary.

b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

Mitigation measures related to public health and safety with respect to hazardous materials appear on
pages IV.J.ll and IV.J.12 in the Wastewater Master Plan MEIR.

Discussion:

No new or additional mitigation measures or alternatives are required to reduce project impacts to a
less-than-significant level.

c. Project-Specific Effects

Section IV.] of the Wastewater Master Plan MEIR identifies the potential impacts of implementing the
Wastewater Master Plan on public health and safety related to hazardous materials. The following is
an analysis of whether the proposed project would result in a new, Significant, project-specific effect
not disclosed in the Wastewater Master Plan MEIR.

Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds. The
project-specific effects will be less than Significant if impacts are equal to or less than impacts
disclosed in the Wastewater Master Plan Master EIR. New impacts may result in new mitigation.

Potentially
Significant
Impact, as

Compared to
MEIR

10. PUBLIC HEALTH AND SAFETY:
HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

1) Hazardous materials use, storage, and
transportation during construction would cause D
potential hazards to the public and the
environment.

2) Hazardous materials use, storage, and
transportation during the operation of the

Dwastewater collection and treatment system would
cause potential hazards to the public and the
environment.

3) Increased use of chlorine and sulfur dioxide at
Dthe Secondary Plant could expose workers and the

public to accidental release of toxic gases.

4) Construction and operation of the wastewater Dcollection and treatment facilities would increase
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Potentially
Significant No Significant less Than
Impact, as Impact with Significant or

Compared to MEIR No
MEIR Mitigation Impact

the amount of hazardous wastes generated at the
facilities, resulting in increased hazards to the public
and the environment.
Cumulative Impact:
5) The project would involve increased use and 0 0 X
transport of hazardous materials and hazardous
wastes within california.

Discussion:

Hahn and Emerald lift Stations

(1-2) The replacement lift stations would employ materials similar to those in use at the existing lift
station in type and quantity. A backup diesel generator will be used at the replacement lift
station and a small amount of diesel fuel will be stored on site for use in the generator when
there is a power failure. Additionally, a few gallons of cleaning solutions will be stored on site.
The hazard is similar to the hazard posed by the existing station and is no greater than the
hazard disclosed in the Wastewater Master Plan MEIR. No impact is expected and no
mitigation is necessary.

(3) The replacement of the Hahn and Emerald lift Stations would have no effect on the
Secondary Wastewater Treatment Plant. Therefore no effect related to this facility will occur
as a result. No mitigation is necessary.

(4) Operation of the replacement lift stations would employ the hazardous materials identified in
1-2, above. Construction activities would involve the use of diesel fuel to power some of the
larger pieces of equipment that would be used. The amount of diesel fuel that would be used
during construction of the lift stations is no more than would be expected in similar
construction situations. The impact is minimal and no mitigation is necessary.

Cumulative impacts:

(5) The proposed replacement lift stations would operate in a manner similar to that of the
existing Hahn and Emerald Lift Stations and a similar amount of hazardous materials would be
stored on the site today. No impact is expected as compared to the existing lift station or as
compared to the project as described in the Wastewater Treatment Plant MEIR.

11. PUBLIC HEALTH AND SAFETY: CONTAMINATED SOILS AND DEMOLITION

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Wastewater Master Plan MEIR identifies the potential impacts on public health and safety with
respect to contaminated soils and demolition and the aSSOCiated mitigation measures. Refer to pages
IV.K.1 to IV.K.15 in the Wastewater Master Plan MEIR for details.

Direct Impacts
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Impact K.l_: Excavation for installation of wastewater system improvements could encounter
contaminated soil and/or groundwater and expose workers and the public to hazardous substances.
(Less than significant with mitigation)

Mitigation Measure K.la: Prior to activities involving soil disturbance for the improvements
to the wastewater collection and treatment systems, the City shall use reasonable means to
determine the presence of soil or groundwater contamination.

Mitigation Measure K.lb:
analysis.

Mitigation Measure K.lc:
safety plan.

If warranted, conduct soil and groundwater sampling and

If warranted, prepare a site remediation plan and health and

Mitigation Measure K.ld: Where any activity would be performed at a contaminated site or
where hazardous materials are suspected, the City's contractor shall prepare a project-specific
Health and Safety Plan prior to any site work.

Mitigation Measure K.le: Prepare a Waste Disposal and Hazardous Materials
Transportation Plan.

Mitigation Measure K.lf: In the event that previously unidentified contamination is
encountered (e.g., identified by odor or visual staining) during soil disturbance activities or
any underground storage tanks, abandoned drums, or other hazardous materials or wastes
are encountered during construction, the contractor(s) shall immediately notify the City and
the City shall then notify the County. The contractor(s) shall have prepared a Contingency
Plan for Sampling and Analysis of potentially hazardous substances and coordination with
appropriate regulatory agencies.

Impact K.2: Pipe bursting methods could release potentially hazardous material contaminants into
soil and groundwater, causing health effects to construction workers and the public, and
environmental degradation. (Less than significant with mitigation)

Mitigation Measure K.2: The contractor(s) shall prepare a procedure for review by the
City for emptying pipes of their contents before pipe bursting begins. Once accepted by the
City, with revisions if requested, the contractor shall implement the procedure prior to carrying
out any pipe bursting.

Impact K.3: Construction activities involving demolition or modification of structures may result in
the exposure of construction workers and the general public to added health risk. (Less than
significant with mitigation)

Mitigation Measure K.3: As a condition of approval for any demolition permit for a
structure or facility potentially containing lead or asbestos under the proposed project, a lead­
based paint and asbestos-containing survey shall be performed at the structure or facility by a
qualified environmental professional.

Cumulative Impacts

No cumulative impacts were disclosed in the Wastewater Master Plan MEIR.
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b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

Mitigation measures related to public health and safety with respect to contaminated soils and
demolition appear on pages IV.K.ll and IV.K.1S in the Wastewater Master Plan Master EIR.

Discussion:

No new or additional mitigation measures or alternatives are required to reduce project impacts to a
less-than-significant level.

c. Project-Specific Effects

Section IV.K of the Wastewater Master Plan Master EIR identifies the potential impacts of
implementing the Wastewater Master Plan on public health and safety with respect to contaminated
soils and demolition. The following is an analysis of whether the proposed project would result in a
new, Significant, project-specific effect not disclosed in the Wastewater Master Plan MEIR.

Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds. The
project-specific effects will be less than Significant if impacts are equal to or less than impacts
disclosed in the Wastewater Master Plan Master EIR. New impacts may result in new mitigation.

Potentially
Significant No Significant less Than
Impact, as Impact with Significant or

Compared to MEIR No
MEIR Mitigation Impact

11. PUBLIC HEALTH AND SAFETY:
CONTAMINATED SOILS AND DEMOLITION

1) Excavation for installation of wastewater system
improvements could encounter contaminated soil D X Dand/or groundwater and expose workers and the
public to hazardous substances.

2) Pipe bursting methods could release potentially
hazardous material contaminants into soil and

D Dgroundwater, causing health effects to construction X

workers and the public, and environmental
degradation.

3) Construction activities involving demolition or
modification of structures may result in the D X Dexposure of construction workers and the general
public to added health risk.

Discussion:

Hahn and Emerald Lift Stations

(1) While unlikely, it is possible that contaminated soils could be encountered during the small
amount of trenching and excavation needed to construct the replacement lift stations. City
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staff or the contractor will implement Mitigation measure K.la to make a preliminary
assessment of the site. If it appears that contaminated soils may be disturbed, additional
mitigation measures will be employed to minimize or eliminate the risks associated with
disturbing the contaminated area.

(2) Many hazardous materials used around a typical household are used in and around toilets,
sinks, and bathtubs, all of which drain into the sewage collection system. Other hazardous
materials used around a house are also often disposed of through the sewage collection
system. If any pipes will be burst in order to replace the Hahn or Emerald Uft Stations,
Mitigation Measure K.2 will be implemented by the contractor with approval from City staff.

(3) If any of the structures or coatings on the structures to be removed or demolished as part of
the replacement of these lift stations are suspected to contain lead or asbestos, Mitigation
Measure K.3 will be implemented by the City of Modesto or its contractor.

12. CLIMATE CHANGE (General Plan Master EIR Section 21)

a. Significant Effects Identified in the General Plan Master EIR

The General Plan Master EIR discloses the following residual significant and unavoidable impacts
pertaining to climate change expected after application of mitigations/policies:

Direct Impacts

Impacts resulting from implementation of the Urban Area General Plan are not substantial enough to
result in a significant direct impact on climate change, as disclosed in the Master EIR.

No project-level mitigation measures were identified, as indicated on page V-2l-18 of the
General Plan Master EIR.

Cumulative Impacts

Implementation of the Urban Area General Plan will have a cumulatively considerable impact on
climate change. Mitigation measures to reduce the cumulative impact of greenhouse gas emissions
are detailed on pages V-2l-7 to V-21-10 of the General Plan Master ErR.

Mitigation Measure CL-3: Discourage removal of street trees.

Mitigation Measure CL-4: The City of Modesto shall require shade trees, where feasible and
appropriate, in landscape plans for all new development proposals.

Mitigation Measure CL-5: The City shall require the planting of large-canopy species in new
development areas in such a way that they grow to full size without damaging streets and
sidewalks.

Mitigation Measure CL-6: The goal of the street tree maintenance program is to maintain
trees in the best possible health by ensuring that newly planted trees are cared for in such a
way as to prevent or minimize sidewalk and street damage.

Mitigation Measure CL-7: The City of Modesto shall encourage the Modesto and Turlock
Irrigation Districts to establish and promote a program whereby existing residential and
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commercial building owners are provided incentives to increase the number of shade trees in
developed parts of the City.

Mitigation Measure CL-8: The City of Modesto shall coordinate with the Modesto and Turlock
Irrigation Districts and Pacific Gas & Electric Company on all new, large-scale development
proposals in the City.

Mitigation Measure CL-9: The City of Modesto shall encourage the use of solar energy
systems for residential, agricultural, parks, public buildings, and business purposes.

Mitigation Measure CL-10: Lots in new subdivisions should be oriented in such a way to
maximize solar energy.

Mitigation Measure CL-ll: The City of Modesto shall approve applications for solar energy
systems in accordance with State law.

Mitigation Measure CL-12: To reduce heat gain from pavement, conside3r reducing street
rights-of-way and pavement widths to pre-World War II widths and consider working with
StanCOG to shift transportation money away from automobile transportation.

Mitigation Measure CL-13: The City shall consider instituting a development pattern that
facilitates non-automobile transportation.

Mitigation Measure CL-14: The City shall consider renegotiating employee union contracts to
eliminate parking subsidies for public employees, encourage carpools, and other means to
reduce employee vehicle trips.

Mitigation Measure CL-15: The City shall purchase clean-fuel/alternative fuel fleet vehicles.

Mitigation Measure CL-16: All commercial development projects shall include bicycle racks
and changing rooms.

Mitigation Measure CL-17: The City shall attempt to facilitate development of "brownfields."

Mitigation Measure CL-18: The City of Modesto shall work with the local energy providers and
developers on voluntary incentive based programs to encourage the use of energy efficient
designs and equipment.

Mitigation Measure CL-19: The City of Modesto shall cooperate with the local building
industry, utilities and the Air District to promote enhanced energy conservation standards for
new construction.

Mitigation Measure CL-20: The City shall encourage new reSidential, commerCial, and
industrial development to reduce air quality impacts from area sources and from energy
consumption.

Mitigation Measure CL-21: The City shall consider requiring new public buildings to achieve
the minimum LEED "Certified" rating.

Mitigation Measure CL-22: The City shall work with applicants and developers to encourage
green building methods and practices and achieve LEED standards for all new development.
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Mitigation Measure CL-23: Renovation of buildings shall achieve as many LEED pre-requisites
and credits as feasible.

Mitigation Measure CL-24: The City shall work with the community to encourage private
development to use green building methods and practices and to achieve standards set by
LEED.

Mitigation Measure CL-25: New development shall comply with Green Building Standards
adopted by the California Building Standards Comrnission in effect at the time of building
permit application.
Mitigation Measure CL-26: The City shall encourage compliance with the California Green
Building Code gUidelines.

b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

The following climate change mitigation measures pertinent to the proposed project are found on
pages V-21-7 through V-21-10 in the General Plan Master ErR. All mitigation measures appropriate to
the project will be incorporated into or made conditions of approval of this project. Those measures
will be listed in Section V, Mitigation Applied to Project.

Discussion:

No mitigation is necessary.

c. Project-Specific Effects

Section V-21 of the General Plan Master ErR discloses impacts of implementing the Urban Area
General Plan on climate change. The following is an analysis of whether the proposed project would
result in a new, Significant, project-specific effect not disclosed in the General Plan Master ErR.

Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds. The
project-specific effects will be less than Significant if impacts are equal to or less than impacts
disclosed in the Wastewater Master Plan Master EIR. New impacts may result in new mitigation.

Potentially
Significant
Impact, as

Compared to
MEIR

12. CLIMATE CHANGE

1) The proposed project is inconsistent with policies
0relating to climate change in the Urban Area

General Plan.

2) The proposed project would result in average
0automobile trip lengths or CO2 emissions higher

than those assumed in the General Plan Master EIR.

3) The proposed project would conflict with the
Sustainable Communities Strategy or Alternative 0
Planning Strategy that the Air Resources Board has
agreed will achieve the goals of AS 32.
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Discussion:

Hahn and Emerald Lift Stations

(1-3) Replacement of the Hahn and Emerald Lift Stations is a normal and expected part of
maintaining City seNices and as such is consistent with the Urban Area General Plan. Trips
associated with the operation and maintenance of the lift station are expected to be similar to
the trips associated with maintenance of the existing lift station and the replacement facility
would not create an increase in vehicle trip lengths, as compared to those estimated in the
General Plan Master EIR. The region does not yet have either an adopted Sustainable
Communities Strategy or an Alternative Planning Strategy_ Reducing energy use associated
with the transmission of sewage is difficult because as a liquid, it has a limited potential for
compression. Options for reducing energy use from sewage transmission are largely limited to
reducing the amount of sewage generated and reducing the distance it must be transported.
Because the houses seNed by the existing and proposed lift stations already exist in their
current locations, the City's ability to reduce sewage flow or the distance it is transported are
minimal.

13. DISTURBANCE OF ARCHAEOLOGICAL/HISTORICAL SITES (General Plan
Master EIR Section 8)

The Wastewater Master Plan Master EIR incorporates the discussion of impacts on archaeological and
historical sites from the 2003 General Plan Master EIR. The 2003 Master EIR (and the 1995 General
Plan Master EIR) concluded that potential impacts on archaeological sites were limited to riparian
areas. However, in 2008 Modesto certified a new General Plan Master EIR which concluded that
although the likelihood of encountering archaeological sites in non-riparian areas is low, it is possible.
Accordingly, policies and mitigation affecting these resources apply throughout Modesto. Because
there has been a change in Modesto's approach to addressing archaeological and historical sites, this
section is tiered from the 2008 General Plan Master EIR to allow full disclosure of potential impacts
and mitigation.

a. Significant: Effects Identified in the General Plan Master EIR

The General Plan Master EIR discloses the following residual Significant and unavoidable impacts
pertaining to cultural resources expected after application of mitigations/policies. The analysis and
detail of mitigations is available on pages V-8-1 through V-8-25 in the General Plan Master EIR.

Direct Impacts

Potential Impact: Modification resulting in a substantial adverse change in the significance of a
historic resource or the demolition of a listed or eligible historic resource.

Mitigation Measure AH-4: The City of Modesto shall implement regulations that identify
important historic resources, and preseNe the important aspects of those resources.

Mitigation Measure AH-5: The City shall ensure that zoning provisions for structures of
historical significance are sufficiently flexible to ensure that parking or other structures
requirements of the Zoning Ordinance allow the historic structures to remain viable in the
future.
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Mitigation Measure AH-6: The modification of historic structures and places can be mitigated
through the application of existing regulations and consultation with the State Historic
Preservation Officer, an interim procedure whereby the City evaluates proposals to modify
historic structure and develops a program to reduce the impacts on an individual basis.

Mitigation Measure AH-8: As an ongoing measure, the City of Modesto shall maintain
professional standard inventories of historic resources, with the findings of those inventories
concurred by the SHPO and kept on file with the State Office of Historic Preservation.

Potential Impact: The modification or demolition of a structure more than 50 years in age may be
significant.

Mitigation Measure AH-3: The City of Modesto Landmark Preservation Ordinance establishes
the recognition, preservation, enhancement, perpetuation, and use of structures, natural
features, sites, and areas within the City of Modesto that have historic, architectural,
archaeological, structural engineering, or aesthetic significance.

Mitigation Measure AH-7: When structures or areas of historical significance more than 50
years old are proposed for demolition, alteration, or where construction is proposed within 100
feet of that structure, the applicant shall submit data to the City regarding the structure's
history or locations prepared by a qualified architectural historian.

Potential Impact: Discovery of archaeological resources in areas outside of the riparian corridors, as
a result of construction activities.

Mitigation Measure AH-l0: Prior to the adoption or amendment of the City of Modesto's
UAGP, the City shall conduct consultations with the NAHC and those individuals and
organizations identified by the NAHC.

Mitigation Measure AH-ll: If land deSignated or proposed to be deSignated for development
within the City of Modesto contains a sacred or traditional place, the City shall conduct
consultations with the Native American Heritage Commission and the appropriate Native
American groups and individuals.

Mitigation Measure AH-12: Any project subject to CEQA that involves substantial earth­
disturbing activities, where excavation/construction would occur outside of areas where
previous development has occurred, or where excavation/construction would occur at depths
greater than existing foundations, roads and/or trenches in the immediate vicinity, shall
require evaluation of the site by a qualified archaeologist.

Mitigation Measure AH-14: Any project that involves earth-disturbing activities shall require
consultation by the applicant for the purposes of determining archaeological and cultural
resources impacts and creating appropriate mitigation to address such impacts.

Potential Impact: Construction in an area of high archaeological sensitivity.

Mitigation Measure AH-9: For all proposed development within an archaeological resource
study area a combination of archival research, particularly through the Central California
Information Center at Turlock, and preliminary surface field reconnaissance as well as
consultations with the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) and those individuals
and organizations identified by the nAHC shall be employed to identify any areas that may
have been used by Native Americans.
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Mitigation Measure AH-13: If Phase II archaeological evaluations are recommended, a report
of all such surveys and excavations with recommendations shall be completed prior to Project
approval.

Mitigation Measure AH-15: Any project that involves earth-disturbing activities within
previously undisturbed soils in an area determined to be archaeologically or culturally sensitive
by the City of Modesto through consultation with the Project Applicant and a qualified
archaeologist shall be subject to archaeological and Native American monitoring during all
ground disturbing activities.

Mitigation Measure AH-16: Any project that involves earth-disturbing activities within
previously undisturbed soils in an area determined to be archaeologically or culturally sensitive
by the City of Modesto through consultation with the Project Applicant and a qualified
archaeologist and the Native Americans will be required to have the following mitigation
measures (specified on pages V-S-iS and V-S-19 of the General Plan Master ErR).

Cumulative Impacts

Implementation of the Urban Area General Plan is not expected have a cumulatively considerable
impact on archaeological and historical resources. No mitigation is necessary. The following policy is
offered to promote historical awareness.

Mitigation Measure AH-17: The City of Modesto shall promote historical awareness through
provision of educational opportunities for residents of all ages

b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

The following archaeological and historical resources mitigation measures pertinent to the proposed
project are found in detail on pages V-S-16 through V-S-19 in the General Plan Master ErR. All
mitigation measures appropriate to the project will be incorporated into or made conditions of
approval of this project. Those measures will be listed in Section V, Mitigation Applied to Project.

c. Project-Specific Effects

Section V-S of the MErR discloses impacts on archaeological/historical resources resulting from
implementation of the Urban Area General Plan. The following is an analysis of whether the proposed
project would result in a new, Significant, project-specific effect not disclosed in the Master ErR.

Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds. The
project-specific effects will be less than Significant if impacts are equal to or less than impacts
disclosed in the Wastewater Master Plan Master ErR. New impacts may result in new mitigation.

Potentially
Significant
Impact, as

Compared to
MEIR

13. DISTURBANCE OF ARCHAEOLOGICAL!

HISTORICAL SITES
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Potentially
Significant No Significant less Than
Impact,. as Impact with Significant or

Compared to MEIR No
MEIR Mitigation Impact

1) The proposed project is inconsistent with the
0 0 Xarchaeological/historical resource policies in the

Urban Area General Plan.

2) The proposed project would demolish a building
0 0 Xeligible for listing as a historic resource or remove a

landmark from the Modesto inventory.

3) The proposed project would modify or demolish 0 0 X
a structure more than 50 years in age.

4) The project would adversely affect a cultural
0 0 Xresource that is either listed or eligible for listing in

the califomia Register of Historical Resources.

5) Conflict with local policies or ordinances
0 0 Xprotecting biological resources, such as a tree

preservation policy or ordinance.

Discussion:

Hahn and Emerald lift Stations

(1) As they are proposed, the replacement of the Hahn and Emerald Lift Stations is consistent
with the polities affecting archaeological and historical resources, as set forth the General Plan
and the General Plan Master EIR.

(2-3) No buildings will be demolished or altered to construct the Hahn Lift Station, which will be
located on a site that is currently vacant. The Emerald Lift Station will be replaced on the
same site as the existing lift station, although it will be built west of the existing building in
which the lift station is now located. The lift station building will be reused for restrooms and
electrical panels; a small portion on the western side of the building will be demolished to
make room for the new lift station and the equipment needed to service it. The portion that
will be demolished is not visible from the street and is a small part of a recent addition to the
building, rather than part of the original lift station bUilding, and is not considered to have any
historic value. No mitigation is necessary at either site.

(4) The subject sites are located well away from riparian areas, which are considered to have the
greatest potential for encountering archaeological resources. Nevertheless, it is still possible
that archaeological materials may be encountered during construction. Should that occur, the
contractor shall stop work immediately, inform City staff, and a specialist shall be consulted,
consistent with Mitigation Measure AH-14. No other mitigation is necessary.

(5) The two easternmost non-native trees along the southerly property line of the Emerald Lift
Station will be removed to make enough room for construction and maintenance equipment to
access the site. Modesto has not adopted polities or ordinances to protect these trees. There
will be no impact at the Hahn Lift Station site. No mitigation is necessary at either site.
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V. MITIGATION MEASURES APPLIED TO THE PROPOSED PROJECT

If the Initial Study results in the determination that a Finding of Conformance can be adopted for the
proposed project Section A below applies. If the Initial Study results in the determination that a
Finding of Conformance cannot be adopted and a Mitigated Negative Declaration/EIR must be
prepared for the project then Section B, below applies.

A. Master EIR Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

Pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21157.1(c), in order for a Finding of Conformance to be
made, all appropriate mitigation measures from the Wastewater Master Plan Master EIR shall be
incorporated into the proposed project. Urban Area General Plan Policies/Master EIR mitigation
measures shall be made part of the proposed project prior to approval by means of conditions of
project approval or incorporation into the appropriate document or plan.

All applicable and appropriate mitigation measures have been applied to the project (see mitigation
measures listed below).

B. New or Additional Mitigation Measures or Alternatives Required

Where the project's effects would exceed the significance criteria for each environmental impact
category, a mitigated negative declaration or Focused EIR must be prepared. Staff has reviewed the
project against the significance criteria thresholds established in the Master EIR for all impact
categories in this Initial Study.

A Mitigated Negative Declaration or Focused EIR shall be prepared for the project. The following
additional project-specific mitigation measures listed below are necessary to reduce the identified new
significant effect:

1. land Use. Plans. and Policies

No mitigation is necessary.

2. Agricultural Resources

No mitigation is necessary.

3. Parks and Recreation

No mitigation is necessary.

4. Water Ouality and Hydrology

Mitigation Measure 0.1: The City shall prepare a SWPPP designed to reduce potential impacts to
surface water quality through the construction period of all of the project components (whether or
not the particular portion of the project disturbs more than one acre). The SWPPP shall emphasize
measures designed to minimize erosion and off-site sedimentation during improvements to the
collection system and installation of the new outfall.
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5. Biological Resources

Mitigation Measure E.2.2: Compensation for loss of Burrowing Owl habitat if a pre-construction
survey finds that Burrowing Owls occupy the site and avoidance is not feasible.

Mitigation Measure E.5: Compensation for loss of foraging habitat if a pre-construction survey finds
that the site is used for foraging by Swainson's hawks.

6. Transportation

No mitigation is necessary.

7. Air Quality

Mitigation Measure G.l: The construction plans for each group of building permits shall incorporate
recommendations from the San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District specified on pages IV.G.17
and IV.G.18 in the Wastewater Master Plan Master EIR to minimize emissions during construction
phases.

Mitigation Measure G.2: The City shall abide by permit limits imposed by the SJVAPCD to reduce
pollutant emissions from diesel-powered engines for emergency power generation and any other
sources requiring permits. The City shall abide by permit limits imposed by the SJVAPCD on
operation of digester-gas buming equipment at the Primary Plant. If District Rule 9510 would apply,
the City shall follow it and make the required emission reductions on-site (or pay for or create
emission reductions off-site).

8. Noise

Mitigation Measure H.i will be implemented in order to reduce construction noise impacts by
specifying the following requirements in the construction contract:

a. Site work and equipment use will occur only between the hours of 7:00 a.m. and 9:00 p.m.
Monday through Friday and between 9:00 a.m. and 9:00 p.m. Saturday and Sunday, as required
by the City's noise ordinance.

b. Only noise-muffled eqUipment in good working order will be used and air compressors and
pneumatic equipment will be equipped with mufflers, shrouds, or shields, as appropriate.

9. Visual Resources

No mitigation is necessary.

10. Public Health and Safety: Hazardous Materiais

No mitigation is necessary.

11. Public Health and Safety: Contaminated Soils and Demolition

Mitigation Measure K.1a: Prior to activities involving soil disturbance for the improvements to the
wastewater collectioo and treatment systems, the City shall use reasonable means to determine the
presence of soil or groundwater contamination.
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Mitigation Measure K.2: The contractor(s) shall prepare a procedure for review by the City for
emptying pipes of their contents before pipe bursting begins. Once accepted by the City, with
revisions if requested, the contractor shall implement the procedure prior to carrying out any pipe
bursting.

Mitigation Measure K.3: As a condition of approval for any demolition permit for a structure or
facility potentially containing lead or asbestos under the proposed project, a lead-based paint and
asbestos-containing survey shall be performed at the structure or facility by a qualified environmental
professional.

12. Climate Change:

No mitigation is necessary.

13. Disturbance of Archaeological/Historical Sites:

Mitigation Measure AH-14: Any project that involves earth-disturbing activities shall require
consultation by the applicant for the purposes of detemnining archaeological and cultural resources
impacts and creating appropriate mitigation to address such impacts.
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-259

RESOLUTION APPROVING THE PLANS AND SPECIFICATIONS FOR THE
EMERALD LIFT STATION REHABILITATION, ACCEPTING THE BID, AND
APPROVING A CONTRACT WITH AZTEC CONSULTANTS OF SAN RAMON,
CALIFORNIA IN THE AMOUNT OF $2,690,000, AND AUTHORIZING THE
CITY MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO EXECUTE THE CONTRACT

WHEREAS, plans and specifications have been prepared for the Emerald Lift

Station Rehabilitation, and City staff recommends approval by the City Council, and

WHEREAS, the bids received for the Emerald Lift Station Rehabilitation were

opened at 11 :00 a.m. on June 11,2013, and later tabulated by the Director of Utility

Planning and Projects for the consideration of the Council, and

WHEREAS, the Director ofUtility Planning and Projects has recommended that

the bid of$2,690,000 received from Aztec Consultants of San Ramon, California be

accepted as the lowest responsible and responsive bid and the contract be awarded to

Aztec Consultants,

NOW, TIlEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves the plans and specifications for the Emerald Lift Station

Rehabilitation, accepts the bid of Aztec Consultants of San Ramon, California in the

amount of$2,690,000, and awards Aztec Consultants the contract for the Emerald Lift

Station Rehabilitation.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute the contract.
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The foregoing resolntion was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 9th day of July, 2013, by Councilmember Gcer, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Muratore,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Conncilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:
I
"

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

By: ~~~TV~~y~~~-=~----­
SUSAN~,

~/
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-260

A RESOLUTION MAKING CERTAIN FINDINGS CONCERNING
MITIGATION MEASURES, ADOPTING A MITIGATION MONITORING AND
REPORTING PROGRAM, MAKING FINDINGS CONCERNING
ALTERNATIVES, ADOPTING A STATEMENT OF OVERRIDING
CONSIDERATIONS, AND CERTIFYING THE FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL
IMPACT REPORT FOR THE WOODGLEN SPECIFIC PLAN PROJECT (SCH
NO. 2007042087) (FITZPATRICK HOMES)

WHEREAS, in November 2005, Fitzpatrick Homes ("Applicant"), filed

applications that include the following: adoption of the Woodglen Specific Plan

("Project"), prezone to Specific Plan, annexation to the City of Modesto, a Facilities

Master Plan, an Infrastructure Finance Plan, and subsequent entitlements to allow the

development of approximately 72 net acres located north of Pelandale Avenue, east of

Carver Road, south of Bangs Avenue and west ofTully Road ("the Property"), and

WHEREAS, pursuant to Section 21067 ofthe Public Resources Code and Section

15367 ofthe State CEQA Guidelines (California Code of Regulations, Title 14, § 15000

et seq.), the City is the lead agency for the project, and

WHEREAS, on October 14, 2008, the City Council certified a General Plan

Master Environmental Impact Report (MEIR) and, having reviewed and considered the

information contained in the MEIR, adopted [mdings of fact and findings of overriding

consideration and approved the Modesto Urban Area General Plan ("UAGP"), and

WHEREAS, the Project is consistent with the UAGP Village Residential ("VR")

designation for the site, and

WHEREAS, the UAGP requires that a Focused EIR be prepared for new specific

plan areas to consider project-specific traffic and circulation and noise impacts, and
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WHEREAS, on April 16, 2007, the City ofModesto ("the City"), published an

Initial Study and a Notice of Preparation for the Project, and

WHEREAS, the Notice of Preparation provided notice of the City's determination

to prepare an EIR, and solicited public input on the proposed scope and content of the

EIR for the Project, and

WHEREAS, on May 3, 2007, the City held a public scoping meeting to receive

public comments on the scope and content ofthe EIR, and

WHEREAS, on June 19, 2012, the City published and distributed a Draft EIR for

the Woodglen Specific Plan Project (State Clearinghouse Number 2007042087)

CDEIR") for public comment, in accordance with Section 21091 of the California

Environmental Quality Act ("CEQA"), and

WHEREAS, the DEIR was available for public comment for a period of 45 days

as required by Section 21091 of CEQA, the close of the public comment period being

August 3, 2012, and

WHEREAS, during the 45-day public comment period the City received nine

letters commenting on the DEIR, and

WHEREAS, the City prepared written responses to all written comments received

on the DEIR, said responses being contained in a Final EIR for the Woodglen Specific

Plan Project (State Clearinghouse Number 2007042087) ("FEIR") prepared pursuant to

Section 15089 ofthe CEQA Guidelines, and

WHEREAS, on June 7, 2013, the FEIR was published and distributed, consisting

of the Draft EIR, a list of commenters, copies ofall written comments received,

responses to those comments that raise environmental issues, and any revisions to the text
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of the Draft EIR made in response to the comments, as rcquired by Section 15132 of the

CEQA Guidelines, and

WHEREAS, the Project would include approval/adoption of the Woodglen

Specific Plan, prezoning the project site to Prezoned Specific Plan (P-SP), annexation of

the project site to the City of Modesto, adoption of a Facilities Master Plan, adoption of

an Infrastructure Finance Plan, and subsequent entitlements, and

WHEREAS, CEQA requires that, in connection with the approval of a project for

which an EIR has been prepared which identifies one or more significant environmental

effects, the decision-making agency make certain findings regarding those effects, and

WHEREAS, on June 17,2013, a public hearing on the Project was held by the

Planning Commission in Chambers at 1010 Tenth Street, Modesto, California, at which

hearing evidence both oral and documentary was received and considered, and

WHEREAS, after said public hearing, the Modesto City Planning Commission

adopted Resolution No. 2013-08, recommending to the City Council adoption of certain

findings and certification of the FEIR, and

WHEREAS, said matter was set for a public hearing of the City Council to be

held on July 9, 2013, in the Tenth Street Place Chambers located at 1010 10th Street,

Modesto, California, at which date and time said duly noticed public hearing of the

Council evidence both oral and documentary was received and considered, and

WHEREAS, the City Council has received and considered the FEIR for the

Woodglen Specific Plan Project (SCH No. 2007042087) that analyzed the potential

environmental effects of the proposed Project.
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NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby finds and determines in respect to the FEIR:

1. That the FEIR has been completed in compliance with CEQA; that the
City Council has reviewed and analyzed the FEIR and other information
in the record and has considered the information contained therein,
including the written and oral comments received at the public hearings on
the FEIR and the Project, prior to acting upon or approving the Project;
and that the FEIR represents the independent judgment of the City of
Modesto; and

2. That the Findings and Statements set forth in Exhibit "A", and
incorporated herein by reference, be made by the Council as the City's
findings under the California Environmental Quality Act ("CEQA") (Pub.
Resources Code § 21000 et seq.) and the CEQA Guidelines (Cal. Code
Regs., title 14, §15000 et seq.) relating to the Project. The Findings
provide the written analysis and conclusions of the Council regarding the
Project's environmental impacts, mitigation measures and alternatives to
the Project.

3. That pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21081 and CEQA
Guidelines Sections 15091 et seq., the City Council of the City of Modesto
adopts and makes the following statement ofoverriding considerations
regarding the remaining unavoidable impacts of the Project and the
anticipated economic, social and other benefits of the Project.

a. Significant Unavoidable Impacts

With respect to the foregoing findings, as set forth in Exhibit A,
and in recognition of those facts which are included in the record,
the City has determined that the Project will cause significant,
unavoidable impacts to Traffic and Circulation. These impacts
cannot be avoided or substantially reduced by feasible changes or
alterations to the Project, other than the changes or alterations
already adopted.

b. Overriding Considerations

The City Council specifically adopts and makes this Statement of
Overriding Considerations that this Project includes all feasible
measures that would eliminate or substantially lessen the
significant impacts of the Project on the environment, and that the
remaining significant, unavoidable impacts of the Project are
acceptable in light of the environmental, economic, social and
other considerations set forth herein because the benefits of the
Project outweigh the significant and adverse impacts of the Project.
The City Council finds that each ofthe overriding considerations
set forth below constitutes a separate and independent ground for
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finding that the benefits of the Project outweigh its significant
adverse environmental impacts and sets forth an overriding
consideration warranting approval of the Project. These matters
are supported by evidence in the record.

c. Benefits o[Proposed Project

The City Council has considered the FEIR, the public record of
proceedings on the proposed Project and other written materials
presented to the City as well as oral and written testimony at all
public hearings related to the Project, and does hereby determine
that implementation of the Project as specifically provided in the
Project documents would result in the substantial public benefits
set forth below.

The City Council has weighed the benefits of the proposed Project
against its unavoidable environmental risks and adverse environ­
mental effects identified in the FEIR and hereby determines that
those benefits outweigh the risks and adverse environmental
effects and, therefore, further determines that these risks and
adverse environmental effects are acceptable.

L Project Objectives

a. Create high-quality residential development oriented to
common open space.

b. Establish a street system that is local-serving, safe, and
attractive.

c. Create a dual-purpose stormwater/open space area that is
attractive and useable year-round

d. Implement the City's Small-Lot Single-Family Residential
Development Guidelines

e. Comply with the Housing Element requirements for the
development of eight acres ofaffordable housing within the
area;

f. Provide stormwater drainage for Pelandale Avenue
between Carver Road and Tully Road; and

g. Limit Premature and unnecessary extension ofbackbone
infrastructure for roadways and utilities.

4. The Mitigation and Monitoring and Reporting Program for the Woodglen
Specific Plan is attached to this resolution as Exhibit "B" and is
incorporated and adopted as part of this resolution herein. The Program
identifies impacts ofthe Project, corresponding mitigation, designation of
responsibility for mitigation implementation and the agency responsible
for the monitoring action.
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5. The City Council hereby finds and recognizes that the FEIR contains
additions, clarifications, modifications and other infonnation in its
responses to comments on the Draft Environmental Impact Report for the
Project ("DEIR") and also incorporates irrfonnation obtained by the City
since the DEIR was issued. This Council hereby finds and detennines that
such changes and additional infonnation are not significant new
irrfonnation as that tenn is defined under the provisions of the California
Environmental Quality Act, because such changes and additional
irrfonnation do not indicate that any new significant environmental
impacts not already evaluated would result from the Project and do not
reflect any substantial increase in the severity ofany environmental
impact; that no feasible mitigation measures considerably different from
those previously analyzed in the DEIR have been proposed that would
lessen significant environmental impacts of the Project; and that no
feasible alternatives considerably different from those analyzed in the
DEIR have been proposed that would lessen significant environmental
impacts of the Project. Accordingly, this Council hereby finds and
detennines that recirculation of the FEIR for further public review and
comment is not warranted; and

6. The City Council does hereby designate the Community and Economic
Development Director of the City of Modesto, at his office at 1010 Tenth
Street, Modesto, California 95354 as the custodian ofdocuments and
record of proceedings on which the decision is based; and

7. The City Council does hereby make the foregoing findings with respect to
the significant effects on the environment of such Project, as identified in
the FEIR, with the stipulations that all irrfonnation in these findings is
intended as a summary ofthe full administrative record supporting the
FErR, which full administrative record should be consulted for the full
details supporting these fmdings, and that any mitigation measures and/or
alternatives that were suggested by commenters to the DEIR and were not
adopted as part of the FEIR are hereby expressly rejectcd for the reasons
stated in the responses to the comments set forth in the FEIR and
elsewhere in the record.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED by the Council that it hereby certifies the Final

Environmental Impact Report for the Woodglen Specific Plan Project (SCH No.

2007042087), on file in the office of the Community and Economic Development

Department and incorporated herein by reference.
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BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the project applicant shall indemnify, defend,

and hold harmless the City of Modesto, its agents, officers, and employees from any and

all claims, actions, or proceedings against the City of Modesto, its agents, officers, and

employees to attack, set aside, void, or annul, any approval by the City of Modesto and

its advisory agency, appeal board, or a legislative body concerning the environmental

impact report for the specific plan (File No. P-EIR-II-OOl). The City of Modesto shall

promptly notify the applicant ofany claim, action, or proceeding and shall cooperate

fully in the defense. If the City fails to do so, the applicant shall not thereafter be

responsible to defend, indemnify, or hold City harmless.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 9th day ofJuly, 2013, by Councihnember Cogdill, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Burnside,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FOJtM:

By:
«~/\ /
'0jfiJ!tI;, V "-, ~ 'I

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

ATTEST: _Q)-4--==A'--'--'Vp'------".-<___
STEPHANIE LOPEZ, City Clerk

SUSANA ACALA WOOD, City Attorney
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Exhibit"A"

FINDINGS & STATEMENTS ON THE WOODGLEN SPECIFIC PLAN ElR

A. Project Description

SECTION I

INTRODUCTION

The Woodglen Specific Plan Project (project) is proposed on a site of 72 net
acres located adjacent to the northern city limits and is bounded by Bangs Avenue on
the north, Carver Road on the west, Pelandale Avenue on the south, and Tully Road on
the east. The project includes 180 multi-family residential units and 353 low-density
residential units for a total of 533 units. An open space area with a stormwater
infiltration basin and active recreation areas would occupy the central portion of the
project site. The project site is currently designated Village Residential (VR) on the City
of Modesto Urban Area General Plan (UAGP) Adopted Land Use Diagram; the project is
consistent with the UAGP designation. The project would require annexation into the
City of Modesto.

B. Legal Reauirements

Public Resources Code Section 21002 states that "public agencies should not
approve projects as proposed if there are feasible alternatives or feasible mitigation
measures available which would substantially lessen the significant environmental
effects of such projects." Section 21002 further states that the procedures required by
CEQA "are intended to assist public agencies in systematically identifying both the
significant effects of proposed projects and the feasible alternatives or feasible
mitigation measures which will avoid or substantially lessen such significant effects."

Pursuant to Section 15091 of the State CEQA Guidelines, the City may only
approve or carry out a project for which an ErR has been completed that identifies any
significant environmental effects if the City makes one or more of the following written
finding(s) for each of those significant effects, accompanied by a brief explanation of the
rationale for each finding:

1. Changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated into, the
project which will avoid or substantially lessen the significant environmental
impact as identified in the ErR; or

2. Such changes or alterations are within the responsibility and jurisdiction of a
public agency other than the City, and such changes have been adopted by
such other agency, or can and should be adopted by such other agency; or

3. Specific economiC, social, legal, or other conSiderations make infeasible the
mitigation measures or project alternatives identified in the ErR.
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Notably, Public Resources Code Section 21002 requires an agency to
"substantially lessen or avoid" significant adverse environmental impacts. Thus,
mitigation measures that "substantially lessen" significant environmental impacts, even if
not completely avoided, satisfy Section 21002's mandate [Laurel Hills Homeowners
Association v. City Council (1978) 83 Cal.App.3d 515, 521 ("CEQA does not mandate the
choice of the environmentally best feasible project if through the imposition of feasible
mitigation measures alone the appropriate public agency has reduced environmental
damage from a project to an acceptable level"); Las Virgenes Homeowners Federation,
Inc. v. County of Los Angeles (1986) 177 Cal. App. 3d 300, 309 ("[tjhere is no
requirement that adverse impacts of a project be avoided completely or reduced to a
level of insignificance ... if such would render the project unfeasible")].

The Public Resources Code requires that lead agencies adopt feasible mitigation
measures or alternatives to substantially lessen or avoid significant environmental
impacts. An agency need not, however, adopt infeasible mitigation measures or
alternatives [State CEQA Guidelines, § 15091, subds. (a), (b)]. Public Resources Code
Section 21061.1 defines "feasible" to mean "capable of being accomplished in a
successful manner within a reasonable period of time, taking into account economic,
environmental, social, and technological factors." State CEQA Guidelines Section 15091
adds "legal" considerations as other indicator of feasibility. (See also Citizens of Goleta
Valley v. Board ofSupervisors (1990) 52 Cal.3d 553, 565.) Project objectives also inform
the determination of "feasibility" (City of Del Mar v. City of San Diego (1982)
133 Cal.App.3d 401, 417). "'[F]easibility' under CEQA encompasses 'desirability' to the
extent that desirability is based on a reasonable balancing of the relevant economic,
environmental, social, and technological factors" (City of Del Mar v. City of San Diego
(1982) 133 Cal.App.3d 401, 417; see also Sequoyah Hills Homeowners Assn. v. City of
Oakland (1993) 23 Cal.App.4th 704, 715).

Environmental impacts that are less than significant do not require the imposition
of mitigation measures (Leonoff v. Monterey County Board of Supervisors (1990) 222
Cal.App.3d 1337, 1347).

The California Supreme Court has stated, "[t]he wisdom of approving ... any
development project, a delicate task which requires a balancing of interests, is
necessarily left to the sound discretion of the local officials and their constituents who
are responsible for such decisions. The law as we interpret and apply it simply requires
that those decisions be informed, and therefore balanced." (Citizens of Goleta Valley v.
Board ofSupervisors (1990) 52 cal.3d 553, 576). In addition, perfection in a project or a
project's environmental alternatives is not required; rather, the requirement is that
sufficient information be produced "to permit a reasonable choice of alternatives so far
as environmental aspects are concerned." Outside agencies (including courts) are not to
"impose unreasonable extremes or to interject [themselves] within the area of discretion
as to the choice of the action to be taken" (Residents Ad Hoc Stadium Com. v. Board of
Trustees (1979) 89 Cal.App.3d 274, 287).
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C. Summary of Environmental findings

As more fully explained below, the City Council has determined that based on all
of the evidence presented, including, but not limited to, the EIR, written and oral
testimony given at meetings and hearings, and submission of comments from the public,
organizations, and regulatory agencies, and the responses prepared to the public
comments, the following environmental impacts associated with the project are:

1. less Than Significant and No Impacts (Do Not Require Mitigation)

• Land Use (all)

• Population, Housing, and Employment (all)

• Hazards and Human Health (Hazardous Materials Transport, Use, or Disposal;
Emit Hazardous Emissions; Hazardous Materials Sites; Airport and Airstrip
Hazards; Emergency Plans; Wildland Fires)

• Traffic and Circulation (Construction Traffic Impacts; Emergency Access Impacts;
Bicycle, Pedestrian, and Transit Impacts; Roadway Segment Impacts; Near-Term
SR 99 Freeway Ramp Merge-Diverge LOS; Change in Air Traffic Patterns;
Inadequate Parking Capacity; Alternative Transportation Policies, Plans, or
Programs)

• Noise (Construction Noise Impacts; Construction Vibration Impacts; Stationary­
Source Impacts; Traffic Noise Impacts; Temporary or Periodic Increase in
Ambient Noise Levels; Airport and Airplane Noise)

• Hydrology and Water Quality (lOO-Year Floodplain Hazards; Exposure to
Flooding and Inundation

• Geology and Soils (Faulting and Seismic Ground Shaking; Landslides; Expansive
Soils; Soils Incapable of Supporting Alternative Wastewater Disposal Systems)

• Aesthetics/Visual Resources (Scenic Vistas and Scenic Resources)

• Public Services and Utilities (Fire Services Impacts; Police Services Impacts;
Public School Impacts; Water Supply Impacts)

• Agricultural Resources (Forestland and Timberland)

2. Impacts Addressed Adequately in the Previously Certified UAGP MEIR

• Air Quality (all)

• Hazards and Human Health (Accidental Release of Hazardous Materials)

• Traffic and Circulation (Cumulative Traffic Impacts Degradation)

• Noise (Cumulative Noise)
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• Biological and Natural Resources (all)

• Hydrology and Water Quality (Degradation of Surface Water Quality;
Cumulative Inundation and Flooding)

• Geology and Soil (Ground Shaking, Unstable Soils, and Soil Erosion)

• Cultural Resources (all)

• Aesthetics/Visual Resources (Alteration of Existing Visual Character; New
Light and Glare Sources)

• Public Services and Utilities (Cumulative Water Impacts; Wastewater
Impacts; Solid Waste Impacts; Parks and Recreation Impacts; Electricity,
Natural Gas, and Telephone Service Impacts)

• Agricultural Resources (Conversion of Farmland)

• Climate Change (all)

3. Potentially Significant Impacts That Can Be Avoided or Reduced to a less
Than Significant level Through Implementation of Mitigation Measures

• Noise (Traffic Noise Impacts to Sensitive Receptors)

4. Potentially Significant and Cannot Be Avoided or Reduced to a less Than
Significant level

• Traffic and Circulation (Intersection Impacts; Intersection LOS Impacts; Roadway
Segment Levels of Service)

This document contains the findings required under the California Environmental
Quality Act ("CEQA") (Public Resources Code, § 21000 et seq.) and the State CEQA
Guidelines (California Code of Regulations, title 14, § 15000 et seq.).

Public Resources Code Section 21081.6 requires the City to prepare and adopt a
Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program for any project for which mitigation
measures have been imposed to assure compliance with the adopted mitigation
measures. The City adopts a Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program for the
project in Attachment "B" of this Resolution.

No comments made in the public hearings conducted by the City Councilor any
additional information submitted to the City has produced any substantial new
information requiring recirculation or additional environmental review of the Final EIR
under CEQA because no new significant environmental impacts were identified, no
substantial increase in the severity of any environmental impacts would occur, and no
feasible mitigation measures or project alternatives as defined in State CEQA Guidelines
Section 15088.5 were rejected.
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SECTION II

FINDINGS REGARDING ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS
NOT REOUIRIIIIG MITIGATION

Section 15091 of the State CEQA Guidelines does not require specific findings to
address environmental effects that an EIR identifies as having "no impact" or a "less
than significant" impact. Nevertheless, these findings fully account for all resource areas,
including resource areas that were identified in the ErR to have either no impact or a
less than significant impact on the environment. The City Council hereby finds that the
project would either have no impact or a less than significant impact in the following
resource areas:

A. land Use

L Division of Established Communities: Implementation of the project
would not result in the division of an established community. The proposed
plan area is adjacent to existing development within the city and has been
identified for development in the City's UAGP. Therefore, the project would
not physically divide an established community, and there is no impact.
[Draft ErR p. 4.1-8]

2. Conflict with Applicable Habitat Conservation Plans: Stanislaus County
and its nine incorporated cities currently do not have adopted habitat
conservation plans (HCP) or natural community conservation plans (NCCP)
under the federal and state endangered species acts. No HCPs or NCCPs are
known to be currently in development. The project does not conflict with any
applicable habitat conservation plan or natural community conservation plan,
and there is no impact. [Draft EIR p. 4.1-8]

3. Conflicts with Applicable land Use Plans or Policies: The intensity of
development within the Woodglen SpeCific Plan is consistent with the City of
Modesto General Plan, and the project will be subject to all applicable land
use poliCies of the City. Potential conflicts with any applicable land use plan,
policy, or regulation of an agency with jurisdiction over the project adopted
for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect have been
identified to be less than Significant. [Draft EIR p. 4.1-8]

B. Population. Housing. and Employment

L Density in Excess of What Is Assumed by the General Plan: Page 3-1
of the Specific Plan identifies that the overall density of the planning area is
7.4 dwelling units per gross acre. This density is within the threshold of 7.5
dwelling units per gross acre established by the General Plan. Therefore, the
potential for impact regarding density in excess of what is assumed by the
General Plan has been determined to be less than significant. [Draft ErR p.
4.2-9]
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2. Displacing Housing and People: While implementation of the project
would result in one home being displaced, the project would provide further
housing opportunities in the City of Modesto to accommodate planned
growth. Therefore, impacts relative to displacing existing housing or
substantial numbers of people are considered less than significant. [Draft EIR
p.4.2-8]

C. Hazards and Human Health

1. Hazardous Materials Transport, Use, or Disposal; Emit Hazardous
Emissions; Hazardous Materials Sites: The project would have less than
significant impacts relative to routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous
materials, emitting hazards emissions/handling hazardous or acutely
hazardous materials within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed
school, and locating on a site that is included on a list of hazardous materials
sites compiled pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5. No schools
are located or proposed within one-quarter mile of the project site; the types
of uses proposed as part of the project (residential and open space) would
not require routine transport of hazardous materials or generate hazardous
emissions, and the site itself is not included on a hazardous list. This impact
is less than significant. [Draft EIR p. 4.4-14]

2. Airport and Airstrip Hazards; Emergency Plansj Wildland Fires: The
project site is located approximately 5.7 miles northwest of the Modesto City­
County Airport and is not within an airport land use plan as depicted on page
4 of the Airport Land Use Commission Plan (1978) or the vicinity of a private
airstrip. The project would not interfere with an adopted emergency response
plan, and it is surrounded by agricultural and urban uses, so would not be
subject to threat of wildland fire. There is no impact. [Draft EIR p. 4.4-14]

D. Traffic and Circulation

1. Construction Traffic Impacts: Implementation of the project would result
in increased short-term traffic volumes associated with construction trips to
and from the project site. Potential off-site impacts associated with
construction activities are due primarily to construction worker trips and
material hauling. These trips would occur during both on-site development
and installation of needed off-site project infrastructure and improvements,
such as water, sewer, electricity, and natural gas lines and roadway
improvements. Construction vehicles and equipment to be used could
include, but are not limited to, loaders, dozers, haul trucks, dump trucks,
delivery and service trucks, and construction workers' vehicles. Cut and fill
will balance on the site; therefore, haul trips associated with soil removal
would not occur. The movement of heavy construction equipment to and
from the construction site prior to and after earth-moving activities would be
scheduled during off-peak hours. Similarly, workers' arrival and departure
times would be during off-peak hours, typically arriving before 7:00 a.m. and
leaving before 4:00 p.m. Some of these vehicles and equipment would be left
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on site for the duration of their use, while other construction vehicles would
make daily trips to the project site. Because the majority of vehicle trips
associated with construction activities would occur during off-peak hours and
construction would occur for a temporary duration, impacts of construction
were considered to be less than significant. (Draft ErR pp. 4.5-25 through
4.5-26]

2. Emergency Access Impacts: The internal street network identified in the
project would provide adequate width to accommodate a fire lane. This
impact is considered less than Significant. [Draft EIR p. 4.5-26]

3. Bicycle, Pedestrian, and Transit Impacts: The project includes an
internal circulation system that accommodates bicycles and pedestrians. In
addition, the project frontages will be improved to provide Sidewalks, a Class
II bike lane along Tully Road, and four transit stops in accordance with City
standards. Therefore, impacts to bicycle, pedestrian, and transit facilities are
considered less than Significant. [Draft EIR p. 4.5-26]

4. Roadway Segment Impacts: Project-generated traffic would not result in
conditions in excess of the City's minimum lOS D standard. While some
roadway segments may experience a decline in level of service, none of the
segments would operate below lOS D. Therefore, impacts to roadway
segments are considered less than Significant. [Draft EIR pp. 4.5-29 through
4.5-32]

5. Near-Term SR 99 Freeway Ramp Merge-Diverge lOS: The addition of
project-generated traffic does not result in any appreciable difference in ramp
merge-diverge operations based on lOS or based on the incremental
increase in volume through the merge-diverge area. Therefore, impacts to
freeway ramps are considered less than Significant. [Draft EIR pp. 4.5-38
through 4.5-39]

6. Change in Air Traffic Patterns: The project does not include any activities
that would interfere with air traffic in the region. This impact is therefore less
than significant. [Draft EIR p. 4.5-23]

7. Inadequate Parking Capacity: The project would not result in inadequate
parking supply, as parking standards proposed by the Specific Plan are
consistent with the City's adopted parking standards. This impact is therefore
less than Significant. [Draft EIR p. 4.5-23]

8. Alternative Transportation Policies, Plans, or Programs: The project
would not conflict with policies regarding alternative transportation. The
project includes provision for four bus stops along the perimeter of the site.
Access to MAX would encourage usage of alternative transportation. There is
no impact. [Draft EIR p. 4.5-23]

07109120131C&EDDIJBridegroomlItem 14 14 2013-260



E. Noise

1. Construction Noise Impacts (Impact 4.6.1): Implementation of the
project would result in increased short-term noise from construction
activities. General Plan Policies VU-G.3[a-f] and VII-G.4[a-b] limit hours of
construction activity to less noise-sensitive times and require construction
equipment to include mufflers, shrouds, and shields. These policies would
substantially reduce impacts related to temporary construction noise.
Consequently, temporary construction-related noise impacts would be
considered less than significant. [Draft EIR pp. 4.6-12 through 4.6-13]

2. Construction Vibration Impacts (Impact 4.6.2): Implementation of the
project would result in construction-related ground borne vibrations. Because
ground vibration levels diminish in strength with increased distance from the
source, predicted vibration levels at the nearest off-site structures would not
be anticipated to exceed even the most conservative threshold of 0.2 inches
per second peak particle velocity. Therefore, short-term ground borne
vibration impacts would be considered less than significant. [Draft EIR
pp. 4.6-13 through 4.6-14]

3. Stationary-Source Impacts (Impact 4.6.3): Exposure to noise levels
generated by future on-site stationary sources associated with the project
could result in a substantial increase in ambient noise levels that could exceed
the City's noise standards at noise-sensitive land uses. Noise associated with
open space areas is typically limited to landscape maintenance and the voices
of adults and children. While noises associated with these activities would
generally not be considered significant, during the quieter and more noise­
sensitive nighttime hours, these things can result in increased levels of
annoyance and sleep disturbance. However, the Modesto Municipal Code
prohibits loud and raucous yelling, shouting, talking, whistling, or singing
between the hours of 10:00 p.m. and 7:00 a.m. and the noise of landscaping
equipment between the hours of 9:00 p.m. and 7:00 a.m. on weekdays and
9:00 a.m. and 9:00 p.m. on weekends and federal holidays. Therefore,
stationary-source impacts are considered less than significant. [Draft EIR pp.
4.6-14 through 4.6-15]

4. Traffic Noise Impacts (Impact 4.6.4): Project-generated traffic could
result in substantial increases in noise levels for sensitive receptors adjacent
to the project. In comparison to existing traffic volumes, implementation of
the project would result in predicted increases in traffic noise levels of
approximately 2 dBA or less. The project's contribution to traffic noise levels
would be anticipated to diminish in future years as traffic volumes increase
due to additional development occurring within the city. Based on the
modeling conducted, implementation of the project would not result in a
Significant increase in traffic noise levels. As a result, this impact is
considered less than significant. [Draft EIR pp. 4.6-15 through 4.6-16]
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5. Temporary or Periodic Increase in Ambient Noise levels: The project
would not result in a substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient
noise levels in the project vicinity above levels existing without the project.
This impact is less than significant. (Draft EIR p 4.6-11]

6. Airport and Airplane Noise: The project is not located near any airports or
private airstrips, or within an airport land use plan. There is no impact. [Draft
EIR p 4.6-11]

F. Hydrology and Water Quality

1. lOO-Year Floodplain Hazards: The project is not located within a 100-
year floodplain as designated by the Federal Emergency Management Agency
or in a Flood Potential Study Area outlined in the City of Modesto Urban Area
General Plan. Therefore, the project would not place housing or structures
within a 100-year flood hazard area. There is no impact. [Draft EIR p. 4.8-12]

2. Exposure to Flooding and Inundation: The project site is not located
immediately downstream of a dam or adjacent to a levee that would expose
individuals to risk from flooding. The project area is not located near any large
bodies of water that would pose a seiche or tsunami hazard, nor does the
project site include terrain that is sloped, so potential for mudflow hazard is
not likely. There is no impact. [Draft EIR p. 4.8-12]

G. Geology and Soils

1. Faulting and Seismic Ground Shaking: There are no known active faults
in the Modesto Urban Area, and the City building code requires special
designs that would substantially reduce risks associated with potential strong
seismic ground shaking. This impact is less than significant. [Draft EIR p. 4.9-
9]

2. landslides: There are no impacts associated with potential landslides, as
the project site and surrounding area is relatively flat. There is no impact.
[Draft EIR p. 4.9-9]

3. Expansive Soils: The potential for impacts related to expansive soils is less
than Significant, as there are no expansive SOils mapped in Modesto. [Draft
EIR p. 4.9-9]

4. Soils Incapable of Supporting Alternative Wastewater Disposal
Systems: All properties will be required to be served by the City sanitary
sewer system; therefore, there would be no impact related to septic or other
alternative wastewater disposal systems. There is no impact. [Draft EIR p.
4.9-9]

07/0912013/C&EDD/lBridegroornlltem 14 16 20]3·260



H. Aesthetics/Visual Resources

1. Scenic Vistas and Scenic Resources: The project would not have a
substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista or damage scenic resources,
because the project site and surroundings are not designated as scenic vistas
or classified as scenic resources. There is no impact. [Draft EIR p. 4.11-5]

I. Public Services and Utilities

1. fire Services Impacts: Potential impacts to fire services would be less than
significant, because the project would be served by Fire Station No. 11, located
near the project site, and the Modesto Fire Chief indicated that this fire station
could adequately serve the project. This impact is less than Significant. [Draft
EIR p. 4.12-1]

2. Police Services Impacts: Implementation of the project would increase
demand for police services in association with new residential development.
However, the project includes development of an infrastructure financing
plan, which will address increased demand for police services and ensure
appropriate fees are exacted by future development within the Specific Plan,
where necessary. This impact is less than Significant. [Draft EIR p. 4.12-5]

3. Public School Impacts: Implementation of the project would increase
demand for public school services in association with new residential
development. However, the project includes development of an infrastructure
financing plan and payment of school impact fees (as required under General
Plan MEIR Policies 5-17 and 5-19), which will address increased demand for
school services. This impact is less than significant. [Draft EIR p. 4.12-11]

4. Water Supply Impacts: Implementation of the project would increase
annual water demand by an additional 276.6 acre-feet per year. The Water
Supply Assessment approved for the project found that the City currently has
capacity to serve the additional water demand generated by the project.
Furthermore, Phase 2 expansion of the Modesto Regional Water Treatment
Plant (MRWTP) would expand its capacity, and the treatment and delivery
agreement between the City and the Modesto Irrigation District (MID) states
that upon completion and commercial operation of the MRWTP Phase 2
expansion project, treated water deliveries to the City of Modesto will
increase from 33,602 acre-feet per year to 67,207 acre-feet per year. The
project proposes to connect to the existing water transmission infrastructure
surrounding the project site in Bangs Avenue, Carver Road, and Tully Road
and install conveyance lines in accordance with City policies, ensuring
adequate water pressure for domestic use and fire suppression. Therefore,
impacts associated with water supply are less than Significant. [Draft EIR p.
4.12-24]
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l. Agricultural Resources

1. Forestland and Timberland: The project site is not zoned for forest
production or located on land that contains timberland. No forestland would
be lost or converted in association with the project. There is no impact.
[Draft EIR p. 4.13-5]

SECTION III

FINDINGS REGARDING ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS
PREVIOUSLY ADDRESSED IN THE UAGP MEIR

The City Council finds that the following environmental impacts were considered
in the UAGP MEIR and that implementation of the project would not result in any new or
more severe impacts with implementation of mitigation identified in the MEIR. The
impacts and the mitigation measures are set forth in the EIR and are summarized as
follows:

A. Air Ouality

1. Pollutant Emissions: Implementation of the project would result in
pollutant emissions being released into the atmosphere. [Draft EIR p. 4.3-18]

Finding: Changes or alterations have been incorporated into the project
which mitigate or avoid the significant effects on the environment.

Rationale: Impacts to air quality associated with the project would be
associated with vehicular emissions, construction activities, and on-site
sources, such as barbecues and landscape maintenance. The project is
consistent with General Plan assumptions for land use and development
intensity; therefore, project impacts are within the scope of the MEIR. The
ErR identified the following measures set forth in the MEIR to reduce project
impacts associated with air quality: AQ-6, AQ-26, AQ-42, AQ-43, AQ-44, AQ-
45, AQ-46, AQ-47, AQ-48, AQ-49, AQ-50, AQ-51, AQ-52, AQ-53, AQ-54,
AQ-55, AQ-56. [Draft EIR pp. 4.3-18 through 4.3-19]

B. Hazards and Human Health

1. Accidental Release of Hazardous Materials: Hazardous materials, such
as oil and gasoline, would be used on the project site during construction in
association with operation of heavy equipment, and limited amounts of these
hazardous materials would be used on the site as part of routine
maintenance. [Draft EIR pp. 4.4-14 through 4.4-15]

Finding: Changes or alterations have been incorporated into the project
which mitigate or avoid the Significant effects on the environment.
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Rationale: Impacts to hazards and human health would be associated with
accidental release of hazardous materials. Phase I Environmental
Assessments conducted for the project site identified any areas of potential
environmental concern related to historical uses on the property. The project
is consistent with General Plan assumptions for land use and development
intensity and would therefore not include different uses or more intense land
uses than assumed in the MEIR that would result in additional hazardous
materials impacts. The project will be subject to all hazardous material
policies of the City; therefore, project impacts are within the scope of the
MEIR. The EIR identified the following measures set forth in the MEIR to
reduce project impacts associated with hazards and human health: HM-17,
HM-25, HM-26. [Draft EIR p. 4.4-14]

C. Traffic and Circulation

1. Cumulative Traffic Impacts Degradation: Traffic associated with the
project would contribute to cumulative traffic degradation. [Draft EIR p. 4.5-
39]

Finding: Changes or alterations have been incorporated into the project
which mitigate or avoid the Significant effects on the environment.

Rationale: The project is consistent with General Plan assumptions for land
use and development intensity and would therefore not include different uses
or more intense land uses than assumed in the MEIR that would result in
additional traffic impacts. The project will be subject to all applicable traffic
and circulation policies of the City; therefore, project impacts are within the
scope of the MEIR. The EIR identified the following measures set forth in the
MEIR to reduce project impacts associated with traffic: TC-21, TC-24, TC-25,
TC-27, TC-28, TC-29, TC-32, TC-49, TC-SO, TC-61. [Draft EIR pp. 4.5-19
through 4.5-22]

D. Noise

1. Cumulative Noise Impacts: Noise associated with the project would
contribute to cumulative future automobile traffic, airport, construction, rail,
and cumulative traffic noise. [Draft EIR p. 4.6-17]

Finding: Changes or alterations have been incorporated into the project
which mitigate or avoid the significant effects on the environment.

Rationale: The project is consistent with General Plan assumptions for land
use and development intensity and would therefore not include different uses
or more intense land uses than assumed in the MEIR that would result in
additional noise impacts. The project will be subject to all applicable noise
policies of the City; therefore, project impacts are within the scope of the
MEIR. The EIR identified the following measures set forth in the MEIR to
reduce project impacts associated with noise: N-l, N-2, N-3, N-lO. [Draft EIR
pp. 4.6-17 through 4.6-18]
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E. Biological and Natural Resources

1. Habitat loss or Conversion: Implementation of the proposed project
could result in habitat loss or conversion and its associated effects on
raptors, migratory birds, and the western mastiff bat. [Draft EIR p. 4.7-20]

finding: Changes or alterations have been incorporated into the project
which mitigate or avoid the significant effects on the environment.

Rationale: Potential biological resources impacts would be associated with
habitat loss or conversion and its associated effects on raptors, migratory
birds, and the western mastiff bat. The General Plan assumed development of
the project site, and the project is consistent with General Plan assumptions
for land use and development intensity. Therefore, there would be no
additional conversion of land, and project impacts are within the scope of the
MEIR. The EIR identified the following measures set forth in the MEIR to
reduce project impacts associated with biological resources: SWPH-10,
SWPH-ll, MEIR Table V-7-1 Policy d. [Draft EIR pp. 4.7-20 through 4.7-21]

2. Cumulative Habitat loss or Conversion: Implementation of the project
could contribute to the loss or conversion of habitat and its associated effect
on raptors, migratory birds, and the western mastiff bat

finding: Changes or alterations have been incorporated into the project
which mitigate or avoid the significant effects on the environment.

Rationale: Potential biological resources impacts would be associated with
the project's contribution to the loss or conversion of habitat and its
associated effect on raptors, migratory birds, and the western mastiff bat.
The General Plan assumed development of the project site, and the project is
consistent with General Plan assumptions for land use and development
intensity. Therefore, there would be no additional conversion of land, and
project impacts are within the scope of the MEIR. The EIR identified the
following measures set forth in the MEIR to reduce project impacts
associated with biological resources: SWPH-lO, 5WPH-ll, MEIR Table V-7-1
Policy d. [Draft EIR pp. 4.7-20 through 4.7-21]

f. Hydrology and Water Quality

1. Degradation of Surface Water Quality (Impact 3.2.7): Implementation
of the project would increase the amount of impervious surface on the
project site and the amount of urban runoff. In addition, construction activity
could contribute to short-term discharges of waste and accelerated soil
erosion and siltation, which could degrade surface water quality. [Draft EIR
p. 4.8-12 through 13]

Finding: Changes or alterations have been incorporated into the project
which mitigate or avoid the significant effects on the environment.
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Rationale: Project-related hydrology and water quality impacts would be
associated with degradation of surface water quality through an increase in
the amount of impervious surface on the project site and short-term
discharges of waste and accelerated soil erosion and siltation. The project is
consistent with General Plan assumptions for land use and development
intensity and would not result in more development than assumed in the
MEIR. Therefore, project impacts are within the scope of the MEIR. The EIR
identified the following measures set forth in the MEIR to reduce project
impacts associated with hydrology and water quality: 50-7 and FWQ-12, 50-
9 and FWQ-13, 50-11, 50-17 and FWQ-15. [Draft EIR p. 4.8-13]

2. Cumulative Inundation and Flooding (Impact 3.2.7): Implementation
of the project could result in a cumulatively considerable contribution to
cumulative runoff, potentially resulting in periodic inundation where canals
and drainage channels aren't able to accommodate the collective rate of
drainage, particularly during wet weather. [Draft EIR p. 4.8-13]

Finding: Changes or alterations have been incorporated into the project
which mitigate or avoid the Significant effects on the environment.

Rationale: Potential project impacts would be associated with cumulative
runoff, potentially resulting in periodic inundation where canals and drainage
channels are not able to accommodate the collective rate of drainage,
particularly during wet weather. Project development type and intensity is
consistent with General Plan assumptions for land use and development
intensity; therefore, project impacts are within the scope of the MEIR. The ErR
identified the following measures set forth in the MEIR to reduce project
impacts associated with hydrology and water quality: 50-7 and FWQ-12, 50-9
and FWQ-13, 50-11, 50-17 and FWQ-15. [Draft EIR p. 4.8-13]

G. Geology and Soils

1. Ground Shaking, Unstable Soils, and Soil Erosion: Implementation of the
project would expose people and structures to future ground shaking. The
presence of sandy soils and groundwater creates the potential for unstable soil
conditions and liquefaction. Construction on the project site could contribute to
soil erosion. [Draft EIR p. 4.9-9]

Finding: Changes or alterations have been incorporated into the project
which mitigate or avoid the significant effects on the environment.

Rationale: Potential project impacts would be associated with exposure of
people and structures to ground shaking, the potential for unstable soil
conditions and liquefaction due to the presence of sandy soils, and
groundwater and contribution to soil erosion. All project development would
be required to conform to the California Uniform Building Code regarding
construction techniques to reduce the potential for impacts related to soils
and seismic activity. The project is consistent with General Plan assumptions
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for land use and development intensity; therefore, project impacts are within
the scope of the MEIR. The EIR identified the following measures set forth in
the MEIR to reduce project impacts associated with geology and soils: GSM-
6, GSM-lO, GSM-11. [Draft EIR pp. 4.9-9 through 4.9-10]

H. Cultural Resources

1. Impacts to Historical, Archeological, and Paleontological Resources:
Project-related ground-disturbing activities could uncover previously unknown
cultural resources. [Draft EIR pp. 4.10-8 through 4.10-9]

finding: Changes or alterations have been incorporated into the project
which mitigate or avoid the significant effects on the environment.

Rationale: The project would result in demolition of an existing residence,
barns, and other ancillary buildings and structures on the property. The
structures on site were not identified as being historically Significant and were
determined to be ineligible for inclusion in the National Register of Historic
Places and the California Register of Historic Resources. No other cultural
resources were identified in the project boundaries as part of investigations
undertaken for the project. Potential project impacts would be associated
with project-related ground-disturbing activities that could uncover previously
unknown cultural resources. The project is consistent with General Plan
assumptions for land use and development intensity; therefore, project
impacts are within the scope of the MEIR. The EIR identified the following
measure set forth in the MEIR to reduce project impacts associated with
cultural resources: AH-16. [Draft ErR p. 4.10-9]

I. AestheticslVisual Resources

1. Alteration of Existing Visual Character: Implementation of the project
would alter the visual character of the site by replacing existing agricultural
uses with a residential community, containing single-family and multi-family
homes as well as a central open space feature. [Draft EIR p. 4.11-6]

finding: Changes or alterations have been incorporated into the project
which mitigate or avoid the significant effects on the environment.

Rationale: Potential project impacts would be associated with alteration of
the visual character of the site by replacing existing agricultural uses with a
residential community. The project is consistent with General Plan
assumptions for land use and development intensity and would not result in
additional changes other than those assumed in the MEIR. Therefore, project
impacts are within the scope of the MEIR. The EIR identified the following
measure set forth in the MEIR to reduce project impacts associated with
aesthetics/visual resources: AH-16. [Draft EIR p. 4.10-9]
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2. New light and Glare Sources: Implementation of the project would
introduce new light sources that could include, but are not limited to,
streetlights, vehicle headlights, and residential lighting. Light "spilling over"
(that is, light that extends beyond the targeted object) from these new light
sources could adversely affect adjacent areas and could increase the sky
glow (that is, the reflection seen overhead from artificial light scattering in
the atmosphere obscuring the background stars) in the region. The new light
sources would contribute to a cumulative increase in light and glare. [Draft
EIR p. 4.11-6]

Finding: Changes or alterations have been incorporated into the project
which mitigate or avoid the significant effects on the environment.

Rationale: Potential project impacts would be associated with the
introduction of new sources of light and glare. The project is consistent with
General Plan assumptions for land use and development intensity and would
not result in development that differs in type or intensity from that assumed
in the MEIR. Therefore, project impacts are within the scope of the MEIR.
The EIR identified the following measure set forth in the MEIR to reduce
project impacts associated with aesthetics/visual resources: VR-3. [Draft EIR
p.4.11-6]

J. Public Services and Utilities

1. Cumulative Water Impacts: The project could contribute to cumulatively
considerable groundwater withdrawals within the San Joaquin River Basin.
[Draft EIR p 4.12-24]

Finding: Changes or alterations have been incorporated into the project
which mitigate or avoid the significant effects on the environment.

Rationale: Potential project impacts would be associated with the contribution
to cumulatively considerable groundwater withdrawals. The project is
consistent with General Plan assumptions for land use and development
intensity and would not result in water demand that exceeds the assumptions
for water demand in the MEIR. There would be no additional groundwater
withdrawal than identified in the MEIR; therefore, project impacts are within
the scope of the MEIR. The EIR identified the following measures set forth in
the MEIR to reduce project impacts associated with water supply and
management: WS-ll, WS-24. [Draft EIR pp. 4.12-24 through 4.11-25]

2. Wastewater Impacts: The project would generate approximately 0.515
million gallons per day (mgd) of wastewater. [Draft EIR p. 4.11-34]

Finding: Changes or alterations have been incorporated into the project
which mitigate or avoid the significant effects on the environment.
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Rationale: Potential project impacts would be associated with the generation
of wastewater. According to the Final Wastewater Treatment Master Plan
Update, both the primary plant and the secondary plant have adequate dry
weather treatment capacity to accommodate projected growth until 2030,
which includes development on the project site. The project is consistent with
General Plan assumptions for land use and development intensity; therefore,
project impacts are within the scope of the MEIR. The EIR identified the
following measures set forth in the MEIR to reduce project impacts associated
with wastewater: 55-23, 55-24, LUP-53. [Draft EIR p. 4.23-32]

3. Solid Waste Impacts: The project would add approximately 1,546 new
residents to the City of Modesto, which would result in increased solid waste
generation. [Draft EIR p. 4.12-38]

Finding: Changes or alterations have been incorporated into the project
which mitigate or avoid the significant effects on the environment.

Rationale: Potential project impacts would be associated with the
generation of additional solid waste through the addition of 1,546 new
residents. Project-generated solid waste would be collected by Gilton Solid
Waste Management, which has indicated that it would be able to serve the
project while maintaining the high level of service required by the City of
Modesto. The project is consistent with General Plan assumptions for land
use and development intensity; therefore, project impacts are within the
scope of the MEIR. The EIR identified the following measure set forth in the
MEIR to reduce project impacts associated with solid waste services: SW-10.
[Draft EIR pp. 4.12-38 through 4.12-39]

4. Parks and Recreation Impacts: The project would add approximately
1,546 new residents to the City of Modesto. Using the City's standards, the
project would require a 7-acre neighborhood park. [Draft EIR p. 4.12-47]

Finding: Changes or alterations have been incorporated into the project
which mitigate or avoid the significant effects on the environment.

Rationale: Potential project impacts would be associated with additional
park usage through the addition of 1,546 new residents. The project provides
9.2 acres of open space for parks, recreation facilities, and a stormwater
dual-function infiltration basin. The project is consistent with General Plan
assumptions for land use and development intensity; therefore, project
impacts are within the scope of the MEIR. The EIR identified the following
measure set forth in the MEIR to reduce project impacts associated with
parks and recreation: POS-9. [Draft EIR p. 4.12-47]

5. Electricity, Natural Gas, and Telephone Service Impacts:
Implementation of the project would require extension of electrical
infrastructure and increase demand for electriCity, natural gas, and telephone
service. [Draft EIR p. 4.12-54]
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Finding: Changes or alterations have been incorporated into the project
which mitigate or avoid the Significant effects on the environment.

Rat.ionale: Potential project impacts to electricity, natural gas, and
telephone service would be associated with extension of infrastructure and
increased demand for these services. The project would connect to existing
infrastructure in the vicinity of the project site. The project is consistent with
General Plan assumptions for land use and development intensity; therefore,
project impacts are within the scope of the MEIR. The EIR identified the
following measures set forth in the MEIR to reduce project impacts
associated with electricity, natural gas, and telephone service: CL-9, CL-10,
CL-22. [Draft EIR pp. 4.12-54, 4.14-15]

K. Agricultural Resources

1. Conversion of Farmland: The project would result in the conversion of
approximately 79.2 acres of Prime Farmland currently under a Williamson Act
contract. The project site is located adjacent to lands currently in agricultural
production to the north and east, which are also currently under Williamson
Act contract. [Draft EIR p. 4.13-6]

Finding: Changes or alterations have been incorporated into the project
which mitigate or avoid the significant effects on the environment.

Rationale: Impacts to agricultural resources associated with the project
would result from conversion of approximately 79.2 acres of Prime Farmland
currently under a Williamson Act contract. The General Plan assumed
development of the project Site, and the project is consistent with General
Plan assumptions for land use and development intensity. Therefore, there
would be no additional conversion of land, and project impacts are within the
scope of the MEIR. The EIR identified the following measure set forth in the
MEIR to reduce project impacts associated with agricultural resources: AL-21.
[Draft EIR p. 4.13-6]

l. Climate Change

1. Generation of Greenhouse Gas Emissions and Conflict with a
Greenhouse Gas Plan: Impacts to climate change resulting from the
project would be primarily related to vehicle emissions and energy use. [Draft
EIR pp. 4.14-14 through 4.14-15]

Finding: Changes or alterations have been incorporated into the project
which mitigate or avoid the significant effects on the environment.

Rationale: Impacts to climate change associated with the project would be
associated with vehicle emissions and energy use. The project is consistent
with General Plan assumptions for land use and development intensity;
therefore, project impacts are within the scope of the MEIR. The EIR
identified the following measures set forth in the MEIR to reduce project
impacts associated with climate change: CL-4, CL-5, CL-9, CL-I0, CL-20, CL-
22. [Draft EIR p. 4.14-15]
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SECTION IV

FINDINGS REGARDING ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS
MITIGATED TO A lEVEL OF lESS THAN SIGNIFICANT

The City Council finds that the following environmental impacts identified in the
EIR are potentially significant but can be mitigated to a less than significant level. The
potentially significant impacts and the mitigation measures which would reduce them to
a less than significant level are set forth in the EIR and are summarized as follows:

A. Noise

1. Traffic Noise Impacts to Sensitive Receptors (Impact 4.6.5): Sensitive
receptors within the project site could be substantially affected by traffic noise
on roadways surrounding the project. Based on the traffic noise modeling
conducted, the projected future 65 dBA ~n noise contour for adjacent
roadways, including Bangs Road, Carver Road, Tully Road, and Pelandale
Avenue, would extend onto the project site. The City's normally acceptable
noise level for residential land uses is limited to a maximum of 65 dBA ~n for
outdoor activity areas. [Draft EIR pp. 4.6-16 through 4.6-17]

Finding: The mitigation measure outlined below would reduce to a less than
significant level the project's impacts related to traffic noise on roadways.
The mitigation measure reflects changes or alterations that the City has
required, or incorporated into, the project which would avoid or substantially
lessen the potentially Significant impact as identified in the EIR (State CEQA
Guidelines § 15091(a)(1)).

Mitigation Measure: Implementation of Mitigation Measure 4.6.5 in the
Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program would reduce this impact to a
less than significant level.

Mitigation Measure 4.6.5 states:

The following mitigation measures shall be implemented to reduce projected
on-site noise exposure:

• Sound barriers shall be constructed around the perimeter of the project
site and shall consist of masonry-block walls, earthen berms, pre-cast
concrete, or a combination thereof. Barriers shall be constructed to
minimum heights of 8 feet along Pelandale Avenue, 7 feet along Tully
Road and Bangs Avenue, and 6 feet along Carver Road. Barrier heights
shall be measured from either roadway or project site elevation,
whichever is highest. At site entrances located along Carver Road, Bangs
Road, and Tully Road, the sound barrier shall be extended along the
adjoining site access roadway to a length sufficient to shield the outdoor
activity areas of residential dwellings located adjacent to the perimeter
roadway. Any changes in barrier height should occur in gradual
increments and the incorporation of earthen berms is recommended,
where practical, to reduce potential aesthetic impacts.
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• To reduce exterior-to-interior noise intrusion, residential dwelling units
shall be equipped with mechanical heating and air conditioning systems
so that windows can remain closed.

Rationale: The EIR determined that construction of sound walls along
affected roadways would reduce the effect of road noise on the project site
such that impacts to sensitive receptors on the project site from traffic noise
would be reduced to a less than significant level. [Draft EIR p. 4.6-17]

SECTION V

FINDINGS REGARDING ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS
NOT FULLY MITIGATED TO A LEVEL OF LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT

Notwithstanding existing regulations, standard conditions that the City imposes
on development/ construction projects within the city, the specific project design
features discussed in the EIR for the project, and the mitigation measures set forth in
the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program for the project, the impacts discussed
in this section cannot be fully mitigated to a less than significant level. For each impact
that is determined to be significant and unavoidable, a Statement of Overriding
Considerations has been prepared for that impact and is set forth in Section VII of this
Resolution.

A. Traffic and Circulation

1. Intersection Impacts (Impact 4.5.1): The proposed project will
exacerbate existing conditions at one intersection operating below the City's
minimum LOS D with the addition of project traffic and result in levels of
service dropping from LOS C to LOS E at one additional intersection.

Finding: The City Council finds that intersection level of service associated
with the project is not expected to be mitigated to a less than significant level
with implementation of feasible mitigation measures. No feasible mitigation is
available to reduce this impact to a less than significant level, and this impact
would remain Significant and unavoidable. Consequently, a Statement of
Overriding Considerations would be necessary should the City Council wish to
approve the project.

Mitigation Measures: Implementation of Mitigation Measures MM 4.S.1a and
4.S.1b in the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program would assist in
reducing this impact.

Mitigation Measure MM 4.5.1a states:

Bangs Avenue/Carver Road Intersection. The project applicant shall
install a roundabout at the intersection of Bangs Avenue and Carver Road.
This would reduce the average delay from 49.1 seconds (LOS E) to 18.2
seconds (LOS B).
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Mitigation Measure MM 4.S.1b states:

Bangs Avenue/Tully Road Intersection. The project applicant shall
install traffic signals and left-turn pockets on all approaches at the
intersection of Bangs Avenue and Tully Road. These installations would
reduce the average delay from 113.4 seconds (LOS F) to 27.3 seconds (LOS
C).

Rationale: Implementation of the above mitigation measures would reduce
intersection impacts in the near term to a less than significant level.
However, implementation of these mitigation measures cannot be assured.
The project applicant will be required to contribute its fair share of the cost of
improvements through payment into City Capital Facility fees, Stanislaus
County Public Facility fees, and Woodglen Community Facilities District (CFD)
fees. However, the project's fair share contribution is not adequate to fund
the entire cost of the improvements necessary to these intersections and the
City cannot ensure acquisition of the necessary right-of-way, the
improvements cannot be assured. In addition, if the City's jurisdiction is
expanded north of Bangs Avenue in the project area prior to construction of
the project and contribution from other developments in terms of land
dedication and/or funding makes it feasible for the roundabouts to be
installed, the project shall install the roundabouts. However, there can be no
assurance that the funding or jurisdictional issues will be resolved prior to
project development. Therefore, Mitigation Measures 4.S.1a and b cannot
assure roadway improvements prior to project development triggering traffic
impacts; therefore, the project's traffic impacts would be Significant. Because
there are no feasible measures available to further mitigate the significant
impact identified above, it is considered Significant and unavoidable. [Draft
EIR p. 4.5-28]

2. Intersection lOS Impacts (Impact 4.5.2): The proposed project would
result in an incremental increase in delay that exceeds the delay thresholds
at intersections where LOS D is already exceeded.

Finding: The City Council finds that incremental increases in delay at
intersections resulting from project-generated traffic are not expected to be
mitigated to a less than significant level with implementation of feasible
mitigation measures. No feasible mitigation is available to reduce this impact
to a less than Significant level, and this impact would remain Significant and
unavoidable. Consequently, a Statement of Overriding Considerations would
be necessary should the City Council wish to approve the project.

Mitigation Measure: Implementation of Mitigation Measures MM 4.S.2a
through 4.5.2e in the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program would
assist in reducing this impact.
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Mitigation Measure MM 4.5.2a states:

Standiford Avenue/Carver Road Intersection. The project applicant
shall install an additional eastbound lane at the intersection of Standiford
Avenue and Carver Road. This improvement would reduce the incremental
increase in delay to less than 5 seconds.

Mitigation Measure MM 4.5.2b states:

Standiford Avenue/Tully Road Intersection. The project applicant shall
install an additional eastbound lane at the intersection of Standiford Avenue
and Tully Road. This improvement would reduce the incremental increase in
delay to less than 5 seconds.

Mitigation Measure MM 4.5.2c states:

Bangs Avenue/Carver Road Intersection. The project applicant shall
install a roundabout at the intersection of Bangs Avenue and Carver Road.
These improvements would reduce the average delays from 570.7 seconds
(LOS F) to 34.8 seconds (LOS C).

Mitigation Measure MM 4.5.2d states:

Snyder Avenue/Carver Road Intersection. The project applicant shall
install traffic signals and left-turn pockets on all approaches at the
intersection of Snyder Avenue and Carver Road. These improvements would
reduce the average delays from 49.7 seconds (LOS F) to 27.9 seconds (LOS
C).

Mitigation Measure MM 4.S.2e states:

Bangs Avenue/Tully Avenue Intersection. Implement mitigation
measure MM 4.5.1b, and install an eastbound right-turn lane at the
intersection of Bangs Avenue and Tully Road. These improvements would
result in a reduction in average delay from 460.3 seconds (LOS E) to 52.9
seconds (LOS C).

Rationale: The above mitigation measures would reduce intersection
impacts in the near term to a less than significant level. However,
implementation of these mitigation measures cannot be assured. The project
applicant will be required to contribute its fair share of the cost of
improvements through payment into the City Capital Facility fees, Stanislaus
County Public Facility fees, and Woodglen CFD fees. Improvements to
Standiford Avenue/Carver Road and Standiford Avenue!Tully Road would
require additional right-of-way. This would involve acquisition of private
property and would conflict with eXisting development and land uses. The
applicant's contribution to the impacts at these intersections is small in
relation to the cost of the improvements needed. The identified
improvements would be funded through the City Capital Facility fee program,
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and the applicant would be required to pay its fair share toward
improvements to these intersections through payment of City Capital Facility
fees. Even so, there is a priority list for improvements to City roadways
through the CFF program, and there can be no assurance that the necessary
improvements will be completed prior to the time the project's impacts occur.

Improvements to the intersection of Snyder Avenue/Carver Road would
require additional right-of-way. This would involve acquisition of private
property and would conflict with existing development and land uses
adjacent to the intersection. The applicant's contribution to the impact is
small in relation to the cost of the improvements that would be necessary,
and there is no other identified source of funding available.

The project's contribution to the impacts at the intersections of Bangs
Avenue/Carver Road and Bangs Avenue/Tully Road is relatively minor in
relation to the cost of the improvements that would be needed, and the
improvements would require the acquisition of right-of-way outside of the
city, which the City cannot ensure. The applicant will be required to pay its
fair share of the cost of installation of the roundabouts through payment into
the Woodglen CFD. However, since the project's fair share contribution is not
adequate to fund the entire cost of the improvements necessary to these
intersections and the City cannot ensure acquisition of the necessary right-of­
way, the improvements cannot be assured.

If the City's jurisdiction is expanded north of Bangs Avenue in the project
area prior to construction of the project and contribution from other
developments in terms of land dedication and/or funding makes it feasible for
the roundabouts to be installed, the project shall install the roundabouts.
However, since there can be no assurance that the funding or jurisdictional
issues will be resolved prior to project development, the impact remains
significant and unavoidable. [Draft EIR pp. 4.5-33 through 4.3-35]

3. Roadway Segment levels of Service (Impact 4.5.3): The proposed
project would result in level of service dropping to an unacceptable level on
one roadway segment and an increase in volume-to-capacity ratio above the
incremental threshold on two roadway segments under near-term conditions.

Finding: The City Council finds that project contributions to level of service
dropping to an unacceptable level on one roadway segment and an increase
in volume-to-capacity ratio above the incremental threshold on two roadway
segments are not expected to be mitigated to a less than Significant level
with implementation of feasible mitigation measures. No feasible mitigation is
available to reduce this impact to a less than Significant level, and this impact
would remain significant and unavoidable. Consequently, a Statement of
Overriding Considerations would be necessary should the City Council wish to
approve the project.
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Mitigation Measure: Implementation of Mitigation Measures MM 4.5.3a and
4.5.3b in the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program would assist in
reducing this impact.

Mitigation Measure MM 4.5.3a states:

Tully Road. The project applicant shall widen the segment of Tully Road from
Bangs Avenue to Pelandale Avenue to provide at least two southbound lanes.
The additional lanes would improve the volume-to-capacity ratio from 1.12
(LOS F) to 0.56 (LOS A).

Mitigation Measure MM 4.5.3b states:

Bangs Avenue. The project applicant shall widen the segment of Bangs
Avenue from Prescott Road to Tully Road to provide at least two eastbound
lanes. The additional lanes would improve the volume-to-capacity ratio
between Prescott and Carver roads from 1.27 (LOS F) to 0.65 (LOS B), and
between Tully Road and Carver Avenue from 1.28 (LOS F) to 0.98 (LOS E).

Rationale: Implementation of the above mitigation measures would reduce
intersection impacts in the near term to a less than significant level.
However, implementation of these mitigation measures cannot be assured.
The project's contribution to the impacts to roadway segments along Bangs
Avenue is relatively minor in relation to the cost of the improvements that
would be needed, and the improvements would require the acquisition of
right-of-way outside of the city, which the City cannot ensure. The applicant
will be required to pay its fair share of the cost of road widening through
payment into the Woodglen CFD. However, since the project's fair share
contribution is not adequate to fund the entire cost of the improvements
necessary and the City cannot ensure acquisition of the necessary right-of­
way, the improvements cannot be assured.

If the City's jurisdiction is expanded north of Bangs Avenue in the project
area prior to construction of the project and contribution from other
developments in terms of land dedication and/or funding makes it feasible for
the widening to occur, the project shall widen the roadway segments.
However, since there can be no assurance that the funding or jurisdictional
issues will be resolved prior to project development, this impact remains
significant and unavoidable. [Draft EIR pp. 4.5-38 through 4.3-39]
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SECTION VI

FINDINGS REGARDING PROJECT ALTERNATIVES

A. Background

Section 15126.6 of the State CEQA Guidelines requires EIRs to consider and
discuss alternatives to the proposed actions. Subsection (a) states:

(a) An EIR shall describe a range of reasonable alternatives to the
project, or to the location of the project, which would feasibly attain
most of the basic objectives of the project but would avoid or
substantially lessen any of the significant effects of the project, and
evaluate the comparative merits of the alternatives. An EIR need
not consider every conceivable alternative to a project. Rather it
must consider a reasonable range of potentially feasible alternatives
that will foster informed decision-making and public participation.
An EIR is not required to consider alternatives which are infeasible.
The lead agency is responsible for selecting a range of project
alternatives for examination and must publicly disclose its reasoning
for selecting those alternatives. There is no ironclad rule governing
the nature or scope of the alternatives to be discussed other than
the rule of reason.

Subsection 15126.6(b) states the purpose of the alternatives analysis:

(b) Because an EIR must identify ways to mitigate or avoid the
significant effects that a project may have on the environment
(Public Resources Code Section 21002.1), the discussion of
alternatives shall focus on alternatives to the project or its location
which are capable of avoiding or substantially lessening any
Significant effects of the project, even if these alternatives would
impede to some degree the attainment of the project objectives, or
would be more costly.

In Subsection 15126.6(c), the State CEQA Guidelines describe the selection
process for a range of reasonable alternatives:

(c) The range of potential alternatives to the proposed project shall
include those that could feasibly accomplish most of the basic
objectives of the project and could avoid or substantially lessen one
or more of the Significant effects. The EIR should briefly describe
the rationale for selecting the alternatives to be discussed. The EIR
should also identify any alternatives that were considered by the
lead agency but were rejected as infeasible during the scoping
process and briefly explain the reasons underlying the lead agency's
determination. Additional information explaining the choice of
alternatives may be included in the administrative record. Among
the factors that may be used to eliminate alternatives from detailed
consideration in an EIR are: (i) failure to meet most of the basic
project objectives, (ii) infeasibility, or (iii) inability to avoid
significant environmental impacts.
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The range of alternatives required is governed by a "rule of reason" that requires
the EIR to set forth only those alternatives necessary to permit a reasoned choice. The
EIR shall include sufficient information about each alternative to allow meaningful
evaluation, analysis, and comparison with the proposed project. Alternatives are limited
to ones that would avoid or substantially lessen any of the significant effects of the
project. Of those alternatives, the ErR need examine in detail only the ones that the lead
agency determines could feasibly attain most of the basic objectives of the project.

However, when significant impacts can be mitigated by the adoption of
mitigation measures, the lead agency has no obligation to consider the feasibility of
alternatives with respect to that impact in its findings, even if the alternative would
mitigate the impact to a greater degree than the proposed project (Public Resources
Code, § 21002; Kings County Farm Bureau v. City of Hanford (1990) 221 Cal.App.3d
692, 730-731; Laurel Heights Improvement Association v. Regents of the University of
California (1988) 47 Cal.3d 376, 400-403; Laurel Hills Homeowners Association v. City
Council (1978) 83 Cal.App.3d 515, 521). The City has adopted mitigation measures to
avoid or substantially lessen the potentially significant environmental impacts identified
in the EIR. However, the following impacts would remain significant:

• The project will exacerbate existing conditions at one intersection operating
below the City's minimum lOS D with the addition of project traffic and result
in levels of service dropping from LOS C to lOS E at one additional
intersection.

• The project would result in an incremental increase in delay that exceeds the
delay thresholds at intersections where lOS D is already exceeded.

• The project would result in level of service dropping to an unacceptable level
on one roadway segment and an increase in volume-to-capacity ratio above
the incremental threshold on two roadway segments under near-term
conditions.

The project seeks to achieve the following key objectives [Draft EIR p. 3.0-4]:

• Create a high-quality residential development oriented to common open
space;

• Establish a street system that is local-serving, safe, and attractive;

• Create a dual-purpose stormwaterjopen space area that is attractive and
usable year-round;

• Implement the City's Small-lot Single-Family Housing Guidelines;

• Comply with the Housing Element requirements for the development of 8
acres of affordable housing within the area;

• Provide stormwater drainage for Pelandale Avenue between Carver Road and
Tully Road; and
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• Limit premature and unnecessary extension of backbone infrastructure for
roadways and utilities.

There are two types of alternatives evaluated in the EIR. First are the
alternatives that were considered but were rejected from further consideration. Reasons
for elimination included failure to meet basic project objectives, infeasibility, or inability
to avoid significant environmental impacts (State CEQA Guidelines § 15126.6(c». The
following alternative was considered but rejected from further consideration:

• Off-Site Alternative: An off-site alternative would not accommodate the
project objective of fulfilling the Housing Element requirement of developing
8 acres of affordable housing within the area, nor would it accommodate the
project objective of providing for stormwater drainage for Pelandale Avenue,
between Carver and Tully roads. Furthermore, there are no alternative off­
site locations with the appropriate General Plan designation for the project
that meet the project objective of limiting premature and unnecessary
extension of backbone infrastructure for roadways and utilities. Since the
project is adjacent to urban development on two sides and is surrounded by
existing urban infrastructure, other sites in the city would result in similar or
more severe environmental impacts, rather than substantially reduce or avoid
significant environmental impacts. [Draft ErR p. 5.0-1]

Second are the alternatives that were considered in detail. Those alternatives are:

• No Project Alternative [Draft ErR pp. 5.0-2 through 5.0-5]

• Development Consistent with Current Zoning Alternative [Draft ErR
pp. 5.0-5 through 5.0-8]

• Reduced Development Alternative [Draft ErR pp. 5.0-8 through 5.0-11]

A complete discussion for alternatives that were considered in detail is provided below.

B. Alternatives Considered but Rejected from Further Consideration

In determining an appropriate range of alternatives to be evaluated in the EIR, a
number of possible alternatives were initially considered and rejected. Alternatives were
rejected because either they could not accomplish most of the basic objectives of the
project, would not have resulted in a reduction of potentially significant impacts, or were
considered infeasible. The specific reasons for not selecting the rejected alternative are
described below.

1. Off-Site Alternative: An off-site alternative would include development of
the proposed project at another site.

Finding: Based upon the Supporting Explanation below, the City Council rejects
the Off-Site Alternative because it does not meet the basic project objectives and would
not avoid or substantially lessen significant and unavoidable traffic impacts identified for
the project. Each of the stated grounds for rejecting the Off-Site Alternative is
independently sufficient to justifY rejection of this alternative.
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Supporting Explanation: The Off-Site Alternative would not achieve the
project objective of fulfilling the Housing Element requirement of developing 8 acres of
affordable housing within the area, nor would it accommodate the project objective of
providing for stormwater drainage for Pelandale Avenue, between Carver and Tully
roads. Furthermore, there are no alternative off-site locations with the appropriate
General Plan designation for the project that meet the project objective of limiting
premature and unnecessary extension of backbone infrastructure for roadways and
utilities. [Draft EIR p. 5.0-1]

C. Alternatives Considered in Detail in the EIR

The following project alternatives were considered in detail in the EIR. These
alternatives are rejected for various reasons as set forth below.

1. No Project Alternative

The No Project Alternative assumes the project would not be built. The project
site would remain in unincorporated Stanislaus County, and its zoning would be
unchanged as General Agriculture District (A-2-1O). The project site would not be
developed under the No Project Alternative. No change in the existing characteristics of
the site would occur. The No Project Alternative was selected to fulfill the requirements
of CEQA Section 15126.6(3). [Draft EIR pp. 5.0-2 through 5.0-5]

Finding: Based upon the Supporting Explanation below, the City Council rejects
the No Project Alternative because it does not comply with project objective of fulfilling
the Housing Element requirement of developing 8 acres of affordable housing within the
area, and it would not accommodate the project objective of providing for stormwater
drainage for Pelandale Avenue between Carver and Tully roads.

Supporting Explanation: As identified on Draft EIR page 5.0-2, the No Project
Alternative would not increase or affect the jobs-to-housing ratio because no homes or
job-generating uses would be developed on the project site, but the No Project
Alternative may have slightly worse impacts than the proposed project, as it would not
improve the amount of housing stock, including affordable housing [Draft EIR p. 5.0-2].
The Draft EIR identified the No Project Alternative as the environmentally superior
alternative because it would have fewer adverse environmental impacts than the
proposed project. However, the No Project Alternative would not meet any of the
objectives of the proposed project and would not fulfill the City of Modesto 2008 Urban
Area General Plan's vision for Village Residential within the Kiernan/Carver
Comprehensive Planning District. [Draft ErR p. 5.0-12]

2. Development Consistent with Existing Zoning Alternative

This alternative assumes that the project site would remain in unincorporated
Stanislaus County and be developed consistent with the existing zoning of the site. The
site is currently zoned General Agriculture District (A-2-10), which allows for 10-acre
lots. The site is 72 acres, which would accommodate seven lots with residences. [Draft
EIR pp. 5.0-5 through 5.0-8]
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Finding: Based upon the Supporting Explanation below, the City Council rejects
the Development Consistent with Existing Zoning Alternative because it does not meet
several of the project objectives, including the development of housing in the City of
Modesto, as the project site would continue to be located within unincorporated
Stanislaus County and would not be annexed into the City of Modesto.

supporting Explanation: As identified on Draft EIR page 5.0-5, the
Development Consistent with Existing Zoning Alternative would result in seven housing
units built in Stanislaus County, but this increase is too small to affect the county's jobs-to­
housing ratio. Therefore, the Development Consistent with Current Zoning Alternative
would result in worse impacts to housing stock in the City of Modesto by reducing the
number of homes (including affordable units) that would be constructed under the
proposed project (533 units). [Draft EIR p. 5.0-12]

3. Reduced Development Alternative

This alternative would result in reduction in the number of units on the project
site by 30 percent, to 373 residential units, including a proportional reduction of both
low density residential units (236) and medium-high density residential units (137). This
alternative was selected to reduce the amount of traffic generated by the project and
reduce impacts to levels of service on area roadways and intersections under existing,
interim (year 2012), and cumulative (year 2025) conditions. [Draft EIR pp. 5.0-8
through 5.0-11]

finding: Based upon the Supporting Explanation below, the City Council rejects
the Reduced Development Alternative because it would have fewer residential units,
including fewer affordable housing units.

Supporting Explanation: This alternative would add to the city's housing stock
(236 low density residential and 137 medium-high density residential units), but fewer
affordable housing units would be included in the Reduced Development Alternative,
and fewer housing units and options would be created altogether.

SECTION VII

STATEMENT OF OVERRIDING CONSIDERATIONS

A. The City declares that, pursuant to State CEQA Guidelines Section 15093,
the City has balanced the benefits of the project against any unavoidable environmental
impacts in determining whether to approve the proposed update. If the benefits of the
project outweigh the unavoidable adverse environmental impacts, those impacts may be
considered "acceptable."

B. The City declares that the EIR prepared for the project has identified and
discussed significant effects which may occur as a result of the project. With the
implementation of existing regulations and the mitigation measures discussed in the
EIR, the environmental effects of future development pursuant to the proposed project
can be mitigated to less than significant levels, except for unavoidable Significant
impacts to:
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• The project will exacerbate existing conditions at one intersection operating
below the City's minimum LOS D with the addition of project traffic and
result in levels of service dropping from LOS C to LOS E at one additional
intersection.

• The project would result in an incremental increase in delay that exceeds
the delay thresholds at intersections where LOS D is already exceeded.

• The project would result in level of service dropping to an unacceptable
level on one roadway segment and an increase in volume-to-capacity ratio
above the incremental threshold on two roadway segments under near­
term conditions.

C. The City declares that it has made a reasonable and good faith effort to
eliminate or substantially mitigate the impacts listed above. To the extent any mitigation
measures could not be incorporated, such mitigation measures are infeasible because of
specific economic, legal, social, technological, and other considerations, and the benefits
of the proposed project outweigh the unmitigated impacts.

D. The City further finds that except for the project, all other alternatives set
forth in the ErR are infeasible because they would prohibit the realization of the project's
objectives and the City's goals and/or because of speCific economic, legal, social,
technological, and other benefits that the City finds outweigh any environmental benefits
of the alternatives.

E. The City declares that, having reduced the significant adverse
environmental effects of the project to the extent feasible by adopting the mitigation
measures, having considered the entire administrative record on the proposed project,
and having weighed the benefits of the project against its unavoidable adverse impacts
after mitigation, the City has determined that the following social, economic, and
environmental benefits of the project outweigh the potential unavoidable significant
adverse impacts and render those potential adverse environmental impacts acceptable,
based upon the following overriding considerations in addition to the statement of
overriding considerations for the General Plan:

• The project will meet the objectives of the project in a cost-effective
manner

• The project will provide 533 residential units, including affordable units,
which will count toward achieving the City's fair share of the region's current
unmet housing needs identified in the Regional Housing Needs Assessment.
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SECTION VIII

CERTIfICATION OF EIR

The City Council finds that it has reviewed and considered the Final EIR in
evaluating the project, that the EIR is an accurate and objective statement that fully
complies with the Public Resources Code and the State CEQA Guidelines, and that the
EIR reflects the independent judgment of the City Council. The City Council
consequently certifies the EIR.

The City Council declares that no new significant information as defined by State
CEQA Guidelines Section 15088.5 has been received by the City after circulation of the
Draft EIR nor added by the City to the EIR that would require recirculation.

The City Council certifies the EIR based on, without limitation, the following
finding and conclusions:

A. finding: The significant environmental impacts set forth in Section V of
this Resolution have been identified in the EIR and will require mitigation, but cannot be
mitigated to a less than significant level.

B. Conclusions

1. All significant environmental impacts ITom the implementation of the
proposed project have been identified in the EIR and, with
implementation of the identified mitigation measures, impacts will be
mitigated to a less than significant level or would not result in any new or
increased severity of environmental impacts identified in the General Plan
Master EIR, except for the impacts listed in Section IV of this Resolution.

2. Environmental, economic, social, and other considerations and benefits
derived from the proposed project override and make infeasible
mitigation measures beyond those incorporated into the project.

3. Other reasonable alternatives to the proposed project that could feasibly
achieve the basic goals and objectives of the project have been
considered and rejected in favor of the proposed Woodglen Specific Plan
Project.
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Exhibit "B"

MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

WOODGLEN SPECIFIC PLAN

MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

Mitigation Measure Mitigation Monitoring Actions Monitoring/Reporting Schedule
Responsibility Responsibility

Air Quality

AQ-6: All development within the project shall include low- Project Developer The project developer shall show all The Building Division shall Prior to issuance of a building
NOx space heaters and water heaters, residential units include low~NOx space review and approve all permit for any building,

and water heaters in construction drawings construction plans to ensure construction plans shall show
and implement the measures that 10w-NOx space and ]owRNOx space heaters and

water heaters are included water heaters for all residential
units.

IAQ-26: Review of proposed development within the Project Developer The project developer shall coordinate The Planning Division shall Prior to tentative map approval
Woodglen Specific Plan area shall be coordinated with with SlYAPeD staff to ensure all projects refer proposed development or development plan review I
SlVAPCD staff to ensure all projects subject to the subject to the SlYAPeD Rule 9510 projects to the San Joaquin approval
SJVAPeD Rule 9510 (Indirect Source Review) comply fully comply fully with the rule. Valley Air Pollution Control

with the rule. District to ensure all
applicable policies and rules

Ihave been applied to the ,
project.

AQ-42: All disturbed areas, including storage piles, which are Project Developer Construction foreman or liaison shall Construct.ion foreman or Throughout the construction
not being actively utilized for construction purposes, shall be implement necessary dust suppression liaison shall assign personnel duration.
effectively stabilized of dust emissions using water, chemical activities in conjunction with project I to dust suppression activities
stabilizer/suppressant, covered with a tarp or other suitable I development. in conjunction with project

cover or vegetative ground cover, (UAGP Policy VII- development.

H.2[kkJ)
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WOODGLEN SPECIFIC PLAN

MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

Mitigation Measure
Mitigation Monitoring Actions Monitoring/Reporting Schedule

Responsibility Responsibility
AQ-43: All onsite unpaved roads and off-site unpaved access Project Developer Construction foreman or liaison shall I Construction foreman or Throughout the construction
roads shall be effectively stabilized of dust emissions using implement necessary dust suppression liaison shall assign personnel duration.
water or chemical stabilizer/suppressant. (UAGP Policy activities in conjunction with project to dust suppression activities
Vn-H.2[1l]) development. in conjunction with project

development.

AQ-44: All land clearing, grubbing, scraping, excavation, Project Developer Construction foreman or liaison shall Construction foreman or Throughout the construction
land leveling, grading, cut & fill, and demolition activities implement necessary dust suppression liaison shall assign personnel duration.
shall be effectively controlled of fugitive dust emissions activities in conjunction with project to dust suppression activities
utilizing application afwater or by presoaking. (UAGP Policy development. in conjunction with project

VIl-H.2[mmlJ development.

AQ-45: With the demolition of buildings, all exterior surfaces Project Developer Construction foreman or liaison shall Construction foreman or , Throughout the construction
of the building shall be wetted during demolition. (UAGP implement necessary dust suppression liaison shall assign personnel duration.
Policy VII-H.2[nn]) activities in conjunction with project to dust suppression activities

development. in conjunction with project

AQ-46: When materials are transported off site during Project Developer Construction foreman or liaison shall Construction foreman or Throughout the constnlCtion
construction activities, all material shall be covered, or implement necessary dust suppression liaison shall assign personnel duration.
effectively wetted to limit visible dust emissions, and at least activities in conjunction with project to dust suppression activities
six inches of freeboard space from the top of the container development. in conjunction with project.

shall be maintained. (UAGP Policy VII-H.2[oo])

AQ-47: All operations shall limit or expeditiously remove the Project Developer Construction foreman or liaison shall The construction foreman or Project developer shall provide a
accumulation of mud or dirt from adjacent public streets at establish and implement a daily street liaison shall monitor daily daily street sweeping schedule
the end of each construction workday (the use of dry rotary sweeping schedule during construction street sweeping and maintain prior to the issuance of grading
brushes is expressly prohibited except where preceded or activities that involve movement of soil. a daily log. Results shall be or building permit, whichever

accompanied by sufficient wetting to limit the visible dust submitted in a monthly occurs first.

emissions.) (Use of blower devices is expressly forbidden.) report to the San Joaquin Implement measures throughout

(UAGP Policy VII-H.2[pp])
Valley Air Pollution Control construction duration.
District.
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· .
WOODGLEN SPECIFIC PLAN

MXTIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM -
Mitigation Mensure Mitigation Monitoring Actions MonitoringlReporting

ScheduleResponsibility Responsibility

AQ-48: Following the addition of materials to, or the removal Project Developer Construction foreman or liaison shall Construction foreman or Throughout the construction
of materials from, the surface of outdoor storage piles during implement necessary dust suppression liaison shall assign personnel duration,
construction, said piles shall be effectively stabilized of activities in conjunction with project to dust suppression activities
fugitive dust emissions utilizing sufficient water or chemical development. in conjunction with project.

stabilizer/suppressant (UAGP Policy VIl-H.2[qqJ)

AQ-49: Within urban areas, trackout from construction shall Project Developer Construction foreman or liaison shall The construction foreman or Project developer shall provide a
be immediately removed when it extends 50 or more feet establish and implement a daily street liaison shall monitor daily daily street sweeping schedule
from the site and at the end of each workday. (UAGP Policy sweeping schedule during construction street sweeping and provide prior to the issuance of grading
VJl-H.2[rr]) activities that involve movement of soiL a daily log. or building permit, whichever

occurs first

Results shall be submitted in Implement measures throughout

a monthly report to the San construction duration.

Joaquin Valley Air Pollution I
Control District.

AQ~50: Any construction including 150 or more vehicle trips Project Developer Construction foreman or liaison shall The construction foreman or Implement measures throughout
per day shall prevent carryout and trackout (UAGP Policy establish and implement a daily street liaison shall monitor daily the construction duration.
VII-H.2[ssJ) sweeping schedule during construction street sweeping and provide

activities that involve movement of soil. a daily log.

Results shall be submitted in
a monthly report to the San
Joaquin Valley Air Pollution
Control District.

AQ-51: Limit traffic speeds of construction site vehicles on Project Developer The construction foreman or liaison shall The construction foreman or The project developers shall
unpaved roads to 15 mph. (UAGP Policy VII-H.2[tt]) post speed limit signs and ensure that liaison shall monitor speed install speed limit signs as part of

construction vehicle operators travel at or limits. the preparation process prior to
less than 15 miles per hour. issuance of a grading permit.

Project developers shall

Implement measures through the ·1

monitor compliance
throughout construction
duration. construction duration.
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.
WOODGLEN SPECIFIC PLAN

MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM .

.

Mitigation Measure Mitigation Monitoring Actions MonltoringlReporting
ScheduleResPonsibility Reffi.0n,ibili!lc

AQ-52: Install sandbags or other erosion control measures to Project Developer All slopes shall me measured by the The construction foreman or The building permit submittal I
prevent silt runoff to public roadways from construction sites Project Developers and identified on the liaison shall monitor runoff shall identify slope I,
with a slope greater than one percent (1 %). (UAGP Policy building permit plan set submitted. The control mcasure(s) measurements
Vn-H.2[uu]) construction foreman or liaison shall inspections and shall submit Implement measures throughout

oversee the placement of sandbags or other results in a monthly report to the construction duration,
runoff control measures(s) on all grades the San Joaquin Valley Air
dctcnnined to have a slope greater than 1 Pollution Control District
percent

AQ-53: Install wheel washers for all exiting construction Project Developer The construction foreman or liaison shall The construction foreman or The washers shall be provided
trucks, or wash off all trucks and equipment leaving the site. ensure that wheel washers and/or liaison shall record prior to issuance of a grading or
(UAGP Policy VIl-H.2[vv]) equipment washers are in place at all inspections in a daily building permlt~ whichever

points of exit from the site and are construction log and submit occurs first.
correctly implemented. results in a monthly report to

the San Joaquin Valley Air
Implement measures throughoutPollution Control District.
the construction duration.

AQ-54: Install wind breaks at windward side(s) of Project Developer Windbreaks shall be installed by the The construction foreman or Windbreaks shall be installed by
construction areas. (UAGP Policy VIl-H.2[ww]) Project Developers. liaison shall inspect installed the Project Developers prior to

windbreaks on a weekly the issuance of grading or

The construction foreman or liai son shall
basis and record inspections building penuit, whichever
in the construction log. occurs first.

ensure that windbreaks are correctly
placed and implemented.

Inspection results shall be Implement measures throughout
submitted in a monthly construction duration.
report to the San Joaquin
Valley Air Pollution Control

IDistrict.

AQ-55: Suspend excavation and grading activity when winds Project Developer The construction foreman Wind speed measuring devices
exceed 20 mph (UAGP Policy VII-H.2[xx]) Project developers shall install wind speed shall cease all excavating shall be installed by project

measuring devices and ensure that these and grading activities when developers prior to the issuance

devices are correctly located and wind speed measuring of grading or building permits,

calibrated. devices indicated speeds whichever occurs first.
over 20 mph. Implement measures through the

construction duration.
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Mitigation Me.sure
. Mitigation

Monitoring Actions
Monitoring/Reporting

Scbedule
Responsibility Rosponslbility

Suspension of construction
activity due to wind speeds
shall be recorded in the
construction log,

Construction reports shall be
submitted to the San Joaquin
Valley Air Pollution Control
District on a monthly basis,

AQ-56: Limit the area subject to excavation, grading, and Project Developer The project sponsor shall provide a written The construction foreman or Project developer shall provide a
other construction activity at anyone time. (UAG? Policy statement with any request for liaison shall ensure that pJan to reduce soil exposure prior
Vn-H.2[yy)) development permits or other permits construction activities do not to the issuance of grading or

involving movement of soil supporting a exceed the allowable area of building permit, whichever
determination that the request minimizes excavation and grading occurs first.
the amount of exposed soil on the project activity permitted on the site

I site during the relevant construction and shall oversee
Implement measures through theperiod, The Community and Economic implementation of any

Development Director will either accept required best management construction duration.

the report or require additional means to practices.
reduce the amount of exposed soil, such as
hydroseeding or planting vegetation with

The construction foreman orirrigation in areas that are proposed to be
exposed for more than 20 days with no liaison shall record

construction activity. excavation and grading
activities in a construction
log on a daily basis and

IConstruction shall comply with the submit results in a monthly
General Construction Permit report to thc San Joaquin

Valley Air Pollution Control
District.
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WOODGLEN SPECIFIC PLAN

MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

Mitigation Measure
Mitigation

Monitoring Actions
MonitoringlReporting

Schedule
Resnonsibilitv Resnonsibilitv .

Hazards and Human.Health . . . . . .

HM-17: Construction activities shall comply with the Project Developer The project developer shall demonstrating The Community and Project developer shall
requirements of the City's Storm Water Management Plan compliance with the City's Storm Water Economic Development demonstrate compliance with the

under its municipal NPDES stormwater permit, and the State Management Plan in conjunction with any Director or designee shall City's Storm Water Management

Water Resources Control Board's General Permit for plans for construction or grading on the review the plan for Plan prior to issuance of a

Discharges of Storm Water Associated with Construction site.
compliance. building permit or grading

Activity.
permit, whichever occurs first.

The construction foreman or
The construction foreman or liaison shall liaison shall monitor Implement measures throughout
eosure construction activities conform to construction activity daily the construction duration.
the approved plans. for compliance with the

City's Stonn Water
Management Plan and
supply a monthly report to
the Community and
Economic Development
Director or designee

HM-25: The project shall be required to implement an Project Developer The project developer shall demonstrate The Community and Project developer shall
appropriate selection of permanent pollution control measures compliance with the City'S NPDES permit Economic Development demonstrate compliance with the

in accordance with the City'S implementation policies for the in conjunction with development plans. Director or designee shall City's NPDES permit prior to

municipal NPDES stormwater pennit. Pennanent erosion review the plans for issuance of a building permit.

control measures such as seeding and planting vegetation for I compliance.

new cutRandRfill slopes, directing runoff through vegetation,
or otherwise reducing the offsite discharge of particulates and
sediment are the most effective method of controlling offsite I
discharges of urban pollutants. I
HM-26: A Phase II site assessment shall be conducted. The Project Developer The project developer shall retain a The City of Modesto Conduct Phase II environmental

findings of the site assessment shall be reported to the City registered environmental assessor to Community and Economic assessment prior to issuance of a

and the County's Department of Environmental Resources, conduct a Phase II site assessment ofthe Development Department grading permit or building

and the appropriate remediation shall occur. project site and implement the shall review and approve the permit, whichever occurs first.

remediation.
Phase II site assessment and
remediation in collaboration Remediation shali be
with Stanislaus County's implemented prior to issuance of
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Mitigation Measure
. .. MitigMlon .

... Monltoring Actions Monitoring/Reporting
ScheduleResponsibiliw Responsibility

Department of a grading permit or building
Environmental Resources permit or as determined by the

Phase n assessment.

Traffic and Circulation

MM 4.5.1a. MM 4.5.1b, MM4.52a, MM 4.5.2b, MM Project Developer The project developer shall contribute its Community and Economic The Community and Economic
4.5.2c, MM 4.5.2e, MM 4.5.3b : Potentially Infeasible and City of fair share toward the improvements that Development Department: Development: Director shall
Mitigations: Construct roadways segment and intersection Modesto afC specified in the FEIR through payment Director or designee ensure the appropriate fees arc
improvements as specified in the subject sections of the EIR, tn the project CFD and City CFF, and shall paid prior to issuance of a
where they become feasible. install improvements specified by building permit and

MM4.5.1a, MM4.5.1b. MM4's.2c. MM improvements specified by
4.5.2c, MM 4.5.3b, where jurisdictional MM4.S.1a. MM4.5.lb.
and funding issues are resolved prior to MM4's.2e. MM 4.5.2e, MM
development. 4.5.3b, are installcd, where

feasible, prior to tinal. map
The City shall ensure these improvements approval.
are made when timing, jurisdictional and
funding issues are resolved. The Community and Economic

Development Director shall
ensure all improvements arc
installed when timing,
jurisdictional and funding issues
are resolved.

MM4.5.3. Tully Ro.d. 'The project applicant shall Project The identified road improvements shall be City Engineer shall verify Improvement shall be completed

widen the segment of Tully Road from Bangs Avenue to Developers completed by the project developer. completion of improvements prior to issuance of a building

Pelandale Avenue to provide at least two southbound lanes,
to City Specifications. permit.

The additional lanes would improve the volume-to-capacity
ratio from J.J2 (LOS F) to 0.56 (LOS A).

I
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.
Mitigation Measure

Mitigation
Monitoring Actions

Monitoring/Reporting
Schedule. Responsibllitv Resuonsibilitv

Noise . . . .

MM4.6.5 The following mitigation measures shall Project Developer Project Developers shall implement the The Building Division shall All walls shall be installed prior
be implemented to reduce projected onwsite noise exposure: noise attenuation features described in the ensure the prescribed walls to the first occupancy permit

• Sound barriers shall be com.'tructed arOl.md the measure. are installed as specified and

perimeter afthe project site and shall consist of
that all residential dwelling

Mechanical heating and airunits are equipped with
masonry-block walls, earthen berms, pre-cast mechanical heating and air conditioning systems shall be

concrete, or a combination thereof Barriers shall be conditioning systems. shown on construction plans

constructed to minimum heights of 8 feet along I
prior to issuance of a building
permit for any residential

Pelandale Avenue, 7 feet along Tully Road and Bangs dwelling unit.
Avenue and 6 feet along Carver Road. Barrier heights
shall be measured from either roadway or project site
elevation, whichever is highest. At site entrances
located along Carver Road. Bangs Road and Tully
Road, the sound barrier shall be extended along the
adjoining site access roadway to a length sufficient to
shield the outdoor activity areas of dwellings located
adjacent to the perimeter roadway. Any changes in
barrier height should occur in gradual increments and
the incorporation of earthen berms is recommended,
where practical, to reduce potential aesthetic impacts.

• To reduce exterior~to~interior noise intrusion,
residential dwelling units shall be equipped with
mechanical heating and air conditioning systems so
that windows can remain closed.

N~l: The City has also established a noise ordinance to control Project Developer The construction foreman shall inspect Construction foreman or Inspections shall occur prior to
noise within the City. The City's noise ordinance (Modesto construction equipment prior to it~ use to liaison shall keep a log of all commencement of construction.
Municipal Code Section 4m 9.l01) prohibits the "loud and raucous ensure it is equipped with properly equipment used and the
discharge into the open air of the steam of any steam equipment operating mufflers, shrouds and shields results of its inspection,

Monthly reports shall be
or exhaust from any stationary internal combustion engine," and operated in accordance with

provided throughout themanufacturer's recommendations.
construction duration.
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.•

Mitigation Mea~ure
..

.. Mitigation
Monitoring Actions

Monitoring/Reporting Schedule
Responsibility Responsibilitv

Results shall be provided in
a monthly report to the City
of Modesto Community and
Economic Development
Department

N-2: Additionally, the noise ordinance prohibits the loud and Project Developer The construction foreman shall inspect Construction foreman or The construction foreman or
raucous operation or use afany afthe following before 7:00 and City of construction equipment prior to its use to liaison shall keep a log of all liaison shall inspect construction
a.m. or after 9:00 p.m. daily (except Saturday and Sunday and Modesto ensure it is equipped with properly equipment used and the equipment prior to its use
state or federal holidays, when the prohibited time shall be operating mufflers, shrouds and shields results of its inspection. throughout the construction

before 9:00 a.m. and after 9:00 p.m.): and operated in accordance with duration.
manufacturer's recommendations,

Results shall be provided in
A hammer, or any other device or implement used to pound a monthly report to the City The Community and Economic
or strike an object. The Community and Economic of Modesto Community and Development Department and

Development Department and Police Economic Development Police Department will monitor
1. An impact wrench, or other tool or equipment powered by Department will monitor noise from the Department. noise from the project on an

compressed air, project to ensure that it complies with the ongoing basis. both before and
city's noise ordinance,

I The Community and
after development, to ensure that

2. A hand-powered saw. Economic Development
it complies with city ordinance.

Department and Police
3. Any tool or piece of equipment powered by an intemal- Department will monitor
combustion engine such as, but not limited to, chain saw, noise for compliance with
backpack blower, and lawn mower, the city's noise ordinance,

4. Any electrically powered (whether by alternating current
electricity or by direct cUlTent electricity) tool or piece of
equipment used for cutting, drilling, or shaping wood, plastic,
metal, or other materials or objects, such as, but not limited
to, a saw, drill, lathe, or router.

I

5. Any of the following: heavy equipment (such as but not
limited to bulldozer, steam shovel, road grader, back hoe),
ground drilling and boring equipment (such as but not limited
to derrick or dredge), hydraulic crane and boom equipment,
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Mitigation Measure Mitigation
Monitoring Actions MonitorlnglReportlng

ScheduleResponsibility Responsibility
portable power generator or pump, pavement equipment (such

as but not limited to pneumatic hammer, pavement breaker,
tamper, compacting equipment), pile driving equipment,
vibrating roHer, sand blaster, gunite machine, trencher,
concrete truck, and hot kettle pump.

6. Any construction, demolition, excavation, erection,
alteration, or repair activity. In the case of urgent necessity I
and in the interest ofpublic health and safety, the Chief
Building Official may issue a permit for exemption from
these. Such period shall not exceed three (3) working days in
length while the emergency continues but may be renewed for
successive periods ofthree (3) days or less while the
emergency continues. The Chief Building Official may limit
such permit as to time of use and/or permitted action,
depending upon the nature of the emergency and the type of
action requested.

N~3: Construction equipment and vehicles should be Project Developer The construction foreman shall inspect Construction foreman or Inspections shall occur prior to
equipped with properly operating mufflers according to the construction equipment prior to its use to liaison shall keep a log of all commencement of construction
manufacturers' recommendations. Air compressors and ensure it is equipped with properly equipment used and the
pneumatic equipment should be equipped with mufflers, and operating mufflers, shrouds and shields results of its inspection.

Monthly reports shail be
impact tools should be equipped with shrouds or shields. and operated in accordance with

manufacturer's recommendations. Results shall be provided in provided throughout the
Equipment that is quieter than standard equipment should be

a monthly report to the City construction duration.
utilized. Haul routes that affect the fewest number of people of Modesto Community and
should be selected. (VAGl' VIIG. 3[a]) Economic Development

Department.

N-10: The City of Modesto shall limit trucking to specific Project Developer Project Developer shall create a program City of Modesto Community The tmcking program shail be
routes, times and speeds that minimize adverse effects to limiting trucking to specific routes, times and Economic Development approved by the Community and
sensitive land uses such as schools and residential areas. and speeds for review and approval by the Department shall ensure Economic Development
(VAGP VlI-G.3[h]) Community and Economic Development program addresses the Department prior to issuance of a

Department. potential adverse effects on building pennit or grading
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Mitigation Measure

Blologic.land Natural Resources .

SWPH-IO: A biological assessment by a qualified biologist
shall be conducted to determine whether any sensitive natural
communities or species are present within the project area,
The assessment shall include consultation with the U,S, Fish
and Wildlife Service and Department ofFish and Game and
shall include methodologies recommended by the USFWS
and CDFG. The recommendations of the study shall be made
conditions of approval for the project.

SWPH-I1: Biologically sensitive areas identified through a
biological assessment that can be avoided, shall be protected
by fencing, signage, or establishment of buffer zones
appropriate to the species andlor habitat involved,

07109120J3IC&EDDIJBridegroomiltem 14
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM
Mitigation .

Responsibility Monitoring Actions

Project Developer shall ensure all
equipment operators receive a copy of the
approved program and follow its
provisions,

. . .

Project Developer Project Developer shall retain a qualified
biologist to conduct a biological
assessment to determine whether any
sensitive natural communities or species
are present within the project area,

The project shall implement the
remediation required by the study

Project Developer Project Developer shall retain a qualified
biologist to conduct a biological
assessment to determine whether any
sensitive natural communities or species
are present within the project area,

11

Any biologically sensitive areas that can
be avoided shall be protected by fencing,
signage or establishment of a buffer zone,
as appropriate,

2013-260

Monitoring/Reporting
Responsibility

sensitive land uses such as
schools and residential areas.

The construction foreman or
liaison shall provide a copy
of the approved program to
all equipment operators and
monitor trucking practices
for conformance.

.

City of Modesto Community
and Economic Development
Department

City of Modesto Community
and Economic Development
Department

Schedule

permit, whichever occurs first.

The construction foreman or
liaison shall ensure all equipment
operators receive a copy of the
approved program prior to start
of construction and monitor
program compliance throughout
construction duration.

The study shall be performed
prior to approval of a tentative
map or development plan review
for the project.

The project shall implement the
recommended remediation prior
to issuance of a building or
grading permit, whichever occurs
first.

The study shall be performed
prior to approval of a tentative
map or development plan review
for the project.

Appropriate avoidance measures
shall be implemented, where
feasible, prior to issuance of a
building penni! or grading
permit, whichever occurs first.
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Mitigation Measure Mitigation Monitoring Actions MonitoiinglReporting Schedule
Resnonsibilitv Resuonsibilitv

MEIR Table V~7~1 Policy d: Preserve existing and mature Project Developer Project developer shall preserve existing City of Modesto Community The developer shaH demonstrate

native trees to the extent feasible, except when such trees are and mature native trees to the extent and Economic Development compliance with this measure

diseased or otherwise constitute a hazard to persons or feasible during construction through the Department prior to issuance of a building or

property, During construction, all activities and storage of methods described in this measure, grading permit, whichever occurs

equipment should occur outside the drip lines of any trees to
first.

be preserved. Any tree removal shall occur during the All buffer zones established to
nonbreeding season for birds (mid·September through preserve mature native trees shall
January). If construction activities or tree removal must occur be maintained throughout the
during the breeding season (February through mid- construction duration.

September). surveys for active nests shall be conducted by a
All buffer zones established toqualified biologist no more than 30 days prior to the start of protect active nests shall be

construction. A minimum no-disturbance buffer of250 feet preserved until after breeding
shall be delineated around active nests until the breeding season is over or a qualified
season has ended or until a qualified biologist has detennined biologist has determined that it is
that the birds have fledged and are no longer reliant upon the no longer needed.
nest or parental care for survival.

Hydrology and Water Quallty
.. ... .. .. . .. . ..

• •
... . . . .

SD·7 and FWQ.12: All phases of development in Woodglen Project Developer 1 The project developer shall City of Modesto Community Prior to issuance of a building
shall comply with City requirements for conveyance, demonstrate compliance with City and Economic Development permit or each phase of

retention and detention. New development shall include requirements for conveyance, retention
Department development.

onsite storage of stonnwater as necessary. and detention, as monitored by the City.

8D·9 and FWQ·13: Construction activities shall comply with Project Developer 2 The project developer shall City of Modesto Community Prior to improvement plan
the requirements of the City's Storm Water Management Plan demonstrate compliance with the and Economic Development approval and throughout the

under its municipal NPDES stOlTIlWater permit, and the State requirements described in the measure, as
Department construction duration.

Water Resources Control Board's General Pennit for monitored by the City.
discharges of Storm Water Associated with Construction
Activity.
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.
Mitigation Measure

. .. Mitigation
Monitoring Actions Monitoring/Reporting

Responsibility Responsibilitv Schedule

SD-ll: Ali development in Woodglen shall comply with the Project Developer 3 The project developer shall City of Modesto Community Prior to issuance of a building
City of Modesto's Stormwater Management Program: demonstrate compliance with the and Economic Development permit. .

Guidance Manual for New Development Stormwater Quality requirements described in the measure, as
Department

Controllvfeasures. monitored by the City.

SD-17 and FWQ-15: New developments shall be required to Project Developer 4 The project developer shall

I
City of Modesto Community Prior to issuance of a building

implement an appropriate selection of pennanent pollution demonstrate compliance ·with the and Economic Development permit
control measures in accordance with the City's requirements described in the measure, as

, Department

implementation policies for the municipal NPDES stormwater monitored by the City,
permit. Permanent erosion contra! measures such as seeding
and planting vegetation for new cut-and-fill slopes, directing
runoff through vegetation, or otherwise reducing the offsite
discharge of particulates and sediment will control offsite
discharges of urban pollutants,

...

(koiogy and SoilS

GSM-6: All development and construction activity within the Project Developer The project developer will demonstrate ~~rc1iy o('Modesto CommunitY-Prior to issuance;;ra building
Woodglen Specific Plan shall conform to current UBC conformance with the requirements and Economic Development permit and throughout project

regulations and the recommendations, design criteria and described in the measure, as monitored by
Department construction.

specification ofthe Geotechnical Services Report: Proposed the City.
Subdivision, WatermaniLuchessa Property.

GSM-JO: The project shall include an erosion control Project Developer The project developer will provide the City of Modesto Community Prior to issuance of a building
program which includes "best management practices" as City with an erosion control program prior and Economic Development permit and throughout project I
illustrated in Table IX-2 in the Master Environmental Impact to project construction, and will

Department construction. I
Report. demonstrate conformance with this

program to the City throughout
construction.
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Mitigation Measur~
Mitigation

Monitoring Actions
Monitoring/Reporting .

Schedule.. . ..
Responsibility . . Responsibility

GSM~ll: Sediment control basins to capture eroded Project Developer The project developer will construct City of Modesto Community Prior to issuance of a building

sediments and contain them on the project sites shall be sediment control basins and verify their and Economic Development permit for the first building in

provided consistent with the criteria outlined in Table V~9H3 completion with the City prior to project
Department phase one of the project.

in the Mastcr Environmental Impact Report. construction,

Cultural Resources .
•• .

AH-16: Ifprehistoric archaeological remains are discovered Project Developer The project developer will comply with Construction foreman or Throughout project construction,
during the project construction (inadvertent discoveries), all the actions described in this measure if liaison.

work in the area of the find shall cease, and a qualified prehistoric archaeological remains are
archaeologist shall be retained by the project sponsor to discovered during the project construction
investigate the find, and make recommendations as to and demonstrate conformance with this
treatment and mitigation. In the event of the discovery of a measure to the City before re·
burial, human bone or suspected human bone, all excavation commencement of construction.
or grading in the vicinity of the find shall halt immediately
and the area ofthe find shall be protected and the project
applicant immediately shall notify the County Coroner ofthe
find and comply with the provisions of Cal. Health and Safety
Code Section 7050.5, including Cal. Public Resources Code
Section 5097.98, if applicable. If human remains are
identified, the project sponsor will also retain a Native
American monitor,

A qualified archaeological monitor will be present and will
have the authority to stop and redirect grading activities, in
consultation with the Native Americans and their designated
monitors, to evaluate the significance of any Native American
archaeological resources discovered on the property.

Native American monitors from the appropriate Native

American Tribes, as determined by the Native American

Heritage Commission (NAHC) shall be allowed to monitor all
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Mitigation Measure Mitigation Monitoring Actions Monitoring/Reporting Schedule
Responsibility Responsibility

groundbreaking activities, including all archaeological testing
and data recovery excavations that are likely to affect Native
American resources, as determined by a qualified
archaeologist. The project proponent will be responsible for
compensating Native American monitors. If human remains
are discovered, the NAHC will assign a Most Likely
Descendent (MLD).

The landowner agrees to relinquish ownership of all Native
American human remains and associated burial artifacts that
are found within the project area, to the appropriate Native __JAmerican MLD, as assigned by the NAHC, for proper
treatment and disposition. l11e MLD will decide whether
standard archaeological analysis will be allowed on human
remains and associated artifacts from burials.

Aesthetics/Visual Resources . . . ..

VR-3: All lighting within the Woodglen Specific Plan shall Project Developer The project developer will demonstrate City of Modesto Community Prior to issuance of building
comply with the City of Modesto's Guidelines/or Small-Lot that lighting is in compliance with the and Economic Development permits,
Single-Family Residential Development. City's Guidelines/or Small-Lot Single- Department

Family Residential Development to the
City prior to issuance of building permits,

.
Public Services Qnd Utilities .

I,
WS-ll: During review of all subsequcnt development under Project Developer The project developer will demonstrate City of Modesto Community Prior to issuance of building
the Woodglen Specific Plan, the City shall require, as a potable water demand reductions with the and Economic Development permits.

condition of approval, that all developments reduce their City prior to issuance of building pennits.
Department.

potable water demand.
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Mitigation Measure
Mitigation Monitoring Actions Monitoring/Reporting Schedule

Responsibility Responsibility

WS-24: Water facilities will be constructed, operated, Project Developer The project developer will demonstrate City of Modesto Community Prior to issuance of a building
maintained, and replaced in a manner that will provide the and City of that water facilities will be constructed and and Economic Development permit or grading permit,

best possible service to the public. The City shall ensure that Modesto
operated, in a manner that will provide the

Department shall ensure
construction plansinfrastructure is installed before or concurrently with best possible service to the public by demonstrate water facilities

development in the Woodglcn Specific Plan. meeting or exceeding City standards. meet or exceed City
standards.

The City shall ensure that the City of Modesto Public
infrastructure is maintained and replaced Works Department shall
in accordance with policy to provide the maintain and replace water
best possible service to the public. facilities as needed, in

accordance with City policy.
POS-9: The City shall ensure that the Woodglen Specific Project Developer The project developer will be required to City of Modesto Community Prior to issuance of building
Plan includes financing provisions and/or facilities for the pay their fair share contribution toward the and Economic Development permits.

provision of park facilities. development of parks through payment of
Department ,

CFF fees.

Agricultural Resources

AL-21: Subsequent development under the Woodglen Project Developer The project developer shall record a notice City of Modesto Community Prior to recordation oftbe final
Specific Plan shall include disclosure to future residents about of conditions setting forth the and Economic Development map.

the potential exposure to agricultural operations in the area. requirements for a written disclosure
Department

statement to future residents regarding the
potential exposure to agricultural
operations in the area.

Climate Change

CL-4: The City of Modesto shall require shade trees, where Project Developer The City shall inform the project City of Modesto Community Prior to issuance of a building
feasible and appropriate, in landscape plans for all new developer where shade trees are required and Economic Development permit.

development proposals. Mature trees have lower water needs. prior to project construction, and the
Department
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. Mitigation Measure.

The City shall develop shade-tree specifications for different
land uses (residential, commercial, parking lots, etc.)
including appropriate types of trees (size, deciduous or
evergreen, absence or lower branches, etc.), locations (e,g.,
distance from structures), density (i.e., within a subdivision or

parking lot), and orientation (trees on the west side of a

building generally provide the most benefit) for use in

landscape plans. (UAGP Policy VII-l.J[aD

CL-5: The City shall require the planting of large-canopy
species in new development areas in such a way that they
grow to full size without damaging streets and sidewalks
(including, but not limited to, deep watering until roots are
well established, proper fertilizers, root barriers, and
structured soils). (UAGP Policy VII-I.l[b]

CL-9: The City of Modesto shall encourage the use of solar
energy systems for residential, agricultural, parks, public
buildings, and business purposes as provided in Government
Code Section 65892.13. (General Plan Policy VII-I[gJ.)

CL-IO: Lots in new subdivisions should be oriented in such a
way to maximize solar energy. (UAGP Policy VII-I[hD

CL-20: The City of Modesto shall encourage new residential,
commercial, and industrial development to reduce air quality
impacts from area sources and from energy consumption,
(General Plan Policy VII-I[r])
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Mitigation
ReSPonsibility Monitoring Actions

project developer shall include the location

of these trees on landscape plans.

Project Developer The City shall infonn the project

developer where large-canopy species are
required prior to project construction, and
the project developer will include their
locations of these species on landscape
plans.

City of Modesto The City shall encourage the use of solar
energy systems to the project developer
prior to project construction,

Project Developer The project developer shall demonstrate to

the City that lots are oriented in such a
way to maximize solar energy for new
subdivisions,

City of Modesto

17

The City shall encourage project
development to reduce air quality impacts
from area sources and from energy con­
sumption by employing green construction
practices and using energy efficient heat­
ing and cooling systems and appliances,

2013-260

Monitoring/Reporting
Responsibility

City of Modesto Community
and Economic Development
Department

City of Modesto Community
and Economic Development
Department

City of Modesto Community
and Economic Development
Department

City of Modesto Community
and Economic Development
Department

Schedule

Prior to issuance of a building
permit.

Prior to issuance of building
permits. I

Prior to approval of a tentatlvrl
map

Prior to issuance of building,,"";". J
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Mitigation Measure· •.
Mitigation Monitoring Actions

MonltoringlReporting Schedule. ... . Responsibility . Responsibility ..
CL-22: The City shall work with applicants and developers to Project Developer The City shall encourage green building City of Modesto Community Prior to issuance of building
encourage green building methods and practices and achieve and City of methods and practices and achieve and Economic Development permits,

LEEDTM standards for all new development The City shall Modesto
LEEDTM standards for all new

Department

develop a program to promote green building methods. development."
(General Plan Policy VII-I[t])
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-261

A RESOLUTION APPROVING THE WOODGLEN SPECIFIC PLAN FOR THE
DEVELOPMENT OF APPROXIMATELY 72 NET ACRES LOCATED NORTH
OF PELANDALE AVENUE, EAST OF CARVER ROAD, SOUTH OF BANGS
AVENUE, AND WEST OF TULLY ROAD (FITZPATRICK HOMES)

WHEREAS, Government Code Section 65450 et. seq. permits cities and counties

to adopt Specific Plans for the systematic implementation of the General Plan and to

provide for greater level of detail in planning sites or areas of special interest or value,

and

WHEREAS, the Modesto Urban Area General Plan includes a policy that requires

the preparation of a comprehensive plan for all Comprehensive Planning Districts, and

WHEREAS, the Modesto Urban Area General Plan allows the implementation of

a comprehensive plan through specific plans, as defined by Government Code Section

65450 et. seq., and

WHEREAS, the Woodglen Specific Plan is located in the southeast portion of the

Kiernan/Carver Comprehensive Planning District that consists of a total of 1,380 acres,

and

WHEREAS, in November of2005, the Woodglen Specific Plan ("Project")

application was filed by Fitzpatrick Homes ("Applicant"), to allow for the development

of approximately 80 gross acres located north ofPelandale Avenue, east of Carver Road,

South ofBangs Avenue and west ofTully Road ("Property"), and

07109120131C&EDD/JBridegroomlItem 14
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WHEREAS, the proposed Woodglen Specific Plan includes approximately 55 net

acres of single-family residential land use with a buildout potential of 353 dwelling units,

eight net acres ofmulti-family residential land use with a buildout potential of 180

dwelling units, nine net acres of open space, and interior roadways, and

WHEREAS, a Final Environmental Impact Report was prepared for the

Woodglen Specific Plan (SCH No. 2007042087) which analyzed the potential

environmental effects of the proposed Project, and

WHEREAS, on June 17,2013, the Planning Commission held a duly noticed

public hearing in the Tenth Street Place Chambers located at 1010 Tenth Street, Modesto,

California, at which hearing evidence both oral and documentary relating to this proposed

Woodglen Specific Plan was considered, and

WHEREAS, after said public hearing, the Modesto City Planning Commission

adopted Resolution No. 2013-09, recommending to the City Council an approval of the

Woodglen Specific Plan, and

WHEREAS, the final adopted specific plan will include a note that future

development will be subject to review against applicable design guidelines to ensure

architecturally sensitive placement ofroof-mounted solar panels and/or other

photovoltaic equipment, and

WHEREAS, said matter was set for a public hearing of the City Council to be

held on July 9, 2013, in the Tenth Street Place Chambers located at 1010 10th Street,

Modesto, California, at which date and time said duly noticed public hearing of the

Council was held for the purpose of receiving public comment on the proposed

Woodglen Specific Plan.
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NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, by the City Council of the City of

Modesto that it hereby finds as follows:

I. The proposed Woodglen Specific Plan is consistent with the Modesto
Urban Area General Plan, because:

a. The proposed specific plan complies with the requirement to
prepare a comprehensive plan for Comprehensive Planning
Districts; and

b. The proposed development of the Property is consistent with
the Village Residential designation for the site; and

c. The location ofthe Property immediately adjacent to the
existing City limits and within the Sphere ofInfluence is
consistent with Urban Growth Policy II.C.I.b., which states
"Urban development should be kept as contiguous as
possible in order to avoid premature urbanization of valuable
farm land, foster resident convenience, and provide for
economy in City services."

2. The proposed Woodglen Specific Plan is consistent with the Final
Environmental Impact Report for the Woodglen Specific Plan Project
(SCH No. 2007042087) and has been adequately analyzed by the EIR.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED by the Council of the City ofModesto that the

Woodglen Specific Plan, on file in the office of the Community and Economic

Development Department and incorporated herein by reference, is hereby adopted.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED by the Council that the City Clerk is hereby

authorized and directed to send certified copies of this resolution and said Woodglen

Specific Plan to the Board of Supervisors of the County of Stanislaus.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the project applicant shall indenrnify, defend,

and hold harmless the City of Modesto, its agents, officers, and employees from any and

all claims, actions, or proceedings against the City of Modesto, its agents, officers, and

employees to attack, set aside, void, or annul, any approval by the City of Modesto and

its advisory agency, appeal board, or a legislative body concerning the specific plan (File
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No. P-SPL-04-001). The City of Modesto shall promptly notifY the applicant of any

claim, action, or proceeding and shall cooperate fully in the defense. If the City fails to

do so, the applicant shall not thereafter be responsible to defend, indemnify, or hold City

harmless.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 9th day of July, 2013, by Councilmember Cogdill, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Burnside,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

ATTEST: ~L-L
S EPHANIE LOPEZ, City Clerk

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:
!

d~" Ii

By: ~~~+)y~2~~Lf~f~~:~~~~~____
SUSAl'fij ACALA WOOD, City Attorney

v
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-262

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING APPLICATION TO THE STANISLAUS LOCAL
AGENCY FORMATION COMMISSION TO ANNEX APPROXIMATELY 80
GROSS ACRES OF PROPERTY LOCATED NORTH OF PELANDALE
AVENUE, EAST OF CARVER ROAD, SOUTH OF BANGS AVENUE AND
WEST OF TULLY ROAD, TO THE CITY OF MODESTO (OWNER INITIATED
- UNINHABITED) (FITZPATRICK HOMES)

WHEREAS, Fitzpatrick Homes ("Applicant") represents the property owners of

approximately 80 gross acres of real property, located north of Pelandale Avenue, east of

Carver Road, south of Bangs Avenue and west of Tully Road ("Property"), and

WHEREAS, the City has received a written request from the Applicant to initiate

reorganization of the Property to the City of Modesto under the Cortese-Knox-Hertzberg

Local Reorganization Act of 2000, California Government Code Section 56000, et seq,

and

WHEREAS, the Resolution Authorizing Application is proposed pursuant to

California Government Code Sections 56654 and 56700, and

WHEREAS, the Property proposed for reorganization is uninhabited as defmed

by Government Code Section 56046 (fewer than twelve registered voters), and a

description of the boundaries of the subject Property is set forth in Exhibit "A", attached

hereto and by this reference incorporated herein, and

WHEREAS, the subject Property proposed for reorganization is within Stanislaus

County, contiguous to the existing City limits and within the current Sphere ofInfluence

ofthe City of Modesto, as adopted by Stanislaus Local Agency Formation Commission,

Resolution No. 97-11, on December 19,1994, and
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WHEREAS, the Property includes two Williamson Act contracts involving two

parcels that were protested by the City in February 1975 and were upheld by LAFCO in

March 1978, and

WHEREAS, the proposed reorganization area is covered by the Master Property

Tax Agreement entered into between the County of Stanislaus and City of Modesto

which was approved by Council Resolution No. 96-170 on April 9, 1996, and

WHEREAS, the reasons for this proposed reorganization to the City of Modesto

are as follows:

1. Staff has received a written request from the Applicant, to annex the
Property to the City of Modesto;

2. The proposed annexation is consistent with the Urban Area General Plan
and can be served by City services; and,

3. The proposed annexation will result in planned, orderly and efficient
development of the area, and provision of services, and

WHEREAS, pursuant to Government Code Section 56653, a plan for providing

services is set forth in Exhibit "C", attached hereto and by this reference incorporated

herein, and

WHEREAS, on June 17, 2013, City of Modesto Planning Commission held a

duly noticed public hearing in the Chambers, Tenth Street Place, 1010 Tenth Street,

Modesto, California, at which time both oral and documentary evidence were received

and considered, and

WHEREAS, after said public hearing, the City of Modesto Planning Commission

adopted Resolution No. 20013-12, recommending to the City Council that they adopt the

Resolution of Application for an annexation of the Property to the City of Modesto, and
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WHEREAS, said matter was set for public hearing of the City Council to be held

on July 9,2013, in the Tenth Street Place Chambers located at 1010 10th Street, Modesto,

California, at which date and time said duly noticed public hearing of the Council was

held for the purpose of receiving public comment on the proposed reorganization, and

WHEREAS, a Final Environmental Impact Report was prepared for the Woodglen

Specific Plan ("Project") (SCH No. 20070420875) and the proposed reorganization which

analyzed the potential environmental effects of the proposed Project, and

NOW, THEREFORE, the Council of the City of Modesto hereby finds and

determines as follows:

I. That future development of this site shall be consistent with the Modesto
Urban Area General Plan adopted by the Modesto City Council by
Resolution No. 95-409 on August 15, 1995, and all subsequent
amendments.

2. That the proposed reorganization is consistent with the Modesto Urban
Area General Plan, because it is consistent with General Plan Urban
Growth Policy II.C.l.b., which states "Urban development should be kept
as contiguous as possible in order to avoid premature urbanization of
valuable farm land, foster resident convenience, and provide for economy
in City services" and because the development resulting from the proposed
annexation is consistent with the General Plan designation for the site in
land use and development intensity.

3. The Property proposed for reorganization is uninhabited, and a description
of the boundaries of the subject Property is set forth in Exhibits "A" and
"B," attached hereto and by this reference incorporated herein.

4. The Property is located within Stanislaus County, is contiguous to the
existing sphere of influence and City limits and can be most efficiently
served with City services.

5. The proposed reorganization will result in planned, orderly and efficient
development of the area, and the most efficient provision of services.

6. The proposed Plan for Agricultural Preservation, per the LAFCO policy
adopted September 26, 2012, demonstrates compliance with City policies
regarding the preservation of agricultural resources.
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7. That the City exercises its option not to succeed to Williamson Act
Contract Nos. 75-2012 and 75-1981, pursuant to California Government
Code Section 51243.5, and tentatively cancels said contracts.

8. An agreement for the sharing of property taxes for the Property was
approved by the Master Property Tax Agreement entered into between the
County of Stanislaus and City of Modesto which was approved by Council
Resolution No. 96-170 on April 9, 1996.

9. As determined by the Department of Utilities, Planning and Projects, there
is a reasonable certainty that the City will have adequate wastewater
capacity to serve the proposed annexation. This is based on the following
findings:

a. The necessary capital improvement plan is in place because the Near­
Term Capacity Improvements were completed in 2008, the project is
consistent with the development assumed for the site under the
Wastewater Master Plan and the Specific Plan proposes to extend the
North Trunk in Bangs Avenue to serve the project.

b. The fmancing program for the Wastewater Master Plan was developed
and the required sewer rates and capacity charges were adopted by the
City Council and implemented as of August 2007. Development
within the Woodglen Specific Plan will be required to contribute its
fair share to ongoing improvements to the wastewater system through
payment of sewer fees.

c. The City has obtained a National Pollution Discharge Elimination
System (NPDES) permit from the Regional Water Quality Control
Board and the necessary Near Term Capacity Improvements have been
completed. Development within the project will be required to comply
with the NPDES permit, as required by the Specific Plan and City
standards.

d. With completion ofthe Near-Term Capacity Improvements in 2008,
adequate facilities currently exist to serve the project through
extension of the North Trunk, which the project will construct.

10. That the proposed reorganization is consistent with the Woodglen Specific
Plan Final Environmental Impact Report (SCH No. 2007042087) and has
been adequately analyzed by the EIR.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby adopts this Resolution Authorizing Application for annexation of the

Property to the City of Modesto.
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BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED by the Council of Modesto that, pursuant to

Government Code Section 56653, the City Council submit the plan for providing services

as set forth in Exhibit "COO, attached hereto and by this reference incorporated herein.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the project applicant shall indemnifY, defend,

and hold harmless the City of Modesto, its agents, officers, and employees from any and

all claims, actions, or proceedings against the City of Modesto, its agents, officers, and

employees to attack, set aside, void, or annul, any approval by the City of Modesto and

its advisory agency, appeal board, or a legislative body concerning the annexation for the

specific plan (File No. P-ANX-04-005). The City of Modesto shall promptly notify the

applicant of any claim, action, or proceeding and shall cooperate fully in the defense. If

the City fails to do so, the applicant shall not thereafter be responsible to defend,

indemnifY, or hold City harmless.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting ofthe Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 9th day of July, 2013, by Councilmember Cogdill, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Burnside,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)
APPROVED AS TO FORM:

By:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

ATTEST: _c&-=,==~",:,~:::,:"""=::,,,...,c.,,?,,::-:--::::::-:­
STEPHANIE LOPEZ, City Clerk

{ '-I. ,_", , I

SUSAN&yACALA WOOD, City Attorney
/
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Exhibit "An

WRITTEN DESCRIPTION
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Exhibit ".8"

ANNEXATION PROPOSAL MAP
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Exhibit "C"

PLAN FOR SERVICE
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Exhibit "D"

PLAN FOR AGRICULTURAL PRESERVATION
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Exhibit liE"

REASONABLE CERTAINTY ANALYSIS
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EXHIBIT 'A'

LEGAL DESCRIPTION
FOR THE

WOODGLEN ANNEXATION

2043.002

Being a portion of Section 6, Township 3 South, Range 9 East, Mount Diablo Baseline
and Meridian, also being a portion of Lots 1 and 2 as shown on the Map entitled "Nash
Tract" recorded in Book 4 of Maps, at Page 10, Stanislaus County Records, located in
the County of Stanislaus, State of California, more particularly described as follows:

BEGINNING at a point which is the southeast corner of the Ordinance entitled "Carver­
Bangs Reorganization to the City of Modesto" filed as Modesto City Ordinance No. 97-
390, Instrument No. 97-0059858-00, said corner also being located along the City Limits
line of the City of Modesto;

1) THENCE along said City Limits line and the northerly prolongation, North 00° 36' 34"
West, a distance of 1351.18 feet to the intersection of the westerly prolongation of
the northerly right-of-way line of Bangs Avenue, as shown on the map recorded in
Book 12 of Parcel Maps, at Page 89, Stanislaus County Records;

2) THENCE along said westerly prolongation and northerly right-of-way line of Bangs
Avenue, South 88° 20' 09" East, a distance of 844.08 feet;

3) THENCE along the northerly line of Bangs Avenue, South 00° 38' 09" East, a
distance of 10.01 feet;

4) THENCE along the northerly line of Bangs Avenue and the easterly prolongation of
said north line of Bangs Avenue, South 88° 20' 09" East, a distance of 2000.68 feet
to a point of intersection with the northerly prolongation of the east right-of-way line of
Tully Road;

5) THENCE along the east right-of-way line of Tully Road and its southerly prolongation,
South 01° 06' 48" East, a distance of 1208.77 feet to a point of intersection with the
easterly prolongation of the City Limits line of the City of Modesto, said line also
being the northerly line of the Ordinance entitled Pelandale-Snyder Reorganization to
the City of Modesto" filed as Modesto City Ordinance No. 96-294, Instrument No. 96-
0055231-00;

6) THENCE along said City Limits line and the easterly prolongation of said City Limits
line, North 88° 45' 57" West, a distance of 837.78 feet;

7) THENCE continuing along said City Limits line, along a non-tangent curve concave to
the south having a radius of 5000.00 feet, chord length of 819.46 feet, and to which a
radial line bears South 01 ° 13' 33" West, westerly 820.38 feet, along said curve
through a central angle of 09° 24' 03" to a point of reverse curvature;

8) THENCE continuing along said City Limits line, along a curve concave to the north
having a radius of 5000.00 feet, chord length of 393.93 feet, westerly 394.03 feet,
along said curve through a central angle of 04° 30' 55";

9) THENCE continuing along said City Limits line, North 88° 24' 54" West, a distance of
805.72 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING;

Containing 83.27 acres, more or less.
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2043.002

Basis of Bearings for this description is between City of Modesto Monument 2722 and
City of Modesto Monument 2723, recorded in Book 22 of Surveys, at Page 51. Said line
is taken to bear South 87" 34' 42" East.

June 6,2013

END OF DESCRIPTION

PREPARED BY WOOD RODGERS, INC.
SACRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA
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EXHIBIT MAP FOR THE
WOODGLEN ANNEXATION

BEING A PORTION OF LOT 1 AND LOT 2
OF TIm NASH TRACT, BOOK 4 OF MAPS, PAGE 10

BEING WITHIN SECTION 6, TOWNSHIP 3 SOUIll, RANGE 9 EAST,
MOUNT DIABLO MERIDIAN

CITY OF MODESTO, COUNTY OF STAl'JISLAUS, STATE OF CALIFORNIA
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EXHIBIT A-I
PLAT TO ACCOMPANY

DESCRIPTION

NOTES
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Exhibit "Cn

PLAN fOR SERVICE

WOODGlEN SPECIfIC PLAN REORGANIZATION
PLAN fOR PROVIDING SERVICES

Pursuant to Government Code Section 56653, the following Plan for Services to be extended to
the affected territory has been prepared for the Woodglen Specific Plan Reorganization.

The project site is part of the Planned Urbanizing Area, as described in the Modesto Urban Area
General Plan, adopted August 15, 1995, and as subsequently amended. As part of the
approval, community facilities and services were analyzed in the Environmental Impact Report
(EIR) prepared for the Woodglen Specific Plan Project (SCH No. 2007042087). These services
include traffic and circulation, waste water collection, water delivery, storm water drainage,
solid waste disposal, schools, parks, fire protection, and police protection. The City of Modesto
is a full service city that intends to provide the following services.

1. Traffic and Circulation: The project developers must provide dedication and
construct roadway improvements to serve the project as identified in the
Mitigation Measures provided by the EIR, the Woodglen Specific Plan and
Facilities Master Plan. Improvements must be provided consistent with City
standards.

The ErR has identified mitigation measures ranging from the addition of new
lanes on Tully Road from Pelandale Avenue to Bangs Avenue, construction of a
new collector street serving the project to improvements to various intersections.
The arterial and collector streets surrounding and traversing the plan area are to
be fully developed as prescribed by the Specific Plan and Mitigation Monitoring
and Reporting Program. The street improvements can be phased to match the
actual developing area. In addition, the applicant will be required to pay City
capital Facilities Fees to help cover the cost of improvements to surrounding
expressways and arterial streets.

2. Waste Water Collection: Sewer service will be provided to the project as
identified in the Specific Plan and the Facilities Master Plan. Improvements must
be provided consistent with City standards.

In 2007 the City approved the Wastewater Master Plan Update, which identified
necessary improvements to existing wastewater facilities and construction of new
wastewater facilities, including rehabilitation and reliability improvements to the
West Trunk. The project site is proposed for land uses consistent with those
anticipated in the 2007 Wastewater Master Plan Update, and no additional
capital improvement projects are needed beyond those already identified to
serve the annexation area. The project will be served by the City's North Trunk,
which will be extended under Bangs Avenue from carver Road to Tully Road.
Project area improvements will be funded and installed by the applicant. The
City collects sewer fees to cover ongoing improvements to the wastewater
system, which the applicant will be required to contribute to.



Water Deliverv: Water service will be provided to the project as identified in the
Woodglen Specific Plan and Facilities Master Plan. Improvements must be
provided consistent with City standards.

A Water Supply Assessment (WSA) prepared for the Woodglen Specific Plan was
adopted on September 25, 2007, by the City Council. The WSA determined that,
while development of the project area would increase the demand for potable
water, there would be sufficient water supply to serve the project site. Project
area improvements will be funded and installed by the applicant. The City
collects water fees to cover ongoing improvements to the water delivery and
treatment systems, which the applicant will be required to contribute to.

Storm Water Drainage: Storm Water service will be provided to the project as
identified in the Woodglen Specific Plan and Facilities Master Plan. Improvements
must be provided consistent with City standards.

The project includes a centrally-located basin which will provide for collection
and infiltration of storm water from the 100-year, 6-day runoff event for the
project site and adjoining half street rights-of-way. The basin will also provide
for drainage for all of Pelandale Avenue, abutting the project site. The project
developers will be responsible to install the storm drainage system necessary to
serve the project area and surrounding road

3. Solid Waste Disposal: Gilton Solid Waste is contracted with the City of Modesto
to serve the project area and has indicated that it has capacity to serve the
project. Weekly pick-up of solid waste will be provided to all development within
the Specific Plan area.

4. Fire Protection: The Modesto Regional Fire Authority will continue to provide fire
service to the subject site. Fire Station No. 11 is near the project site, just across
the intersection of Pelandale Avenue and carver Road, and would be the location
of the first responder. Fire Station NO.6 is located approximately two miles to
the southwest, and would function as the secondary responder. The project will
be annexed without detachment from the Salida Fire Protection District and will
be required to pay their fair share toward the City's CFF program. The City and
Salida Fire Protection District would allocate funds to the Modesto Regional Fire
Authority as prescribed by the Joint Powers Authority agreement (JPA).

5. Police Protection: The City of Modesto Police Department will serve the area.
The project site is located adjacent to Patrol Area 6S in the City's northwestern
area of command. The project will be required to pay their fair share to the
City's CFF program to fund future improvements that may be necessary for the
extension of police services.

Level and range of services

The City of Modesto is a full service provider of municipal services and intends to
provide the complete service for those areas identified above.

When can services be provided?

The above-described services can be provided upon the effective date of annexation.



Improvements required as a condition of reorganization

No improvements are required as a condition of annexation. Improvements will be
required as development occurs consistent with Woodglen Specific Plan, Facilities Master
Plan/Infrastructure Financing Plan and Mitigation Measures provided by the EIR.

How will services be financed?

Services will be financed through a combination of sources, induding City fees,
assessment districts, and developer installation.
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1.1 Introduction & Purpose

Agriculture is a leading industry in Stanislaus County. Accordingly, changes to the urban development

boundary that would lead to the conversion of existing agricultural lands to uses other than agricultural

uses, must be evaluated such that growth and vitality of agriculture within the County is maintained and

encouraged.

LAFCO's mission is to ;'discourage sprmvt preserve open space and prime agricultural lands, promote

the efficient provision of gO\'ernment sen'ices and encourage the orderly formation ofloeal agencies."

Consistent \vith the legislative intent, Stanislaus County LAFCO adopted the Agricultural Preservation

Policy on September 26, 2012. The goals of the policy are as fo11ow1>:

Guide development away from agricultural lands where possible and encourage efficient

development of existing vacant lands and infill properties within the agency's boundaries prior to

conversion of additional agricu!tural lands.

Fully consider the impacts a proposal will have on existing agricultural lands.

Minimize the conversion of agricultural lands to other uses.

Promote preservation of agricultural lands for continued agricultural uses while balancing the need

for planned, orderly development and the efficient provision of services.

In order for LI\.FCO to detennine how a development proposal meets the stated goals of the Agricultural

Preservation Policy, a Plan for Agricultural Preservation must be provided ",ith the LAFCO application

requirements. This document contains the Plan for Agriculture PresenTation associated \vith the

annexation of the Woodglen Specific Plan area.

1.2 Project Setting & History

The \Voodglen Specific Plan area is composed of two parcels bounded by Pelandale Avenue, Canrer

Road, Tully Road and Bangs Avenue. The property abuts the existing City limits and is adjacent to

existing development to the south and west. Surrounded by improved roadways on aU four sides,

signalized intersections at Carver Road/Pelandale Avenue and Tully Road/PelandaIe Avenue provide

access to the Plan Area.

The Plan Area is \vithin the LAFCO-approved sphere of influence ofthe City of Modesto, in

unincorporated Stanislaus County, and has been slated for development since the adoption of the Urban

Grm;th Policy in 1974:

The Plan Area has been within the City's sphere of influence since 1984.
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The Plan Area was designated as Urban Reserve in 1975, and has been designated as Village

Residential since August of 1995 (Modesto Urban Area Genera! Plan).

The Plan Area is a part of the Kiernan/Carver Comprehensive Planning District (CPO), adopted in

April of 1997.

The Woodglen Specific Plan and Environmental Impact Report (EIR) were first submitted to the City

of Modesto in 2006. The Notice of Preparation for the EIR was completed in April of 2007, and a

public notice was sent in June of20l2.

The Plan Area received "Measure M" voter approval in the November 2003 election. "Measure M" is

the Modesto Citizens' AdviSOry Growth Management Act of 1995.

1.2.1 Project Description

The Woodglen Specific Plan is a comprehensively-planned residential development of

353 single-family and 180 multi-family residential units on approximately 72-acres of

land. The plan proposes a diverse mix of housing types and densities, ranging from

low density residential (3 to 10 dwelling units per acre) to medium-high density

residential (22 to 29 dwelling units per acre), yielding a combined overall density of

7-4 dwelling units per acre. (SP Chapter 3, Specific Plan Elements, page 3-1) The

residential units are arranged around a central open space that includes the project's

storm water infiltration basin and recreational areas, creating a functional

neighborhood and a desirable way oflife.

1.2.2 Agricultural Resources

The parcels are both currently in agricultural production. Approval and annexation of

the Woodglen Specific Plan ·would result in pennanent conversion of farmland.

Development of the Plan Area would result in the pennanent conversion of

approximately 79.2 acres ofPrirne Farmland. Further discussion ofsoil types and

important farmland mapping is found in the EIR associated 'With the \Voodglen

Specific Plan. (EIR Chapter 4.13, Agricultural Resources, page 4.13-2)

1.2.3 Williamson Act lands

Both parcels that comprise the Plan Area are currently under Williamson Act

contracts, entered on October 20, 1970. The contracts were protested by the City' of

Modesto in February 1978 and the protests were upheld by LAFCO in March 1978.

Upon annexation into the City of Modesto, both Williamson Act contracts \'\1111

terminate where the City does not succeed the contracts. Further discussion of the



Williamson Act Program, its history and purpose, is provided in the EIR associated

with the Woodglen Specific Plan. (ElR Chapter 4.13, Agricultural Resources,

page 4-13-3)

~~pP.N~..~~~~~~~__~A~cr~e~s~~~~.Conuact.Nu~
046-007-021 43.55 75-2012

046-007-037 32.67 75-1981

1.3 Vacant land Inventory & Absorption Study

The City of Modesto conducts periodic review ofvacant or underutiHzed residential, commercial and

industrial lands to assist the Cit), Council in determining the direction and timing ofgrmvi:h to areas that

can be served by urban infrastructure. In 2009 the Urban Grmvth Review (the Re\ie\v) was prepared in

conjunction with the City of Modesto Urban Area General Plan. The primary purpose ofthe Revie\N is to

"assure adequate inventory of vacant land sen7ed with urban infrastructure to accommodate anticipated

economic development during the next five years as a minimum time frame."

The Review identifies 929 adjusted acres ofvacant land available for residential development vdthin the

incorporated area as of 2008. The 929 acres of residential inventory was sufficient land for residential

development until 2011, based on land absorption rates adjusted for poor economic conditions between

2009 and 2012. By 2012 the City ofModesto was operating at a deficit, unable to meet the "Five-Year

Target Inventory" to maintain a five year supply ofvacant residential land on an annual basis. The

purpose of the "Five-Year Target Inventory" is to provide sufficient inventory on an arumal basis to reduce

over-inflated land values and to fulfill local housing needs as part of the Urban Area General Plan Housing

Element.

The land absorption analysis includes some residential lands which are in unincorporated Stani"laus

County, slated for development and that have completed the Measure M advisory vote. The 2009 Revie\v

assumes that the Woodglen Plan Area ",,'ill contnbute to the residential inventory by 2014.

The 2009 Urban Growth Review dovetails with the City's Housing Element to identify lands for residential

development in order to meet State-mandated regional housing needs. Together, these two documents,

stipUlate how the City of Modesto ,,,ill meet its share ofresidential units as identified by Stanislaus Council

of Governments (StanCOG) in the Regional Housing Needs Plan (RHNP). The Woodglen Specific Plan

area is identified in the City's Housing Element as providing an adequate multi-family housing site, and is

recommended for adoption as part of the Housing Plan's Five-Year Objectives. (City ofModesto Housing

E1ement, Chapter 4, Resource Analysis, page 4-13)
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1.4 Regulatory Framework & Policy Consistency

The Plan Area must be assessed in accordance to the regulations ofthe jurisdiction and the region. City,

county and regional planning policies apply to the Plan Area and may potentially affect the type of

development allowed 'within the Plan Area. To follow is a list of rele>.'ant policies, regulations and

programs for which the Plan Area must comply_

june 6, :2013

1.4.1 Stanislaus County local Agency Formation Commission Policies

In consideration of changes to city and district boundaries, including spheres of

influence, LAFCO must consider the possible loss of agricultural lands, and adherence

'with the Government Code 56377:

LAFCO policies direct that the development or use of land for uses other than

open space will be guided away from existing prime agricultural lands, unless

such actions would not promote the planned, orderly, efficient development of

an area.

The comprehensively-planned community stipulates orderly and efficient

development of the Plan Area through the regulatory document, the \iVoodglen

Specific Plan. Given that the Woodglen Specific Plan is vvithin the sphere of influence

and promotes planned, orderly development as a logical extension of the surrounding

neighborhood, the Plan Area complies ,'Villi the requirements of Government

Code 56377.

1.4.2 Stanislaus County Policies

The Stanislaus County General Plan provides the follmving relevant policies related to

agricultural land, and for ,yhich the Plan ..4..rea already complies:

Policy 2.4: To reduce development pressures on agricultural lands, higher density

development and infilling shall be encouraged. (County General Plan, Agricultural

Element)

Policy 2.11: The County recognizes the desire of cities and unincorporated

communities to grow and prosper and shall not oppose reasonable requests

consistent with city and county agreements to expand, providing the resultant

growth minimizes impact to adjacent agricultural land. (County General Plan,

Agricultural Element)

Policy 2.13: In recognition that unincorporated land within the sphere of

influence of cities or community services districts and sanitary districts serving

unincorporated communities ultimately urbanize, the County shall cooperate

5
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with cities and unincorporated communities in managing development in the

sphere of influence areas. (County Genera! Plan, Agricu!tural Element)

1.4.3 City of Modesto Policies

The City's Urban Area (':reneral Plan pwvides the following relevant policies related to

agricultural land, and for which the Plan Area alrea.dy complies:

Policy VII-DA[aJ: The City will not annex agricultural land unless urban

development consistent with the General Plan has been approved by the City.

(Modesto Urban Area General Plan)

Po!icy VII~D.4(b1: The City shaH support the continuation of agricultural uses on

lands designated for urban uses until urban development is imminent. (Modesto

Urban Area General Plan)

Policy VII-D.4[d]: Where necessary to promote planned City growth, the City shaH

encourage the development of those agricultural lands that are already

compromised by adjacent urban development or contain property required for

the extension of infrastructure or other public facilities, before considering urban

development on agricultural lands that are not subject to such urban pressures.

(Modesto Urban Area General Plan)

1.4.4 Regional Planning Efforts

StanCOG participated in the San Joaquin Valley Blueprint Plan along v..'ith eight other

Valley Regional Planning Agencies. The Blueprint Plan establishes a vision for future

grmvth in the San Joaquin Valley and provides a framework for implementing that

growth. Early on in this multi-year planning process, 12 Smart Grmvth Principles

were established as the core values ofthe Valley and the basis for future Blueprint

planning and implementation:

Create a range of housing opportunities and choices

Create walkable neighborhoods

Encourage community and stakeholder collaboration

Foster distinctive, attractive communities with a strong sense of place

Make development deCisions predictable, fair and cost-effective

Mix land uses

6



Preserve open space, farmland, natural beauty, and critical environmenta! areas

Provide a variety of transportation choices

Strengthen and direct development towards existing communities

Take advantage of compact building design

Enhance the economic vitality of the region

Support actions that encourage environmental resource management

The vVoodgJen Specific Plan is consistent with the 12 Smart Growth Principles

established by the Blueprint and exemplifies the core vision for future development

1vithin the San Joaquin Valley-an efficient, sustainable and livable community.

1.5 Analysis of Mitigation Measures

As a proposed residential development On Prime Farmland, methods or strategies for minimizing the loss

ofagricultural lands must be proposed in the Environmental Impact Report (EIR). During the preparation

ofthe EIRassociated 'with the vVoodglen Specific Plan, the consultant found that no agricultural off-sets

should be included in the document because the issue had been addressed at the time the General Plan was

adopted:

Impacts to agricultural resources resulting from development of the General Plan were

examined in the MElR and found to be significant and unavoidable. Statements of

Overriding Considerations were adopted for significant and unavoidable impacts resulting

from implementation of the General Plan. Projects that are anticipated by the General Plan

would not create impacts beyond what was anticipated in the MEIR and addressed by the

Statements of Overriding Considerations. The project site and surrounding lands are

planned for residential development consistent with the intensity proposed by the project,

as part of the Kiernan/Carver Comprehensive Planning District of the General Plan.

Therefore, project impacts are within the scope of what was anticipated by the ME!R and

are addressed by the MEIR Statements of Overriding Considerations.

A single mitigation measure from the MEIR was applied to the Woodglen Specific Plan: subsequent

development under the Woodglen Specific Plan shaH include disclosure to the future residents about the

potential exposure to agricultural operations in the area (AL-21).

June 6, 201,3_



1.6 Strategies for Minimizing the loss of Agricultural Lands

The Modesto Urban Area General Plan sets forth Urban Area Grmvth Policies fb] and Cd] (listed in Section

1.3.3 above), which guide development to areas contiguous to existing urban development in order to

discourage premature conversion of farmland to non-agricultural uses. Thus, by developing the Plan -<"\rea,

Prime Farmland both north and east of the project site would not convert to urban uses until after the

proposed project is built-out, which is anticipated to take many years. As such, the Woodglen Specific Plan

would not be expected to result in the premature conversion of other agricultural lands to non-agricultural

uses.

The proposal \'\1.11 result in planned, orderly, and efficient use ofland and services which off-sets the loss of

agricultural bnd. The vVoodglen Plan Area is currently planned for urban development. The

comprehensively-planned community is a logical expansion of the existing neighborhood and

transportation nehvork, and extension of City senices. The Plan Area proposes compact urban grO\vth

patterns and a multi-family residential component \\ith increased density_ In addition, the Woodglen

Specific Plan outlines an implementation program which insures planned and orderly development of

infrastructure and sen-ices necessary to serve the community.

1.7 Conclusion

The following justifications are offered in conclusion of the Plan for Agricultural Preservation for the

Woodglen Specific Plan.

.June 6, 2013

1. The project is slatedfor development7 consistent with the City's General Plan and

Zoning and is within the Sphere ofInfluence. The vVoodglen Specific Plan is

identified as a "'Planned Urbanizing .Area" in the City's General Plan and is ·within an

urban transition CUI') zone of the A-2-10 County zoning designation, ,yhich

specifically designates land for conversion from agriculture to urban land uses. In

addition, the Plan Area is \\ithin the LAFCO-approved sphere of influence for the City

of Modesto (1934). Therefore urban development is planned, consistent with the

intent of LAFCO, the City of Modesto, and Stanislaus County.

2. The project provides needed residential land. As identified in the Urban Gruwth

Review (2009), the City must maintain a "Five-Year Target Inventory" ofIands

available for residential development. This "Five-Year Target Invento.ry-'''' assures

available land to meet the region's housing needs and reduce over-inflation of land
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values. The \Voodglen Specific Plan has already been included in the land use

inventory and land absorption analysis, and is slated to contribute to the "Five-Year

Target Inventory" by 2014. In addition, the City's Housing Element identifies the

vVoodglen Specific Plan area as contributing to the residential inventory to meet the

CitJ?s Regional Housing Needs Allocation.

3. The project is con~istent with the San Joaquin Valley Blueprint Plan. The vVoodglen

Specific Plan implements the 12 Smart Growth Principles established by the Blueprint

and exemplifies the core vision for future development "within the San Joaquin Valley.

The Woodglen Specific Plan proposes compact development \vith a range of housing

types; ,,,,'alking paths that connect the neighborhood to the central open space

amenity; and adjacent transportation corridors that provide bicyclists with Class II

facilities, which connect to a planned Class I bike path on the south side of the

4. The project is surrounded by urban corridors and urban infrastructure. The Plan

Area is surrounded by an existing transportation nehvork which can accommodate

the proposed development. Pelandale Avenue, a six-lane expressway, was expanded to

accommodate developments that surround the \Voodglen Specific Plan area. The Plan

Area is the only property adjacent to Pelandale Avenue, between State Highway 99

and State High\vay 108 (McHenry Avenue) that has not yet been developed.

Additionally, the Plan Area is the only property on the south side of Bangs Avenue.

between Dale Road and State Highway 108 (McHenry Avenue) that has not yet been

developed.

To the south and west of the Plan Area are other existing single-family and multi­

family residential neighborhoods. In this context, the Woodglen community is merely

a logical expansion of the existing surrounding neighborhoods \Vith sufficient

transportation corridors and existing City senices that extend to the site.

5. The project is self-mitigating. The Woodglen Specific Plan incorporates policies and

regulations into the proposed plan which. to the greatest extent feasible, mitigates for

development of Prime Fannland. By proposing compact development \vith higher

densities that are near to existing transportation and services, the Plan Area is guiding
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development away from other existing prime farmlands that lies to the north and east

in unincorporated Stanislaus County.

6. Preservation o/agricI1lturallands is encouraged through increased density and

infill development. The \Voodglen Specific Plan proposes an 8-acre multi-family

residential communit}" yielding 180 dv\'eHing units at a density range of 22 to 29

d,....·e11ing units per acre.

7· The project is a model communityJor compact, mixed housing-type development

with increased residential density. Within the Im\' density residential (LDR) area, a

variety oflot and home sizes and types are emision, including small lots, alley homes,

conventionally front-loaded homes, and more; the LDRarea )ields an overall density

of 6.4 dwelling units per acre. vVithin the medium-high density residential (MHDR)

area, multi-family units share common open spaces and provide a strong connection

to internal streets, including unifying elements and quality architecture; the MHDR

area yields a minimum density of 22 dw-el1ing units per acre.

In conclusion, projects that are anticipated by the General Plan would not create impacts beyond what was

anticipated in the MEIR and addressed by the Statements of Overriding Considerations. The Plan Area

and surrounding lands are planned for residential development consistent \-vith the intensity proposed by

the project, as part of the Kiernan/Carver Comprehensive Planning District of the General Plan. Impacts

of the \'\ioodglen Specific Plan are within the scope of ""hat was anticipated by the MEIR and are therefore

addressed by the MEIR Statements of Overriding C-onsiderations.
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MODESTO
CALIFORNIA

CITY OF MODESTO
UTILITY PLANNING AND

PROJECTS DEPARTMENT

Date: June 20, 2013

TO: Josh Bridegroom, Senior Planner

FROM: Rich Ulm, Director of Utility Planning & Projects

SUBJECT: Finding of Reasonable Certainty for Wastewater Capacity to Serve the
Woodglen Annexation, Modesto

As requested I have completed my review of the available wastewater capacity for the
Woodglen Development under the Reasonable Certainty Policy. In reviewing the Reasonable
Certainty Policy I found that the policy expired with the completion of the Near Term Capacity
Improvements which were completed in 2008. However, it is prudent to document the
availability of wastewater capacity in some form to confirm the reasonable certainty of
available capacity using the policy as a template.

Per the adopted Reasonable Certainty Policy, a finding must be made regarding the
availability of "Near Term" wastewater capacity prior to annexation of properties into the City
of Modesto. The key criteria that are reviewed for the finding are as follows:

1. An adopted engineering solution (Capital Improvement Plan) must be in place that
provides a schedule and anticipated dates of completion for the development and
required facilities and improvements.

2. A financing program or mechanism to fund the required facilities and improvements
must be identified as being developed per schedule for completion of the
improvements.

3. The necessary regulatory approvals (i.e. environmental documentation, permits) to
proceed with the required facilities and improvements per the schedule for completion
are either obtained or in process of being obtained.

4. A review of the timing for the need of sewer service for development and the timing for
the completion of the required facilities and improvements is completed to ensure that
the City's facility remains within acceptable design parameters.

The Woodglen Development is a 72 acre specific plan area located north of Pelandale
Avenue. It is bounded by Bangs Avenue on the north and by Tully Road and Carver Road on
the east and west. It is expected to include the construction of 353 single family residences
and 180 multifamily units. This would result in an estimated average dry weather daily flow of
0.135 mgd and a peak wet weather flow of 0.484 mgd.



Recent reviews of the wastewater collection system indicate that there are no short term
capacity issues downstream of the development The specific plan specifies that the North
Trunk will be extended in Bangs Avenue to eastern boundary of the development as part of
the infrastructure for this development.

Recent reviews of the wastewater treatment capacity for flows through the treatment plant
indicate that in 2012 the treatment plant was operating at 75%, 71 % and 62% of capacity for
flow, BOD and TSS respectively. This indicates that there is sufficient physical capacity in the
wastewater treatment plant to handle flows from this development

An issue does exist with regards to allocated capacity for BOD in the treatment plant
Industrial users were allocated capacity in 2007 based on past discharges. The 2007
allocations to industrial users account for nearly all the existing excess BOD capacity in the
treatment plant However, current discharges from industrial users are well below the
allocated capacity and the City has the ability to control the level of discharge through the
permitting process. The estimated BOD discharge from the Woodglen Development
represents .001 % of the current BOD discharge of the system. Given the current available
physical capacity, the City's ability to control industrial discharges through the permitting
process, and the negligible contribution of BOD by this development it is reasonable to
conclude that the City will be able to provide wastewater treatment to this development

Based on the above, the Woodglen Development meets the Reasonable Certainty criteria for
wastewater capacity.

cc: Dennis Turner, Director of Public Works
Brent Sinclair, Director of Community and Economic Development



MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-263

A RESOLUTION APPROVING THE WOODGLEN SPECIFIC PLAN
FACILITIES MASTER PLAN AND INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCE PLAN FOR
THE INFRASTRUCTURE NECESSARY TO SUPPORT THE DEVELOPMENT
OF APPROXIMATELY 80 GROSS ACRES LOCATED NORTH OF
PELANDALE AVENUE, EAST OF CARVER ROAD, SOUTH OF BANGS
AVENUE, AND WEST OF TULLY ROAD (FITZPATruCK HOMES)

WHEREAS, Government Code Section 65450 et. seq. pennits cities and counties

to adopt Specific Plans for the systematic implementation of the General Plan and to

provide for greater level of detail in planning sites or areas of special interest or value,

and

WHEREAS, the Modesto Urban Area General Plan includes a policy that requires

the preparation ofa comprehensive plan for all Comprehensive Planning District, and

WHEREAS, the Modesto Urban Area General Plan allows the implementation of

a comprehensive plan through Specific Plans, as defined by Government Code Seetion

65450 et. seq., and

WHEREAS, the Woodglen project area is located in the eastern portion of the

Kiernan/Carver Comprehensive Planning District that consists of a total of 1,380 acres,

and

WHEREAS, in November of2005 the Woodglen specific plan ("Project")

application was filed by Fitzpatrick Land Development, LLC, to allow for the

development ofapproximately 80 gross acres located north of Pelandale Avenue, east of

Carver Road, south of Bangs Avenue, and west of Tully Road ("Property"), and
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WHEREAS, the Project includes approximately 55 net acres of single-family

residential development, approximately eight net acres ofmulti-family residential

development and approximately nine net acres of open space, and

WHEREAS, a Final Environmental Impact Report (SCH No. 2007042087) was

prepared for the proposed Woodglen development, which analyzed the potential

environmental effects of the proposed Project, and

WHEREAS, on June 17,2013, the Planning Commission held a duly noticed

public hearing in the Tenth Street Place Chambers located at 1010 Tenth Street, Modesto,

California, at which hearing the Planning Commission adopted Resolution No. 2013-10

recommended the Woodglen Specific Plan FMP and IFP for City Council approval, and

WHEREAS, on July 9, 2013, the City Council held a duly noticed public hearing

in the Tenth Street Place Chambers located at 1010 Tenth Street, Modesto, California, at

which hearing evidence both oral and documentary relating to the proposed Woodglen

Specific Plan FMP and IFP was considered,

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

Modesto that it hereby finds as follows

1. The proposed Facilities Master Plan (FMP) and Infrastructure Finance
Plan (IFP) for the proposed Woodglen development are consistent with the
proposed specific plan for the Project;

2. The proposed FMP and IFP for Woodglen are consistent with the Final
Environmental Impact Report for the Woodglen specific plan (SCH No.
2007042087), and have been adequately analyzed by the EIR; and

3. The proposed FMP and IFP supply the necessary information for the
development of the infrastructure necessary to develop the needed
"Project Specific" facilities for the proposed Woodglen development.
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BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED by the City Council ofthe City of Modesto that it

hereby adopts the Woodglen Facilities Master Plan (FMP) and Infrastructure Finance

Plan (IFP) on file in the office of the Community & Economic Development Department

and incorporated herein by reference.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the project applicant shall indemnify, defend,

and hold harmless the City ofModesto, its agents, officers, and employees from any and

all claims, actions, or proceedings against the City of Modesto, its agents, officers, and

employees to attack, set aside, void, or annul, any approval by the City of Modesto and

its advisory agency, appeal board, or a legislative body concerning the Woodglen FMP

and IFP. The City of Modesto shall promptly notify the applicant of any claim, action, or

proceeding and shall cooperate fully in the defense. If the City fails to do so, the

applicant shall not thereafter be responsible to defend, indemnify, or hold City harmless.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 9th day of July, 2013, by Councilmember Cogdill, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Burnside,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)
APPROVED AS TO FORM:

!

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

ATTEST: ~~==~~~~~~~-=~=-7
STEPHANIE LOPEZ, City Clerk

By:
SUSA,NA1ALCALA WOOD, City Attorney

i /
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-264

RESOLUTION CALLING FOR A MEASURE TO BE PLACED ON THE
NOVEMBER 5, 2013, ELECTION BALLOT FOR THE PURPOSE OF
SUBMITTING TO THE ELECTORS 01" THE CITY OF MODESTO A BALLOT
MEASURE AMENDING THE MODESTO MUNICIPAL CODE RELATING TO
TRANSACTIONS AND USE (also known as a "SALES") TAX

WHEREAS, public safety and the local economy are major community concerns.

Additional funds will help address public safety needs, improve city streets, expand

programs to attract new businesses to Modesto, and create jobs; and

WHEREAS, additional funds are needed to maintain and improve our overall

quality of life in Modesto and keep the City moving forward; and

WHEREAS, community priorities include increasing the number ofpolice

officers patrolling city streets, expanding programs to attract business to Modesto,

expanding gang crime prevention services, and investigating and preventing property-

related crimes like theft/burglary; and

WHEREAS, Modesto's crime rate rose by 22% in 2012. Additional funds are

needed to help put more police officers on the street to improve neighborhood safety and

address crime, gangs, drugs and youth violence; and

WHEREAS, there are nearly 4,000 known gang members and associates in the

county, most of whom live in Modesto and there is an increased risk that the State will

release more dangerous felons into our community, and the City must take steps to

prepare for those releases, including identifYing additional funds to improve and expand

gang suppression and prevention programs; and

07/09/2013/FIN/GGenereuxJItem 15 2013·264



WHEREAS, Modesto is the auto theft capital of California, residents have a one­

in-five chance of having their car stolen, and home burglaries are on the rise. Yet

Modesto doesn't have the resources to send police officers out to take reports. Additional

funds are needed to investigate and prevent property-related crimes; and

WHEREAS, a local funding measure would create a dedicated locally-controlled

source of revenue to improve public safety services and programs that create jobs and

attract business to Modesto.

WHEREAS, the City of Modesto has already enacted significant cuts, including

60 sworn police officers, to address significant economic challenges, to the point that the

City currently has fewer police officers per capita than in 1980; and

WHEREAS, additional funds are needed to help restore eliminated police

officer positions.

WHEREAS, a modem, well-equipped City of Modesto Police Department is

necessary to combat increasingly sophisticated and equipped criminal elements, and fully

staffed units for gang control, drug control and burglary are essential to maintaining

Modesto's quality oflife; and

WHEREAS, the City of Modesto is committed to fiscal prudence, responsibility

and self-reliance; and

WHEREAS, as provided for in the proposed Ordinance, fifty percent (50%) of

the proceeds from the City of Modesto's sales tax measure will sunset should Stanislaus

County voters enact a County Self-Help Transportation Funding Measure of one half cent

or greater; and
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WHEREAS, it is the intent ofthe Modesto City Council that a minimum of fifty

percent (one half cent) of the proceeds from its one cent General Purpose Measure be

allocated for public safety services and programs, with the 2012·2013 budget to serve as

the baseline for this purpose, and this portion of the proceeds should not be reduced under

any circumstances even if a portion of the General Purpose measure sunsets; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to California Elections Code Section 9222, the City

Council may submit to the qualified voters of the City a proposition, without a petition

therefor, by ordinance or resolution, and

WHEREAS, the City intends to hold a General Election on November 5, 2013,

and,

WHEREAS, the City Council desires to submit to the qualified voters of the City

a Measure asking whether to amend the Modesto Municipal Code relating to

Transactions and Use Tax as described above,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council ofthe City of Modesto

as follows:

SECTION 1. Pursuant to California Elections Code Section 9222 and Section

2(b) of California Constitution Article XUlC, the Council of the City ofModesto

proposes to and does hereby, by its own motion, submit to the qualified electors ofthe

City of Modesto, a measure to amend the Modesto Municipal Code, as set forth in

Attachment A to this Resolution.

SECTION 2. On the ballots to be used at said election, in addition to any other

matter required by law to be printed thereon, shall be printed the following question
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relating to the above-referenced proposal to amend the Modesto Municipal Code relating

to Transactions and Use Tax:

-
Measure :
City of Modesto Public SafetylEssentiai Services Measure.

To address crime, gangs, drugs and youth violence, improve
Yes

the local economy/jobs, and maintain/improve essential City

services, including:

• Police/fire protection; No

• Neighborhood police patrols;

• 9-1-1 emergency response;

• Gang crime, theft and burglary prevention;

• Street/pothole repair;

• Programs attracting businesses/creating jobs; and

• Other City services,

Shall the City of Modesto enact a 1 ¢ sales tax, for 6 years,

with independent annual audits, citizens' oversight, and no

money for Sacramento?

SECTION 3. Pursuant to Section 12114 of the California Elections Code the City

Clerk of the City of Modesto is hereby authorized to prepare and sign a Notice of

Measure to be voted on in the form required by law, relating to said measure, and said

City Clerk is hereby authorized and directed to publish said Notice in a time and manner

required by law in The Modesto Bee, the official newspaper of said City and a newspaper

ofgeneral circulation printed and published in said City.
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SECTION 4. The Council hereby orders the City Clerk to submit said measure to

the voters at the General Election on November 5, 2013.

SECTION 5. The County Election Department is authorized to canvass the

returns of the Regular Municipal Election.

SECTION 6. The City Clerk shall certify the passage and adoption of this

resolution and enter into the original book ofresolutions.

SECTION 7. This Resolution is exempt from the California Environmental

Quality Act (Public Resources Code §§ 21000 et seq., "CEQA," and 14 Cal. Code Reg.

§§ 15000 et seq., "CEQA Guidelines"). The transactions and use tax to be submitted to

the voters is a general tax that can be used for any legitimate governmental purpose; it is

not a commitment to any particular action. As such, under CEQA Guidelines section

15378(b)(4), the tax is not a project within the meaning of CEQA because it creates a

government funding mechanism that does not involve any commitment to any specific

project that may result in a potentially significant physical impact on the environment. If

revenue from the tax were used for a purpose that would have either such effect, the city

would undertake the required CEQA review for that particular project. Therefore, under

CEQA Guidelines section 15060 review under CEQA is not required
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 9th day of July, 2013, by Councilmember Geer, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Lopez, was

upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilrnembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORl'vi:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

ATTEST:

BY:~~+¥I!~~~~~~~jl~·~=-~~~__
SUS . P\. ALCALA WOOD, City Attorney
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Attachment "A"

ORDINANCE NO. -C.S.

AN ORDINANCE ADDING ARTICLE 11 TO CHAPTER 2 OF
TITLE 8 OF THE MODESTO MUNICIPAL CODE
RELATING TO TRANSACTION AND USE TAX

The Council of the City of Modesto do ordain as follows:

SECTION 1. AMENDMENT OF CODE. Article 11 is hereby added to

Chapter 2 of Title 8 of the Modesto Municipal Code to read as follows:

ARTICLE 11. TRANSACTION AND USE TAX.

8-2.1101. TITLE.

This ordinance shall be known as the Modesto Transactions and Use Tax
Ordinance. The City of Modesto hereinafter shall be called "City." This
ordinance shall be applicable in the incorporated territory of the City.

8-2-1102. OPERATIVE DATE.

"Operative date" means the first day of the first calendar quarter
commencing more than 110 days after the adoption of this ordinance, the
date of such adoption being as set forth below.

8-2-1103. PURPOSE.

This ordinance is adopted to achieve the following, among other purposes,
and directs that the provisions hereof be interpreted in order to accomplish
those purposes:

(a) To impose a retail transactions and use tax in accordance with the
provisions of Part 1.6 (commencing with Section 7251) of Division 2
of the Revenue and Taxation Code and Section 7285.9 of Part 1.7
of Division 2 which authorizes the City to adopt this tax ordinance
which shall be operative if a majority of the electors voting on the
measure vote to approve the imposition of the tax at an election
called for that purpose.

(b) To adopt a retail transactions and use tax ordinance that
incorporates provisions identical to those of the Sales and Use Tax
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Law of the State of California insofar as those provisions are not
inconsistent with the requirements and limitations contained in Part
1.6 of Division 2 of the Revenue and Taxation Code.

(c) To adopt a retail transactions and use tax ordinance that imposes a
tax and provides a measure therefor that can be administered and
collected by the State Board of Equalization in a manner that
adapts itself as fully as practicable to, and requires the least
possible deviation from, the existing statutory and administrative
procedures followed by the State Board of Equalization in
administering and collecting the California State Sales and Use
Taxes.

(d) To adopt a retail transactions and use tax ordinance that can be
administered in a manner that will be, to the greatest degree
possible, consistent with the provisions of Part 1.6 of Division 2 of
the Revenue and Taxation Code, minimize the cost of collecting the
transactions and use taxes, and at the same time, minimize the
burden of record keeping upon persons subject to taxation under
the provisions of this ordinance.

8-2.1104. CONTRACT WITH STATE.

Prior to the operative date, the City shall contract with the State Board of
Equalization to perform all functions incident to the administration and
operation of this transactions and use tax ordinance; provided, that if the
City shall not have contracted with the State Board of Equalization prior to
the operative date, it shall nevertheless so contract and in such a case the
operative date shall be the first day of the first calendar quarter following
the execution of such a contract.

8-2.1105. TRANSACTIONS TAX RATE.

For the privilege of selling tangible personal property at retail, a tax is
hereby imposed upon all retailers in the incorporated territory of the City at
the rate of one percent (1.0%) of the gross receipts of any retailer from the
sale of all tangible personal property sold at retail in said territory on and
after the operative date of this ordinance.

8-2.1106. PLACE OF SALE.

For the purposes of this ordinance, all retail sales are consummated at the
place of business of the retailer unless the tangible personal property sold
is delivered by the retailer or his agent to an out-of-state destination or to a
common carrier for delivery to an out-of-state destination. The gross
receipts from such sales shall include delivery charges, when such
charges are subject to the state sales and use tax, regardless of the place
to which delivery is made. In the event a retailer has no permanent place
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of business in the State or has more than one place of business, the place
or places at which the retail sales are consummated shall be determined
under rules and regulations to be prescribed and adopted by the State
Board of Equalization.

8-2.1107. USE TAX RATE.

An excise tax is hereby imposed on the storage, use or other consumption
in the City of tangible personal property purchased from any retailer on
and after the operative date of this ordinance for storage, use or other
consumption in said territory at the rate of one percent (1.0%) of the sales
price of the property. The sales price shall include delivery charges when
such charges are subject to state sales or use tax regardless of the place
to which delivery is made.

8-2.1108. ADOPTION OF PROVISIONS OF STATE LAW.

Except as otherwise provided in this ordinance and except insofar as they
are inconsistent with the provisions of Part 1.6 of Division 2 of the
Revenue and Taxation Code, all ofthe provisions of Part 1 (commencing
with Section 6001) of Division 2 ofthe Revenue and Taxation Code are
hereby adopted and made a part of this ordinance as though fully set forth
herein.

8-2.1109. LIMITATIONS ON ADOPTION OF STATE LAW AND
COLLECTION OF USE TAXES.

In adopting the provisions of Part 1 of Division 2 of the Revenue and
Taxation Code:

(a) Wherever the State of California is named or referred to as the
taxing agency, the name ofthis City shall be substituted therefor.
However, the substitution shall not be made when:

(1) The word "State" is used as a part of the title of the State
Controller, State Treasurer, State Board of Control, State
Board of Equalization, State Treasury, or the Constitution of
the State of California;

(2) The result of that substitution would require action to be
taken by or against this City or any agency, officer, or
employee thereof rather than by or against the State Board
of Equalization, in performing the functions incident to the
administration or operation of this Ordinance.
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(3) In those sections, including, but not necessarily limited to
sections referring to the exterior boundaries of the State of
California, where the result of the substitution would be to:

(i) Provide an exemption from this tax with respect to
certain sales, storage, use or other consumption of
tangible personal property which would not otherwise
be exempt from this tax while such sales, storage,
use or other consumption remain subject to tax by the
State under the proviSions of Part 1 of Division 2 of
the Revenue and Taxation Code, or;

(ii) Impose this tax with respect to certain sales, storage,
use or other consumption of tangible personal
property which would not be subject to tax by the
state under the said provision of that code.

(4) In Sections 6701, 6702 (except in the last sentence thereof),
6711,6715,6737,6797 or 6828 ofthe Revenue and
Taxation Code.

(b) The word "City" shall be substituted for the word "State" in the
phrase "retailer engaged in business in this State" in Section 6203
and in the definition of that phrase in Section 6203.

8-2.1110. PERMIT NOT REQUIRED.

If a seller's permit has been issued to a retailer under Section 6067 of the
Revenue and Taxation Code, an additional transactor's permit shall not be
required by this ordinance.

8-2.1111. EXEMPTIONS AND EXCLUSIONS.

(a) There shall be excluded from the measure of the transactions tax
and the use tax the amount of any sales tax or use tax imposed by
the State of California or by any city, city and county, or county
pursuant to the Bradley-Burns Uniform local Sales and Use Tax
law or the amount of any state-administered transactions or use
tax.

(b) There are exempted from the computation ofthe amount of
transactions tax the gross receipts from:

(1) Sales of tangible personal property, other than fuel or
petroleum products, to operators of aircraft to be used or
consumed principally outside the County in which the sale is
made and directly and exclusively in the use of such aircraft
as common carriers of persons or property under the
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authority of the laws of this State, the United States, or any
foreign government.

(2) Sales of property to be used outside the City which is
shipped to a point outside the City, pursuant to the contract
of sale, by delivery to such point by the retailer or his agent,
or by delivery by the retailer to a carrier for shipment to a
consignee at such point For the purposes of this paragraph,
delivery to a point outside the City shall be satisfied:

(i) With respect to vehicles (other than commercial
vehicles) subject to registration pursuant to Chapter 1
(commencing with Section 4000) of Division 3 of the
Vehicle Code, aircraft licensed in compliance with
Section 21411 of the Public Utilities Code, and
undocumented vessels registered under Chapter 2 of
Division 3.5 (commencing with Section 9840) of the
Vehicle Code by registration to an out-of-City address
and by a declaration under penalty of perjury, signed
by the buyer, stating that such address is, in fact, his
or her principal place of residence; and

(ii) With respect to commercial vehicles, by registration to
a place of business out-of-City and declaration under
penalty of perjury, signed by the buyer, that the
vehicle will be operated from that address.

(3) The sale of tangible personal property if the seller is
obligated to furnish the property for a fixed price pursuant to
a contract entered into prior to the operative date of this
ordinance.

(4) A lease oftangible personal property which is a continuing
sale of such property, for any period of time for which the
lessor is obligated to lease the property for an amount fixed
by the lease prior to the operative date of this ordinance.

(5) For the purposes of subsections (3) and (4) of this section,
the sale or lease of tangible personal property shall be
deemed not to be obligated pursuant to a contract or lease
for any period of time for which any party to the contract or
lease has the unconditional right to terminate the contract or
lease upon notice, whether or not such right is exercised.

(c) There are exempted from the use tax imposed by this ordinance,
the storage, use or other consumption in this City of tangible
personal property:
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(1) The gross receipts from the sale of which have been subject
to a transactions tax under any state-administered
transactions and use tax ordinance.

(2) Other than fuel or petroleum products purchased by
operators of aircraft and used or consumed by such
operators directly and exclusively in the use of such aircraft
as common carriers of persons or property for hire or
compensation under a certificate of public convenience and
necessity issued pursuant to the laws of this State, the
United States, or any foreign govemment. This exemption is
in addition to the exemptions provided in Sections 6366 and
6366.1 of the Revenue and Taxation Code of the State of
California.

(3) If the purchaser is obligated to purchase the property for a
fixed price pursuant to a contract entered into prior to the
operative date of this ordinance.

(4) If the possession of, or the exercise of any right or power
over, the tangible personal property arises under a lease
which is a continuing purchase of such property for any
period of time for which the lessee is obligated to lease the
property for an amount fixed by a lease prior to the operative
date of this ordinance.

(5) For the purposes of subsections (3) and (4) of this section,
storage, use, or other consumption, or possession of, or
exercise of any right or power over, tangible personal
property shall be deemed not to be obligated pursuant to a
contract or lease for any period of time for which any party to
the contract or lease has the unconditional right to terminate
the contract or lease upon notice, whether or not such right
is exercised.

(6) Except as provided in subparagraph (7), a retailer engaged
in business in the City shall not be required to collect use tax
from the purchaser of tangible personal property, unless the
retailer ships or delivers the property into the City or
participates within the City in making the sale of the property,
including, but not limited to, soliciting or receiving the order,
either directly or indirectly, at a place of business of the
retailer in the City or through any representative, agent,
canvasser, solicitor, subsidiary, or person in the City under
the authority of the retailer.
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(7) "A retailer engaged in business in the City" shall also include
any retailer of any of the following: vehicles subject to
registration pursuant to Chapter 1 (commencing with Section
4000) of Division 3 of the Vehicle Code, aircraft licensed in
compliance with Section 21411 of the Public Utilities Code,
or undocumented vessels registered under Chapter 2 of
Division 3.5 (commencing with Section 9840) of the Vehicle
Code. That retailer shall be required to collect use tax from
any purchaser who registers or licenses the vehicle, vessel,
or aircraft at an address in the City.

(d) Any person subject to use tax under this ordinance may credit
against that tax any transactions tax or reimbursement for
transactions tax paid to a district imposing, or retailer liable for a
transactions tax pursuant to Part 1.6 of Division 2 of the Revenue
and Taxation Code with respect to the sale to the person of the
property the storage, use or other consumption of which is subject
to the use tax.

8-2.1112. AMENDMENTS TO STATE LAW.

All amendments subsequent to the effective date of this ordinance to Part
1 of Division 2 of the Revenue and Taxation Code relating to sales and
use taxes and which are not inconsistent with Part 1.6 and Part 1.7 of
Division 2 of the Revenue and Taxation Code, and all amendments to Part
1.6 and Part 1.7 of Division 2 of the Revenue and Taxation Code, shall
automatically become a part of this ordinance, provided however, that no
such amendment shall operate so as to affect the rate of tax imposed by
this ordinance.

8-2.1113. ENJOINING COLLECTION FORBIDDEN.

No injunction or writ of mandate or other legal or equitable process shall
issue in any suit, action or proceeding in any court against the State or the
City, or against any officer of the State or the City, to prevent or enjoin the
collection under this ordinance, or Part 1.6 of Division 2 of the Revenue
and Taxation Code, of any tax or any amount of tax required to be
collected.

8-2.1114. REFUNDS AND CREDITS; SUITS AND LEGAL
PROCEEDINGS.

(a) Refunds of and credits for any tax paid pursuant to this article may
be made only as provided for in Part 1 (commencing with Section
6001) of Division 2 of the Revenue and Taxation Code.
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(b) Suits and proceedings for the recovery of any amount alleged to
have been erroneously or illegally determined or collected pursuant
to this article may be maintained in any court only as provided for in
Part 1 (commencing with Section 6001) of Division 2 of the
Revenue and Taxation Code. A judgment shall not be rendered in
favor of the plaintiff in any action brought against the State Board of
Equalization to recover any amount paid when the action is brought
by or in the name of an assignee of the person paying the amount
or by any person other than the person who paid the amount.

8-2.1115. TERMINATION DATE.

The authority to levy the tax imposed by this ordinance shall expire on the
6th anniversary of the operative date, unless extended by a majority vote
of the voters of the City.

8-2.1116. AUTOMATIC REDUCTION IN AMOUNT OF TAX IMPOSED
BY THIS ORDINANCE.

In the event that the County enacts a countywide tax for road purposes of
one-half percent (.5%) or more, the tax imposed by this ordinance will be
reduced from one percent (1%) to one-half (.5%) percent. The reduction
will be operative on the first April 1 that falls at least11 0 days after the
County's election on the tax.

8-2.1117. OVERSIGHT COMMITTEE.

(a) A Citizens' Oversight Committee will be established to oversee
expenditures of the revenues received by the City from the
transactions and use taxes imposed pursuant to this ordinance, and
to insure that tax revenues are spent by the City in a manner
consistent with the voter approved measure adopting this ordinance
as well as any voter approved or council approved priorities
adopted to implement the provisions of this ordinance.

(b) Appointment and tenure of committee members.

(1) The Citizens' Oversight Committee shall consist of eleven
members appointed by the City Council as follows. Each
councilmember shall appoint one member. The four at-large
members shall be appointed by a majority vote of the City
Council and shall represent any four of the following groups:
(i) a non-profit association whose principal mission is
business development in Modesto; (ii) a bona fide member
of a recognized taxpayer's association; (iii) a non-partisan
group such as the League of Women Voters; (iv) an
educational organization; (v) a neighborhood watch or
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association representative; (iv) a senior citizen advocate;
(vii) a fire safety representative; (viii) a police representative;
and (ix) the Chair of the Modesto City Council Finance
Committee_

(2) Six members of the Citizens' Oversight Committee shall
constitute a quorum. The City Manager shall appoint an ex­
officio staff person to serve as the secretary and custodian of
records who shall not have a vote. All other processes of
appointment shall be determined by resolution of the City
Council.

(3) Upon their appointment and during their incumbency,
members of the committee shall be and remain residents of
the City_ Should a member cease to be a City resident, that
office shall be deemed vacant and the term of such member
terminated_ The secretary shall notify the City Council and
City Manager of such termination as soon as administratively
possible.

(4) The four at-large members ofthe committee shall serve at
the pleasure of the City Council and may be removed by a
majority vote of the City Council at any time

(5) Should a member of the committee fail to attend three
consecutive meetings, unless excused for cause by the
chairperson, that member's office shall be deemed vacant
and the member's term ended. The committee secretary
shall immediately notify the City Council and City Clerk of
such termination_

(c) Terms of office.

Of the members of the committee first appointed, the seven
individual councilmember-appointed members shall be appointed
for terms of two years each, and the four at-large members shall be
appointed for terms of one year each. Any member may be re­
appointed
for an additional one-year term by either that member's appointing
councilmember or by a majority vote of the City Council, in the
same manner as he or she was originally appointed. The
secretary's term shall be designated by the City Manager except
where the office has been deemed vacant by a change of residency
or unexcused absences, all members shall serve until a successor
is appointed and qualified.
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(d) Organization.

(1) The Chair of the Modesto City Council Finance Committee
shall serve as the Chair of the Citizens' Oversight
Committee. Each January, the committee shall annually
organize and elect a chairperson and vice-chairperson from
its membership for a one-year term. In the chairperson's or
vice-chairperson's absence or disability, the committee may
designate a chairperson or vice-chairperson pro tempore.

(2) Regular meetings shall be held on the day and time
established by resolution of the committee as amended from
time to time.

(3) The committee may call special meetings and may also
adopt meeting procedures and other reasonable rules and
regulations for conducting business. Minutes shall be kept of
all meetings and the secretary shall deliver copies of minutes
to the City Manager and City Clerk for filing and distribution
to City Council members.

(e) Duties.

(1) The committee is charged with the following responsibilities:

(i) at least semi-annually, reviewing all appropriations of
revenues received by the City from the transactions
and use taxes imposed pursuant to the provisions
of this ordinance to determine whether such funds
are to be used as provided for in this ordinance and
in accordance with any City-declared spending
priorities;

(ii) annually, reviewing the audit prepared by an the
independent auditor retained by the City to perform
the City's Comprehensive Annual Financial Report
to determine whether such funds have been spent
as provided for in this ordinance;

(iii) annually, prepare and issue the committees own
annual report setting forth their findings in regard to
the foregoing.

(f) The committee shall confine itself specifically to funds received by
the city from the transactions and use taxes imposed pursuant to
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the provisions of this ordinance. City revenues and funds generated
through other sources are outside the scope of the committee.

(g) In order to preserve the integrity and independence of the oversight
process, committee members will not playa formal role in
contracting, project management, construction, or any other aspect
of the public safety funding. In addition, the committee is not
charged with decision-making on spending priorities, construction
schedules, project details, funding source decisions (e.g. leveraged
funds, developer fees, etc.), financing plans, tax rate assumptions,
or selection of consultants, design and construction firms.

SECTION 2. USE OF TAX REVENUE. The tax authorized by this

ordinance is a general tax. The City may use the revenue from the tax for any general

govemmental purpose, including without limitation those spending priorities adopted by

Resolution of the City Counsel

SECTION 3. CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT

The approval of this Ordinance is exempt from the California

Environmental Quality Act (Public Resources Code §§ 21000 et seq., ("CEQA,") and 14

Cal. Code Reg. §§ 15000 et seq., "CEQA Guidelines"). This Ordinance authorizes a

general transactions and use tax, revenue from which can be used for any legitimate

govemmental purpose; it is not a commitment to any particular action. As such, under

CEQA Guidelines section 15378(b)(4), the Ordinance is not a project within the

meaning of CEQA because it creates a government funding mechanism that does not

involve any commitment to any specific project that may result in a potentially significant

physical impact on the environment. If revenue from the tax were used for a purpose

that would have either such effect, the city would undertake the required CEQA review

for that particular project. Therefore, pursuant to CEQA Guidelines section 15060,

CEQA analysis is not required.
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SECTION 4. SEVERABILITY. If any provision of this ordinance or the

application thereof to any person or circumstance is held invalid by a court of competent

jurisdiction, the remainder of the ordinance and the application of such provision to

other persons or circumstances shall not be affected thereby. The voters of the City of

Modesto hereby declare that they would have adopted each and every provision of this

ordinance regardless of the invalidity of any other provision.

SECTION 5. EFFECTIVE DATE. If this ordinance is approved by a

majority of the voters voting on the issue at the November 5, 2013 election, pursuant to

Elections Code Section 9217, this ordinance shall become effective ten (10) days after

the Council declares the results of the election, and the tax shall become operative on

the "operative date," as defined in Section 1 of this ordinance.

SECTION 6. PUBLICATION. At least two (2) days prior to its final

adoption, copies of this ordinance shall be posted in at least three (3) prominent and

distinct locations in the City; and a notice shall be published once in The Modesto Bee,

the official newspaper of the City of Modesto, setting forth the title of this ordinance, the

date of its introduction and the places where this ordinance is posted.
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The foregoing ordinance was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of the City

of Modesto held on the _____ day of ________, 2013, by

Councilmember ______, who moved its introduction and passage to print,

which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember _______, was upon

roll call carried and ordered printed and published by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

APPROVED:__________________________

ATTEST:

By____________~------­
STEPHANIE LOPEZ, City Clerk

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:
,fj

" / .
~~BySUSA«~~OOD, City Attorney
V
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-265

RESOLUTION DIRECTING THE CITY CLERK TO TRANSMIT A COPY OF
THE BALLOT MEASURE ENTITLED "CITY OF MODESTO PUBLIC
SAFETYIESSENTIAL SERVICES" TO THE CITY ATTORNEY FOR THE
PURPOSE OF PREPARING AN IMPARTIAL ANALYSIS OF SAID MEASURE

WHEREAS, the Modesto City Council has directed the City Clerk to submit to

the voters at the next regular municipal election to be held on November 5, 2013, a

measure seeking approval of a ballot measure entitled "City of Modesto Public

SafetylEssential Services".

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that the City Clerk of the City of Modesto is hereby directed pursuant to California

Elections Code Section 9280 to transmit a copy of said measure to the City Attorney,

who is hereby directed to prepare an impartial analysis ofthe measure showing the effect

of the measure on existing law and the operation of the measure.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 9th day of July, 2013, by Councilmember Geer, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councihnember Lopez, was

upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Couneilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

ATTEST:~~
STEPHAN LOPEZ, CIty Clerk

SUS ALCALA WOOD, City Attorney
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AMENDED DUE TO CLERICAL ERROR

MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-266

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE MEMBERS OF THE CITY COUNCIL, OR
ANY OF THEM, TO FILE WRITTEN ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR OF OR IN
OPPOSITION TO THE BALLOT MEASURE ENTITLED "CITY OF MODESTO
PUBLIC SAFETYIESSENTIAL SERVICES"

WHEREAS, the Modesto City Council has directed the City Clerk to submit to

the voters at the next regular municipal election to be held on November 5, 2013, a ballot

measure entitled "City of Modesto Public Safety/Essential Services".

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that pursuant to California Elections Code Sections 9282 and 9285, the Mayor is hereby

authorized to prepare and file a written argument in favor of the proposed ordinance, not

to exceed 300 words, on behalfof the City CounciL At the Mayor's discretion, the

argument may be signed by up to five representatives of bona fide associations or

individual voters who are eligible to vote. In the event that an argument is filed against

the measure, the Mayor is also authorized to prepare and file a rebuttal argument on

behalf of the City Council, which may be signed by up to five representatives ofbona

fide associations or individual voters who are eligible to vote.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 9th day of July, 2013, by Councilmember Geer, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Lopez, was

upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

ATTEST:~~
STEPHANIE LOPEZ, City Clerk

(SEAL)

SUSA ALCALA WOOD, City Attorney
!
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013·267

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE ISSUANCE OF CITY OF MODESTO
COMMUNITY FACILITIES DISTRICT NO. 2004·1 (VILLAGE ONE #2) 2013
SPECIAL TAX REFUNDING BONDS, IN AN AGGREGATE PRINCIPAL
AMOUNT OF NOT TO EXCEED $34,000,000, AUTHORIZING THE
EXECUTION AND DELIVERY OF AN INDENTURE, A BOND PURCHASE
AGREEMENT, A CONTINUING DISCLOSURE AGREEMENT AND AN
ESCROW AGREEMENT, AUTHORIZING THE DISTRIBUTION OF AN
OFFICIAL STATEMENT IN CONNECTION THEREWITH AND
AUTHORIZING THE EXECUTION OF NECESSARY DOCUMENTS AND
CERTIFICATES AND RELATED ACTIONS

WHEREAS, the City Council (the "City Council") of the City of Modesto (the

"City") has formed the City ofModesto Community Facilities District No. 2004·1

(Village One #2) (the "Community Facilities District") under the provisions of the Mello·

Roos Community Facilities Act of 1982 (the "Act");

WHEREAS, the Community Facilities District is authorized under the Act to levy

special taxes (the "Special Taxes") to pay for the costs of certain public facilities (the

"Facilities") and to issue bonds payable from the Special Taxes;

WHEREAS, in order to provide funds to finance certain of the Facilities, the

Community Facilities District previously issued its City of Modesto Community

Facilities District No. 2004-1 (Village One #2) Special Tax Bonds, Series 2006 (the

"Prior Bonds"), in the aggregate principal amount of$31,085,000;

WHEREAS, the Community Facilities District is authorized under the Act to

issue bonds payable from the Special Taxes in order to refund the Prior Bonds;

WHEREAS, the Community Facilities District desires to refund the Prior Bonds;

WHEREAS, in order to provide a portion of the moneys required to refund the

Prior Bonds, the Community Facilities District proposes to issue its City ofModesto
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Community Facilities District No. 2004-1 (Village One #2) 2013 Special Tax Refunding

Bonds (the "Series 2013 Bonds"), in the aggregate principal amount of not to exceed

$34,000,000;

WHEREAS, in order to provide for the authentication and delivery of the Series

2013 Bonds, to establish and declare the terms and conditions upon which the Series

2013 Bonds are to be issued and secured and to secure the payment of the principal

thereof, premium, if any, and interest thereon, the Community Facilities District proposes

to enter into an Indenture with The Bank ofNew York Mellon Trust Company, N.A., as

trustee (the "Trustee") (such Indenture, in the form presented to this meeting, with such

changes, insertions and omissions as are made pursuant to this Resolution, being referred

to herein as the "Indenture");

WHEREAS, De La Rosa & Co. (the "Underwriter"), has presented the

Community Facilities District with a proposal, in the form of a Bond Purchase

Agrecment, to purchase the Series 2013 Bonds from the Community Facilities District

(such Bond Purchase Agreement, in the form presented to this meeting, with such

changes, insertions and omissions as are made pursuant to this Resolution, being referred

to herein as the "Purchase Agreement");

WHEREAS, Rule lSc2~12 promulgated under the Securities Exchange Act of

1934 ("Rule lSc2-12") requires that, in order to be able to purchase or sell the Series

2013 Bonds, the underwriter thereofmust have reasonably determined that the

Community Facilities District has, or one or more appropriate obligated persons have,

undertaken in a written agreement or contract for the benefit of the holders of the Series
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2013 Bonds to provide disclosure of certain financial information and certain material

events on an ongoing basis;

WHEREAS, in order to cause such requirement to be satisfied, the Community

Facilities District desires to enter into a Continuing Disclosure Agreement with the

Goodwin Consulting Group, Inc., as dissemination agent (such Continuing Disclosure

Agreement, in the form presented to this meeting, with such changes, insertions and

omissions as are made pursuant to this Resolution, being referred to herein as the

"Continuing Disclosure Agreement");

WHEREAS, a form ofthe Preliminary Official Statement to be distributed in

connection with the public offering of the Series 2013 Bonds has been prepared (such

Preliminary Official Statement, in the form presented to this meeting, with such changes,

insertions and omissions as are made pursuant to this Resolution, being referred to herein

as the "Preliminary Oflicial Statement");

WHEREAS, in order to provide for the redemption of the Prior Bonds, the

Community Facilities District desires to enter into an Escrow Agreement, by and between

the Community Facilities District and The Bank ofNew York Mellon Trust Company,

N.A., as Escrow Bank (the "Escrow Agreement");

WHEREAS, there have been prepared and submitted to this meeting forms of:

(a) the Indenture;

(b) the Purchase Agreement;

(c) the Continuing Disclosure Agreement;

(d) the Preliminary Official Statement; and

(e) the Escrow Agreement;
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WHEREAS, the Community Facilities District desires to proceed to issue and sell

the Series 2013 Bonds and to authorize the execution of such documents and the

perfonnance of such acts as may be necessary or desirable to effect the offering, sale and

issuance of the Series 2013 Bonds; and

WHEREAS, the City Council is the legislative body of the Community Facilities

District;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

acting as the legislative body of City of Modesto Community Facilities District No. 2004·

I (Village One #2), does hereby resolve, detennine, and order as follows:

Section 1. The foregoing recitals are true and correct, and the City Council so

finds and detennines.

Section 2. Subject to the provisions of Section 3 hereof, the issuance of the

Series 2013 Bonds, in an aggregate principal amount of not to exceed $34,000,000, on

the tenns and conditions set forth in, and subject to the limitations specified in, the

Indenture, be and the same is hereby authorized and approved. The Series 2013 Bonds

shall be dated, shall bear interest at the rates, shall mature on the dates, shall be subject to

call and redemption, shall be issued in the fonn and shall be as otherwise provided in the

Indenture, as the same shall be completed as provided in this Resolution.

Section 3. The refunding of the Prior Bonds is hereby approved. Such

refunding shall be accomplished by paying the interest due and payable on the Prior

Bonds to and including September I, 2013 and redeeming the Prior Bonds on September

1,2013 by paying the redemption price thereof. In accordance with Section 53363.8 of
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the Act, the Legislative Body hereby designates the following costs and expenses as the

"designated costs of issuing the Bonds:"

(i) all expenses incident to the calling, retiring, or paying ofthe Prior

Bonds and incident to the issuance ofthe Series 2013 Bonds, including the

charges ofany agent in connection with the issuance of the Series 2013 Bonds or

in connection with the redemption or retirement of the Prior Bonds;

(ii) the interest upon the Prior Bonds from the date of sale of the Series

2013 Bonds to the date upon which the Prior Bonds will be paid pursuant to call;

and

(iii) any premium necessary in the calling or retiring ofthe Prior

Bonds.

Section 4. The Indenture, in substantially the form submitted to this meeting

and made a part hereof as though set forth herein, be and the same is hereby approved.

Each of the Mayor of the City, and such other member of the City Council as the Mayor

may designate, the City Manager of the City and the Director of Finance of the City, and

such other officer or employee of the City as the City Manager may designate (the

"Authorized Officers") is hereby authorized, and anyone of the Authorized Officers is

hereby directed, for and in the name ofthe Community Facilities District, to execute and

deliver the Indenture in the form submitted to this meeting, with such changes, insertions

and omissions as the Authorized Officer executing the same may require or approve, such

requirement or approval to be conclusively evidenced by the execution ofthe Indenture

by such Authorized Officer; provided, however, that such changes, insertions and

omissions shall not authorize an aggregate principal amount of Series 2013 Bonds in
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excess of $34,000,0000, shall not result in a final maturity date of beyond the last

maturity date of the Prior Bonds and shall not result in a true interest cost for the Series

2013 Bonds in excess of the true interest cost of the Prior Bonds.

Section 5. The Purchase Agreement, in substantially the form submitted to this

meeting and made a part hereof as though set forth in full herein, be and the same is

hereby approved. Each of the Authorized Officers is hereby authorized, and anyone of

the Authorized Officers is hereby directed, for and in the name ofthe Community

Facilities District, to execute and deliver the Purchase Agreement in the form presented

to this meeting, with such changes, insertions and omissions as the Authorized Officer

executing the same may require or approve, such requirement or approval to be

conclusively evidenced by the execution of the Purchase Agreement by such Authorized

Officer; provided, however, that such changes, insertions and omissions shall not result in

an aggregate underwriter's discount (not including any original issue discount) from the

principal amount of the Series 2013 Bonds in excess of 1.0% of the aggregate principal

amount of the Series 2013 Bonds. The City Council hereby finds and determines that the

sale of the Series 2013 Bonds at negotiated sale as contemplated by the Purchase

Agreement will result in a lower overall cost.

Section 6. The Continuing Disclosure Agreement, in substantially the form

submitted to this meeting and made a part hereof as though set forth in full herein, be and

the same is hereby approved. Each of the Authorized Officers is hereby authorized, and

anyone ofthe Authorized Officers is hereby directed, for and in the name ofthe

Community Facilities District, to execute and deliver the Continuing Disclosure

Agreement in the form presented to this meeting, with such changes, insertions and
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omissions as the Authorized Officer executing the same may require or approve, such

requirement or approval to be conclusively evidenced by the execution ofthe Continuing

Disclosure Agreement by such Authorized Officer.

Section 7. The Preliminary Official Statement, in substantially the form presented

to this meeting and made a part hereof as though set forth in full herein, with such

changes, insertions and omissions therein as may be approved by an Authorized Officer,

be and the same is hereby approved, and the use of the Preliminary Official Statement in

connection with the offering and sale of the Series 2013 Bonds is hereby authorized and

approved. The Authorized Officers are each hereby authorized to certify on behalfof the

Community Facilities District that the Preliminary Official Statement is deemed final as

of its date, within the meaning of Rule ISc2-12 (except for the omission of certain final

pricing, rating and related information as permitted by Rule ISc2-12).

Section 8. The preparation and delivery ofa final Official Statement (the

"Official Statement"), and its use in connection with the offering and sale of the Series

2013 Bonds, be and the same is hereby authorized and approved. The Official Statement

shall be in substantially the form of the Preliminary Official Statement, with such

changes, insertions and omissions as may be approved by an Authorized Officer, such

approval to he conclusively evidenced by the execution and delivery thereof. Each ofthe

Authorized Officers is hereby authorized, and anyone of the Authorized Officers is

hereby directed, for and in the name of the Community Facilities District, to execute the

final Official Statement and any amendment or supplement thereto.

Section 9. The Escrow Agreement, in substantially the form submitted to this

meeting and made a part hereof as though set forth in full herein, be and the same is hereby
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approved. Each ofthe Authorized Officers is hereby authorized, and anyone of the

Authorized Officers is hereby directed, for and in the name ofthe Community Facilities

District, to execute and deliver the Escrow Agreement in the form presented to this meeting,

with such changes, insertions and omissions as the Authorized Officer executing the same

may require or approve, such requirement or approval to be conclusively evidenced by the

execution ofthe Escrow Agreement by such Authorized Officer.

Section 10. The Authorized Officers and the officers and employees of the

City are, and each of them is, hereby authorized and directed, for and in the name of the

Community Facilities District to do any and all things and to execute and deliver any and

all documents which they or any of them deem necessary or advisable in order to

consummate the transactions contemplated by this Resolution and otherwise to carry out,

give effect to and comply with the terms and intent of this Resolution.

Section 11. All actions heretofore taken by the officers and employees of the City

with respect to the issuance and sale of the Series 2013 Bonds, or in connection with or

related to any ofthe agreements or documents referred to herein, are hereby approved,

confirmed and ratified.

Section 12. This Resolution shall take effect immediately upon its adoption.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting ofthe Council of

the City of Modesto, acting as the legislative body of the City of Modesto Community

Facilities District No. 2004-1 (Village One #2), held on the 9th day ofJuly, 2013, by

Councilmember Cogdill, who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by

Councilmember Gunderson, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the

following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOTES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)
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Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

ATmST~~~
STEP -lANIE LOPEZ, City Clerk
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-268

A RESOLUTION DECLARING AS SURPLUS FROM JULY 1,2013 THROUGH
JUNE 30, 2014 THE FOLLOWING ITEMS: RECOVERED STOLEN AND/OR
SEIZED PROPERTY ACCUMULATED BY THE POLICE DEPARTMENT,
PROPERTY ACCUMULATED BY THE CITY AND SURPLUS CITY VEHICLES
AND EQUIPMENT AND AUTHORIZING THE PURCHASING DIVISION TO
SELL SAME BY SEALED BID, CONSIGNMENT, PUBLIC AUCTION, ONLINE
AUCTION, ONLINE, AS SCRAP, OR DONATE TO AN ELIGIBLE NON­
PROFIT (SOlC3) ORGANIZATION IF THE ITEMS CANNOT BE SOLD

WHEREAS, Section 801(r) ofthe City Charter authorizes the City Manager to

sell obsolete, and unused or surplus personal property of the City with the approval of the

City Council, and

WHEREAS, the City's surplus items consist of: (1) excess property and scrap

accumulated by the City; and (2) surplus City vehicles and equipment, and (3) recovered

stolen and/or seized property accumulated by the Police Department and,

WHEREAS, the Purchasing Division will sell surplus property through a land

based auctioneer or through online through online auction companies, or directly online,

or through sealed bid and

WHEREAS, all revenues received are either deposited in the originating fund or

in the General Fund, and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City ofModesto

as follows:

SECTION 1. The City Council in accordance with Section 801(r) of the City Charter

hereby declares as surplus from July 1,2013, through June 30, 2014, the property items

set forth above.
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SECTION 2. The City Manager, or the Purchasing Manager, acting as the City

Manager's designated representative, are hereby anthorized and directed to sell same by

sealed bid, consignment, public auction, online auction, online or as scrap or to donate to

an eligible non-profit 501(c)(3) organization if the items cannot be sold.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 9th day of July, 2013, by Councilmember Muratore, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Lopez, was

upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

07/09f2013IFINlMAverellIItem 18

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

ATTEST:~~
STEPHANIE LOPEZ, City Clerk
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-269

RESOLUTION APPROVING AN AMENDMENT TO THE MEMORANDUM OF
UNDERSTANDING BETWEEN THE COUNTY OF STANISLAUS AND THE
CITY OF MODESTO RELATING TO CAPITAL COSTS AND DISPOSITION OF
THE FINCH ROAD ANIMAL SHELTER PROPERTY; AND AUTHORIZING
THE CITY MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO EXECUTE THE
AMENDMENT

WHEREAS, the City of Modesto first entered into an agreement on November

12,2009 with the County of Stanislaus relating to shelter capital costs and the disposition

of the Finch Road Animal Shelter, and

WHEREAS, on June 18, 2013, the Stanislaus County Board of Supervisors

approved a lease agreement with Wags and Whiskers Rescue for the reuse of the facility

for an initial term of three (3) years with a two (2) year renewal option, and

WHEREAS, the terms ofthe lease agreement call for the County and City of

Modesto to mutually contribute to the costs ofmajor systems maintenance in the amount

of$5,000 each annually ($10,000 aggregate annually) with any costs above $10,000 per

year to repair the major systems ofthe facility to be paid by the Lessor, and

WHEREAS, the City wishes to amend the November 12,2009 Memorandum of

Understanding with Stanislaus County to reflect the new terms.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves an Agreement to Amend the Memorandum of Understanding

Between the County of Stanislaus and the City of Modesto Relating to Shelter Capital

Costs and the Disposition of the Finch Road Animal Shelter. A copy of the Amendment

Agreement will be on file in the office ofthe City Clerk.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute the Amendment Agreement.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City ofModesto held on the 7'h day of August, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Gunderson,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

By:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

ATTEST: -f:-"""'-::-"''--I''-="':--::===- ·==-~7

SUSAN ALCALA WOOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-270

RESOLUTION APPROVING A WATER WILL SERVE LETTER FOR THE
PROPERTY LOCATED AT 4207 BANGS AVENUE, APN: (135-043-008) TO
CONNECT TO THE CITY OF MODESTO'S EXISTING WATER SYSTEM, AND
AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE TO SIGN THE
WILL SERVE LETTER

WHEREAS, on May 22,2012, the City Council approved a resolution number

2012-203, and

WHEREAS, it amended city ofModesto Municipal Code section 11-1.05 and

Council Policy 5.001 relating to water connection charges, and

WHEREAS, it required that the City Manager upon the recommendation of the

Director responsible for utility system planning to request City Council approval for all

extensions ofwater and sewer services into unincorporated areas, and

WHEREAS, the property located at 4207 Bangs Avenue, Modesto, is not

connected to City's water system, and

WHEREAS, this property is located outside Modesto City limits and outside the

City's Sphere ofInfluence, and

WHEREAS, this property is inside, contiguous to, or near the former service area

and the Del Este Water company, and

WHEREAS, City staff has completed an analysis and determined that it is

reasonable for the City of Modesto to extend water service to this property, and

WHEREAS, it has been determined that a sufficient quantity ofpotable water is

available for normal usage by the proposed development, and

WHEREAS, the water connection fees are paid and associated permits be

obtained prior to connecting to the City water system.
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NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves the Will Serve letter for a property located at 4207 Bangs Avenue

(APN 135-043-008) Modesto.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to approve the Will Serve letter.

The foregoing documents were introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 7th day of August, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Gunderson,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

By:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

ATTEST: 'udo
IE LOPEZ, CityClef~

ALCALA WOOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-271

RESOLUTION APPROVING AN OUTSIDE SERVICE AGREEMENT
BETWEEN THE CITY 0.1<' MODESTO AND 4207 BANGS AVENUE, LLC, A
CALIFORNIA LIMITED LIABILITY COMPANY, FOR WATER SERVICE FOR
THE PROPERTY LOCATED AT 4207 BANGS AVENUE, APN: (135-43-008)
AND AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO
EXCUTETHEAGREEMENT

WHEREAS, the property located at 4207 Bangs Avenue is not connected to

City's water system, and

WHEREAS, this property is located outside Modesto City limits, and outside the

City's Sphere ofInfluence, and

WHEREAS, this property is inside, contiguous to, or near the former service area

of the Del Este Water company, and

WHEREAS, City staff has completed an analysis and determined that it is

reasonable for the City of Modesto to extend water service to this property, and

WHEREAS, it has been determined that a sufficient quantity ofpotable water is

available for normal usage by the proposed development, and

WHEREAS, the water connection fees will be paid and associated permits be

obtained prior to beginning any on site construction, and

WHEREAS, that the property owner enters into an outside service agreement for

water with the City, as required for water service outside ofCity limits.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves the outside service agreement for the property located at 4207

Bangs Avenue, Modesto APN (135-043-008).
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BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute the agreement.

The foregoing documents were introduced at a regnlar meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 7th day of August, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Gunderson,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:
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Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

ATTEST: ~~~~~~~.~~'~-=~~
IE LOPEZ, City
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-272

A RESOLUTION ACCEPTING THE PUBLIC IMPROVEMENTS FOR THE
HOPE VILLAGE SUBDIVISION, LOCATED AT THE EASTERN END OF
HOUSER LANE, AUTHORIZING THE CITY CLERK TO FILE A NOTICE OF
COMPLETION, AND TO RELEASE SECURITIES UPON EXPIRATION OF
STATUTORY PERIODS

WHEREAS, HABITAT FOR HUMANITY., ("SUBDIVIDER"), is the

subdivider of the HOPE VILLAGE ("SUBDIVISION"), and

WHEREAS, said PUBLIC IMPROVEMENTS, have been completed to the

satisfaction ofthe Utility Planning and Projects Department, and

WHEREAS, the Construction Administration Office of the Public Works

Department has verified that all required PUBLIC IMPROVEMENTS for this project

have been satisfactorily completed and all inspection fees have paid, and

WHEREAS, the SUBDIVIDER will assume maintenance responsibilities of the

PRIVATE IMPROVEMENTS as described in the CC&R's, and

WHEREAS, the Public Works Department will assume maintenance

responsibilities upon acceptance ofthe PUBLIC IMPROVEMENTS as noted in the

offsite cost estimate, and

WHEREAS, pursuant to the Subdivision Agreement, SUBDIVIDER has filed a

Faithful Performance Bond in the amount of$349,212.45, and a Payment Bond in the

amount of $349,212.45, and

WHEREAS, pursuant to the Subdivision Agreement, SUBDIVIDER has filed a

Warranty Bond in the amount of $34,921.25, and
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WHEREAS, the Public Works Director, in a memorandum to Council, indicates

that all work required by the Subdivision Agreement, and the Agreement has been

completed to the satisfaction of the Public Works Department, and

WHEREAS, the Public Works Director has indicated that it would be in order for

the City Council to accept said PUBLIC IMPROVEMENTS and public improvements in

the SUBDIVISION as complete, authorize the City Clerk to file a Notice of Completion,

and to release the securities upon expiration ofthe statutory periods,

that:

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

1. The said PUBLIC IMPROVMENTS constructed by the SUBDIVISION are
hereby accepted, and the City Clerk is hereby authorized to file a Notice of
Completion.

2. The City Clerk is hereby authorized to release the Subdivision Faithful
Performance Bond in the amount of $349,212.45, upon recordation of the
Notice of Completion.

3. The City Clerk is hereby authorized to release the Faithful Performance Bond
in the amount of$349,212.45, upon recordation of the Notice ofCompletion.

4. The City Clerk is hereby authorized to release the Warranty Bonds in the
amount of$34,921.25 one year and one day after the effective date of this
resolution, provided no claim is made thereon.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 7'h day of August, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Gunderson,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:
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Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Mayor Marsh

None

Muratore

ATTEST:
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-273

RESOLUTION AMENDING AN AGREEMENT RELATED TO RELOCATION
OF ELECTRIC UTILITY POLES WITH MODESTO IRRIGATION DISTRICT
IN THE AMOUNT OF $116,000.00 FOR THE RELOCATION OF MODESTO
IRRIGATION DISTRICT FACILITIES LOCATED WITHIN THE LIMITS OF
THE STATE ROUTE 991 PELANDALE AVENUE INTERCHANGE
RECONSTRUCTION PROJECT AND AUTHORIZE THE CITY MANAGER, OR
HIS DESGNEE, TO EXECUTE THE AMENDMENT

WHEREAS, the State Route 99IPeiandaie Interchange improvement project is a

Caltrans project to address the traffic congestion problem at Pelandale Avenue and

Highway 99 Interchange, and

WHEREAS, an initial study with Mitigated Negative Declaration document

(SCH#20090nOI2) was approved by California Department of Transportation on

September 28,2009, and

WHEREAS, the relocation of Modesto Irrigation District facilities is required for

the construction of the State Route 99IPeiandaie Avenue Interchange Reconstruction

Project, and

WHEREAS, the City of Modesto requires an Agreement Related to the

Relocation of Electric facilities for the relocation of Modesto Irrigation District facilities,

and

WHEREAS, on March 27, 2012 City Council approved an Agreement Related to

the Relocation of Electric Utility Poles with Modesto Irrigation District for the relocation

of Modesto Irrigation District facilities at an estimated cost of$112,000, and

WHEREAS, scope of work to be performed by Modesto Irrigation District has

been reduced due to phasing ofconstruction improvements, and
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WHEREAS, Modesto Irrigation District provided a revised C.O.M. Pelandale

Bridge Customer Requirements plan with an estimated cost of$116,000.00 for labor,

materials and transportation to relocate District facilities, and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby authorizes the City Manager, or his designee, to execute an amended

Agreement Related to the Relocation of Electric Utility Poles increasing the Agreements'

amount from $112,000 to $116,000.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the ih day of August, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Gunderson,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:
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Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-274

RESOLUTION APPROVING A THIRD AMENDMENT TO THE AGREEMENT
WITH DOKKEN ENGINEERING, INC. FOR ADDITIONAL CONSTRUCTION
SUPPORT SERVICES FOR THE CARPENTER ROAD BRIDGE SEISMIC
RETROFIT PROJECT IN AN AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED $20,678.23 FOR A
MAXIMUM TOTAL AMOUNT OF $518,872.66 AND AUTHORIZING THE CITY
MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO EXECUTE THE THIRD AMENDMENT
TO AGREEMENT

WHEREAS, on July 7, 2009, by Resolution No. 2009-297, City Council approved

an agreement for consultant services with Dokken Engineering, Inc. for design and

environmental services in the amount of$275,250.56 for the Carpenter Road Bridge

Seismic Retrofit Project "Project", and

WHEREAS, on November 9,2011, by Resolution No. 2011-429, City Council

approved an Amendment to Agreement for design support during construction services

and permit support services in the amount of$I71,283.87, and

WHEREAS, on February 14,2012, by Resolution No. 2012-65, City Council

approved a Second Amendment for removal of swallow nests, swallow and bat exclusion

netting, traffic control and monitoring for swallow nest construction in the amount of

$51,660, and

WHEREAS, on March 6, 2012, a construction contract was awarded to Flatiron

West, Inc. "Contractor" for the Project. The Contractor requested permission to use an

alternate construction method requiring multiple changes to the environmental documents

and permits for the project. Dokken was asked to modifY multiple environmental

documents and coordinate with the various permitting agencies. These tasks were

outside of the scope of Dokken's contract. This modification resulted in a cost savings to

the project as well as an estimated 9 month reduction in time needed to complete
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construction ofthe bridge. The City received a credit change order in the amount of

$44,113.55 for additional staff and consultant time necessary to facilitate approval of the

alternate construction method, and

WHEREAS, on September 11, 2012, Dokken submitted a cost of $20,678.23 to

perform the requested additional services, and

WHEREAS, City staff recommends approving a third amendment to agreement

with Dokken Engineering, Inc. for $20,678.23 bringing the revised maximum total

agreement amount to $518,872.66.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council ofthe City ofModesto

that it hereby approves a third amendment to agreement with Dokken Engineering, Inc.

for additional construction support services for the Carpenter Road Bridge Seismic

Retrofit Project, in an amount not to exceed $20,678.23, for a maximum total amount of

$518,872.66.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute the Third Amendment to Agreement.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 7th day ofAugust, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Gunderson,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

ATTEST:

By ~SUS ~ ALC A WOOD, CIty Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-275

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE AWARD OF BIDS FOR THE
FURNISHING OF WELL REHABILITATION SERVICES FOR THE
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS, WATER DIVISION, TO ZIM
INDUSTRIES, INC., FRESNO, CA, AS "PRIMARY" CONTRACTOR AND
ROADRUNNER DRILLING & PUMP CO., INC., WOODLAND, CA, AS
"SECONDARY" CONTRACTOR, FOR A TWO (2) YEAR AGREEMENT WITH
THREE (3) ONE-YEAR EXTENSION OPTIONS AT THE SOLE DISCRETION
OF THE CITY, AND AUTHORIZING THE PURCHASING MANAGER, OR HIS
DESIGNEE, TO ISSUE A PURCHASE AGREEMENT FOR AN ESTIMATED
ANNUAL COST OF $103,100, AND OVER FIVE (5) YEARS OF $515,500

WHEREAS, the City Manager authorized the Purchasing Manager to issue fonnal

Request for Bids (RFB) for the furnishing of well rehabilitation services, and

WHEREAS, the Purchasing Division issued RFB No. 1213-26 Well

Rehabilitation Services to twelve (12) prospective bidders, six (6) of which were local

vendors and posted the RFB on the City's website, and

WHEREAS, bids were fonnally opened in the City Clerk's Office. Two (2)

companies chose to respond, neither ofwhich were local vendors, and

WHEREAS, both companies provided responsive and responsible bids, and

WHEREAS, in order to ensure continued services to the City, purchase

agreements shall be awarded to more than one contractor to provide for backup in case

the primary contractor is unable to meet the City's needs. A secondary position

contractor may be awarded a specific job only if the primary contractor is unable to

perfonn the service, or if the primary contractor is unable to complete the specific job

within the timeframe required by the City, and finally, if the primary contractor is unable

to maintain acceptable quality standards required by the City, and
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WHEREAS, based on providing responsive and responsible bids, City statf

recommends the award of bids for the furnishing of well rehabilitation services for the

Department of Public Works, Water Division, to Zim Industries, Inc., Fresno, CA, as

"primary" contractor and Roadrunner Drilling & Pump Co., Inc., Woodland, CA, as

"secondary" contractor, for a two (2) year agreement with three (3) one-year extension

options at the sole discretion of the City, for an estimated annual cost of$l 03,1 00, and

over five (5) years of$515,500, and

WHEREAS, Modesto Municipal Code Section 8-3.203 generally requires all

purchases, which meet or exceed $50,000 for material, equipment or contractual services

to be formally bid. The award of bids for the furnishing of well rehabilitation services for

the Department of Public Works, Water Division, to Zim Industries, Inc., Fresno, CA, as

"primary" contractor and Roadrunner Drilling & Pump Co., Inc., Woodland, CA, as

"secondary" contractor, conforms to Modesto Municipal Code 8-3.203, and

WHEREAS, funds are budgeted in Fiscal Year 2013-14 for the furnishing ofwell

rehabilitation services in Appropriation Unit: 4100-55090-53100.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby authorizes the award of bids for the furnishing of well rehabilitation

services for the Department of Public Works, Water Division, to Zim Industries, Inc.,

Fresno, CA, as "primary" contractor and Roadrunner Drilling & Pump Co., Inc.,

Woodland, CA, as "secondary" contractor.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Purchasing Manager, or his designee, is

hereby authorized to issue purchase agreements for an estimated annual cost of$103,100.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 7'h day of August, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Gunderson,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

By:==~.~~~==~~~___
SUSAN ALA WOOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-276

RESOLUTION APPROVING AN AGREEMENT WITH INTERNATIONAL
CITY MANAGEMENT ASSOCIATION RETIREMENT CORPORATION
(ICMA-RC) FOR ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICES AND INVESTMENTS OF
CITY EMPLOYEES' 401(A), 457 DEFERRED COMPENSATION PLANS, IRA
PLANS, AND RHS PLANS FOR A THREE YEAR PERIOD; AND
AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO EXECUTE
THE CONTRACT

WHEREAS, the City of Modesto first entered into an agreement with The

International City Management Association Retirement Corporation (ICMA-RC) on

April 12, 1983, to provide administrative services and investments for the City

employees' plans, and

WHEREAS, ICMA-RC offers several plan enhancements at no cost to the City as

a result of a long-term relationship with the City of Modesto, and

WHEREAS, the ICMA-RC has established an excellent working relationship with

the City of Modesto to deliver excellent service, and

WHEREAS, the City wishes to renew the agreement for administrative services

and investments wherein ICMA-RC will pay the City an administrative allowance in the

amount of $135,000 per year to assist with the administration of programs, and

WHEREAS, at its June 24th, 2013 meeting, the Finance Committee recommended

approving the three-year agreement with ICMA-RC,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves an agreement for administrative services and investments with

ICMA-RC for a three-year period wherein ICMA-RC will pay the City an administrative

allowance in the amount of$135,000 per year. A copy ofthe Agreement will be on file

in the office of the City Clerk.
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BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute the Agreement.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City ofModesto held on the 7'h day of August, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Gunderson,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

0810712013IHRiRHarless!ltem 11

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-277

A RESOLUTION APPROVING THE THIRD AMENDMENT TO THE
AGREEMENT WITH SCS ENGINEERS FOR THE SITE ASSESSMENT OF THE
CLOSED CARPENTER ROAD LANDFILL AND DEVELOPMENT OF A
MITIGATION AND MONITORING PLAN FOR THE CARPENTER ROAD
LANDFILL IN AN AMOUNT NOT-TO-EXCEED $290,500, FOR A TOTAL NOT­
TO-EXCEED PROJECT COST OF $832,000, AND AUTHORIZING THE CITY
MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO EXECUTE THE THIRD AMENDMENT
TO THE AGREEMENT

WHEREAS, the City of Modesto operated the Carpenter Road landfill from 1956

to 1968, and the landfill includes fill sites on both the west and east sides of Carpenter

Road, in between Kenneth and Robertson Roads and the Tuolumne River, and

WHEREAS, in the future, the landfill will become part of the Tuolumne River

Regional Park, and

WHEREAS, in December, 2005, one of the wells on the east fill area tested high

for methane gas, and

WHEREAS, during subsequent tests, the methane levels in this well continued to

exceed the state's limits, and because of this, the California Integrated Waste

Management Board (CIWMB) required the City to determine the cause of the high

methane readings and develop a Mitigation and Monitoring Plan to ensure that the closed

landfill remains in compliance with state law, and

WHEREAS, the Regional Water Quality Control Board has requested that the

impacts of the landfill on groundwater be assessed, and

WHEREAS, in order to prepare the plan, a Site Assessment had to be performed

by a qualified engineering firm, and
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WHEREAS, due to the uncertainties of what the contractor might find in the Site

Assessment and what measures might be needed based on those findings, the Agreement

for Assessment and Plan development services was task-based, and

WHEREAS, once each task was completed, the City would decide on whether or

not the contractor would proceed with the next step, and

WHEREAS, in June, 2007, after an RFP process, the City Council approved

Resolution No. 2007-341, authorizing the City Manager to execute a task-based

agreement with SCS Engineers for the Site Assessment and development of a Methane

Gas Mitigation, in an amount not-to-exceed $299,500, and

WHEREAS, based on the results of the Site Assessment and the

recommendations of SCS Engineers, it was determined that the focus should shift to

installation of gas probes and design and installation ofgroundwater monitoring wells in

the correct locations, on-going monitoring of methane gas and groundwater at the site, as

well as site security and on going maintenance ofthe landfill cover, and

WHEREAS, on December 5, 2007, the Council approved Resolution No. 2007-

728, authorizing the City Manager to execute a Letter Amendment to the Agreement

changing the work scope to reflect the shift to installation ofmonitoring wells and on­

going monitoring and reporting, within the not-to-exceed contract amount of$299,500,

and

WHEREAS, based on the findings of routine monitoring over the course of a

year, it was determined that migration ofmethane gas past the boundaries of the landfill

were no longer a problem, but that the landfill appeared to have experienced a "release"

that could potentially affect groundwater, and
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WHEREAS, regulations require the City to notify the RWQCB ofthe release in a

certified letter, and

WHEREAS, the City was required to develop a plan to monitor the release and

determine the nature and extent of impacts, complete an engineering feasibility study to

determine if the City should remove/treat the release, or just continue to monitor the

release, and

WHEREAS, CITY and CONSULTANT therefore executed a Second

Amendment to the Agreement on May 5, 2009, for additional work to meet regulatory

requirements in an amount not-to-exceed $242,000, which brought the total not-to-exceed

contract amount to $541,500, and

WHEREAS, The Scope of Work under the Second Amendment to the Agreement

included a site evaluation, feasibility study, and the preparation and submittal of a

Corrective Action Plan (CAP), and

WHEREAS, the CAP was submitted to the RWQCB on November 30, 2010, and

proposed to use hydrogen releasing compound injection to remediate the groundwater

impacts, and

WHEREAS, to date, the RWQCB has not provided comments on the CAP nor

approved the implementation of this approach, and

WHEREAS, ongoing tests of the groundwater at the sites show that the

concentrations of substances which initially appeared to be affecting the groundwater

have declined, and it may be possible that the RWQCB will not require a corrective

action for the site, but will instead require long term monitoring and reporting, and
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WHEREAS, irrespective ofwhether the RWQCB requires implementation of the

CAP, or allows for passive attenuation monitoring, the City must continue monitoring

and other activities at the site, and

WHEREAS, in order to continue the ongoing efforts at this site, it is necessary to

amend the existing Agreement to extend the term ofthe Agreement for 5 (five) years and

to increase the amount of the Agreement to ensure funding for these ongoing activities,

and

WHEREAS, as with previous Amendments to this Agreement, work to be

performed under the Scope of Work for this Third Amendment will be on a "Task

Basis", with Tasks 1-9 to include quarterly monitoring, laboratory analysis, submittal of

compliance reports, CAP implementation and monitoring (ifnecessary), non-routine

monitoring, maintenance, and emergency repair services, and State agency

response/coordination, and

WHEREAS, in addition to the on-going work at the Landfill, Task 10 will add

regulatory compliance and monitoring of groundwater at the City'S Compost facility on

Jennings Road to the scope of the Agreement with SCS Engineers to provide for

consistency in regulatory monitoring and reporting at City solid waste facilities, and

WHEREAS, the cost of this work at the Compost Facility will be reimbursed to

the Carpenter Road Landfill Fund (1360) by the Compost Fund (4890), and

WHEREAS, $335,748 has been budgeted in the Carpenter Road Landfill Fund

1360-37010-53300 for FY 2013-2014 to cover the cost ofprofessional and special

services for mitigation and monitoring at the landfill, and

08/07/2013/PRN/JReedIltem l2 4 2013-277



WHEREAS, the estimated cost ofperfonning this additional work will be in an

amount not-to-exceed $290,500, bringing the total not-to-exceed amount ofthe

Agreement with SCS Engineers, Inc. to $832,000, and

WHEREAS, contract services will be task based, and as each task is completed,

the City will decide whether or not the contractor can proceed with the next step.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City ofModesto

that the Council hereby approves the Third Amendment to the Standard Agreement with

SCS Engineers, Inc. for Consulting Services for the Site Assessment of the closed

Carpenter Road LandfilL

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute the Third Amendment to the Agreement.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 7'h day of August, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Gunderson,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Mayor Marsh

None

Muratore

ATTEST: __~=-~~~~~_______

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FO

By:
SUS ~ ALCALA WOOD, City Attorney

08107/2013IPRNIJReedlltem 12 5 2013·277



MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-278

RESOLUTION APPROVING THE LOAN MODIFICATION AGREEMENTS
FOR TRINITY VENTURES, RE, II AND AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAFER
OR HIS DESIGNEE TO SIGN ALL RELATED DOCMENTS

WHEREAS, On May 25, 2010, by Resolution No. 2010-200, the City Council

approved the Program Guidelines and Loan Terms for Neighborhood Stabilization

Program II (NSP2), and

WHEREAS, the NSP2 Findings lA and IB from the audit performed by the

Office of the Inspector General (OIG) dealt with ineligible costs applied to the developer

leveraging a portion of the NSP2 projects, and

WHEREAS, to close out these projects the City must complete its "true-up"

process and amend the original loan agreements to reflect the final projects costs for each

property (Attachment A) as the current loan amounts for the NSP2 properties are based

on estimated total project costs,

WHEREAS, the Citizens' Housing and Community Development Committee

(CH&CDq did not review this item due to the timeliness requirements of this response

to the OIG.

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

Modesto that it hereby approves the loan modification agreements for Trinity Ventures,

RE, II.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to sign all related documents related to the loan agreement modifications.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 7th day ofAugust, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, with motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Gunderson,

was upon roll call camed and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Mayor Marsh

None

Muratore

By: ~
SUSAN CALA WOOD, City Attorney
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Attachment A
Neighborhood Stabilization Program 2 (NSP2) Loan Modification Agreements for Trinity Ventures RE, II

roject Original Loan Modified Loan
51 Brighton $ 166,265.60 ~-101~r9lr.21

m7Norwegian#10 $ 80,025.16---$ 63,092:00
1028 Dartmol.i1f1----~-- 142,385-.8-1- ------ $ ---124,845.67
1609 Barkwood $ 158,951.54 $ 139~43506
1177 Norwegian #1 $ 70,954.82

u

--- $-63,72723
1177 Norwegian Ave. #2 $ 71,471.47 $ 63,944.32
1177 Norwegian #11 $ 67,709.14--- $---------s'5,019~14

1177 Norwegian #29 $ 78,381.27 $ 74,123.94



MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-279

RESOLUTION APPROVING A HOME INVESTMENT PARTNERSHIPS
(HOME) AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE CITY OF MODESTO AND THE
HOUSING AUTHORITY OF THE COUNTY OF STANISLAUS (HACS) IN THE
AMOUNT OF $612,960 FOR THE CONSTRUCTION OF DOWNEY TERRACE
SENIOR HOUSING PROJECT LOCATED AT 412/416 DOWNEY AVENUE AND
AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAFER, OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO EXECUTE
THE AGREEMENTS AND RELATED DOCUEMNTS

WHEREAS, on July 24, 2007, the City of Modesto allocated $250,000 in HOME

funds for pre-development cost associated with a senior housing project located at 416

Downey Avenue, Modesto, and

WHEREAS, on June 20, 2008, the City of Modesto purchased 412 Downey

Avenue, Modesto with Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) funds in order to

combine this parcel with the adjacent parcel at 416 Downey the senior housing project,

and

WHEREAS, on December 10, 2008, the Redevelopment Agency (RDA)

purchased 416 Downey Avenue, Modesto from the City of Modesto.

WHEREAS, on February 9, 2010, staff released a Request for Proposal (RFP)

soliciting affordable housing developers for this project with a scope of work that

included a maximum dwelling unit count of eleven (11) units and provided for an

allocation of$500,000 in City HOME entitlement fuuds to be used toward construction,

and

WHEREAS, on June 22, 2010, the RDA, by Resolution No. 05-2010 and the City

Council, by Resolution No. 2010-257 approved HACS as the selected developer for the

412/416 Downey Avenue properties, and
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WHEREAS, in July, HACS issued an invitation for bids for the eventual

construction of the Downey Terrace Senior Housing project with a bid opening date of

July 30, 2013, and

WHEREAS, in order to proceed with the award ofcontract for the construction of

the project, an Agreement between lIACS and the City of Modesto for use of HOME

funds in the amount of$612, 960 is necessary, and

WHEREAS, on November 7, 2012, the Citizens' Housing & Community

Development Committee (CH&CDC) recommended the HOME funding plans for the

Downey Terrace Senior Housing Project and authorized staff to forward to City Council

for consideration.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves the a HOME Investment Partnerships (HOME) Agreement

between the City of Modesto and Housing Authority of the County of Stairislaus (HACS)

in the amount of$612,960, for the construction of Downey Terrace Senior Housing

project located at 412 and 416 Downey Avenue in Modesto

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute the agreements and related documents.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting ofthc Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 7th day of August, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, with motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Gunderson,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

By:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Mayor Marsh

None

Muratore

SUSAN ALA WOOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-280

RESOLUTION AMENDING THE FISCAL YEAR 2013-14 OPERATING AND
MULTI-YEAR BUDGETS FOR HOME INVESTMENT PARTNERSHIPS
PROGRAM (HOME) PROJECTS AS REPORTED IN THE INTEGRATED
DISBURSEMENT & INFORMATION SYSTEM (mrs), AND AUTHORIZING
THE DIRECTOR OF FINANCE, OR HER DESIGNEE, TO TAKE THE
NECESSARY STF,PS TO IMPLEMENT THE PROVISIONS OF THIS
RESOLUTION

WHEREAS, as an entitlement community for U.S. Department of Housing and

Urban Development (HUD), the City ofModesto receives HOME Investment

Partnerships Program (HOME) funds, and

WHEREAS, the City's Fiscal Year 2013-2014 Operating and Multi-Year budgets

to be amended in the City's financial reporting system - COSMO to reflect HOME

project allocations reported in IDIS, and

WHEREAS, IDIS is BUD's draw down and reporting system for funding data

related to program activities underway across the Nation.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council oftbe City of Modesto

tbat it hereby approves amending the fiscal year 2013-14 operating and multi-year

budgets for HOME Projects as determined by tbe allocation of funds as set forth in the

Integrated Disbursement & Information System (IDIS).

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, tbat the Director of Finance, or her designee, is

hereby authorized to take the necessary steps to implement the provisions of this

resolution.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 7th day of August, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, with motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Gunderson,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Mayor Marsh

None

Muratore

ATTEST:
S

By: ~~
SUSAN CALA WOOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-281

A RESOLUTION ACCEPTING A TARGET GRANT TOTALING $1,000 TO
PROVIDE FUNDING FOR MULTIPLE SAFETY INFORMATIONAL
BROCHURES FOR 2013 NATIONAL NIGHT OUT; AND AUTHORIZING THE
CITY MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO EXECUTE THE NECESSARY
GRANT DOCUMENTS

WHEREAS, the Modesto Police Department applied and was awarded a Target

grant totaling $1,000, and

WHEREAS, the application was for multiple safety informational brochures for

2013 National Night Out, and

WHEREAS, these safety informational brochures will be distributed at various

community events, and

WHEREAS, there will be no fiscal impact to the City ofModesto,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby accepts a Target grant totaling $1,000 to provide funding for printing of

multiple safety informational brochures for 2013 National Night Out.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute the necessary grant documents.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City ofModesto held on the 7ili day ofAugust, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Gunderson,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

By: __~~~~~~~~_______
ALCALA WOOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NUMBER 2013-282

A RESOLUTION AMENDING THE FISCAL YEAR 2013/2014 AND
OPERATING BUDGET TO APPROPRIATE REVENUES AND EXPENDITURES
OF $1,000 FROM A TARGET GRANT TO PROVIDE FUNDING FOR
PRINTING OF MULTIPLE SAFETY INFORMATIONAL BROCHURES FOR
2013 NATIONAL NIGHT OUT; AND AUTHORIZING THE FINANCE
DIRECTOR, OR HER DESIGNEE, TO IMPLEMENT THE PROVISIONS OF
THIS RESOLUTION

WHEREAS, the Modesto Police Department applied and was awarded a Target

grant for funding for printing ofmultiple safety informational brochures for 2013

National Night Out, and

WHEREAS, these brochures will be distributed to the community at various

safety events, including National Night Out, and

WHEREAS, the General Fund budget must be amended to reflect the grant

revenue and costs associated with this program,

WHEREAS, there is no local match required for this program,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that the Fiscal Year 2013/2014 Operating Budget are hereby amended as shown in

attached Exhibit A, which is incorporated by reference herein.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Finance Director, or her designee, is

hereby authorized to take the necessary steps to implement the provisions of this

resolution.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 7'h day of August, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Gunderson,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

By:
-S=UC"CS:--C-c:TJj
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Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None
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To:

To:

Expense:
0100-19320-52015

Revenue:
0100-19320-42503

08107/20 I3IMPDIGCarrolilItem 15

Exhibit A

$1,000 Printing and Binding

$1,000 Misc. Grants/donations
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-283

RESOLUTION APPROVING THE 2011 GUIDANCE MANUAL FOR
DEVELOPMENT STORMWATER QUALITY CONTROL MEASURES

WHEREAS, the 2011 Guidance Manual for Development Stormwater Quality

Control Measures (2011 Guidance Manual) for the City of Modesto is an update to the

City's 2001 Guidance Manual for New Development Stormwater Quality Control

Measures (2001 Guidance Manual); and

WHEREAS, the 2011 Guidance Manual enhances the 2001 Guidance Manual and

reflects new municipal stormwater National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System

(NPDES) permit (CAS083526, Order No. R5-2008-0092) requirements which emphasize

low impact development (LID) implementation strategies; and

WHEREAS, on May 30, 2013 the California Regional Water Quality Control

Board approved the updated manual. Council approval is the final step in implementing

the manual.

WHEREAS, the 2011 Guidance Manual has been prepared to accomplish the

following objectives and goals: protect receiving water, groundwater, and irrigation

canals from adverse impacts of urban runoff from the City; Implement design standards

consistent with the City'S municipal stormwater permit and other State requirements;

Provide development standards for developers, engineers, and planners; Integrate LID

strategies; Outline maintenance protocols for long-term, effective pollution control; and

IdentifY the differences between flood control and water quality standards.
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NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves the 2011 Guidance Manual for Development Stonnwater Quality

Control Measures.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the ]'1> day of August, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Gunderson,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

ABSENT: Councilmembers: None

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

By:_---.::~~~-----:----_­
SUS

08l07/2013/PW/GDeJesuslltcm 16 2 2013·283



MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-284

RESOLUTION ACCEPTING THE WORK BY ROSS F CARROLL, INC. FOR
THE "STREET IMPROVEMENTS NB MCHENRY AVENUE TO EB
BRIGGSMORE AVENUE PROJECT" AS COMPLETE, AUTHORIZING THE
CITY CLERK TO FILE A NOTICE OF COMPLETION WITH THE
STANISLAUS COUNTY RECORDER UPON RECEIPT OF APPROVED
WARRANTY BOND, AND AUTHORIZING PAYMENT OF AMOUNTS
TOTALING $297,475

WHEREAS, a report has been filed by the Director of Utility Planning and Projects

that the Street Improvements NB McHemy Avenue to EB Briggsmore Avenue Project has

been completed by Ross F. Carroll, Inc., in accordance with the contract agreement dated

May 24,2011,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that Street Improvements NB McHenry Avenue to EB Briggsmore Avenue Project is

hereby accepted as complete from said contractor, Ross F. Carroll, Inc., that the City Clerk

is authorized to file a Notice of Completion with the Stanislaus County Recorder upon

receipt of approved Warranty Bond, and that payment of amounts totaling $297,475 is

authorized as provided in the contract.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 7th day of August, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Gunderson,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

08/0712013IUP&PIRChristeosenJltem 17

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

ATTEST:
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-285

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE DIRECTOR OF UTILITY PLANNING
AND PRO.TECTS TO ISSUE CHANGE ORDERS ON THE "2012 SANITARY
SEWER COLLECTION SYSTEM REPLACEMENT" PROJECT IN THE TOTAL
AMOUNT OF $108,434 (15.7% OF THE ORIGINAL CONTRACT PRICE)

WHEREAS, the City Council, on January 8,2013, by Resolution No. 2013-028,

awarded a $691,290 contract to Rolfe Construction for the replacement of aging sanitary

sewer lines in various locations in the City ofModesto, and

WHEREAS, additional work not included in the original bid needed to be added to

the project to allow completion of the project, and

WHEREAS, the cost of the extra work has been estimated to be $108,434, an

amount which exceeds the Director's authority for the project as established by the

Council's Change Order Approval Policy adopted by Resolution No. 94-443, on July 19,

1994, and

WHEREAS, the Director of Utility Planning and Projects currently has authority

to approve change orders up to a cumulative amount of $69,129,

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby authorizes the Director ofUtility Planning and Projects to issue change

orders on the 2012 Sanitary Sewer Collection System Replacement project in the total

amount of$108,434 (15.7% ofthe original contract price).
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a special meeting of the Council of the

City of Modesto held on the t h day ofAugust, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Gunderson,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

ALCALA WOOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-286

RESOLUTION AMENDING THE FISCAL YEAR 2013-2014 CAPITAL
IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM BUDGET IN THE AMOUNT OF $39,434 TO BE
TRANSFERRED INTO THE PROJECT FROM WASTEWATER RESERVE
FUNDS IN ORDER TO FULLY FUND REQUIRED CHANGE ORDER WORK
FOR THE 2012 SANITARY SEWER COLLECTION SYSTEM REPLACEMENT
PROJECT

WHEREAS, certain budgetary transactions are necessary in the amount of

$39,434, in order to fully fund required change order work for the 2012 Sanitary Sewer

Collection System Replacement project, and

WHEREAS, the Fiscal Year 20l3-2014 Capital Improvement Program Budget

must be amended as shown in Exhibit A, which is incorporated by reference herein,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council ofthe City of Modesto

that it hereby approves the amendment of the Fiscal Year 20l3-2014 Capital

Improvement Program Budget as shown in Exhibit A.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Director ofFinance, or her designee, is

hereby authorized to implement the provisions of this resolution.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a special meeting of the Council of the

City of Modesto held on the 7th day of August, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, whieh motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Gunderson,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

By: ~~~~~==-=--~___
SUSAN ALCALA WOOD, City Attorney
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Exhibit A

Due to the increase of change order work and required costs for CIP Account
#100664 "2011-2012 Sanitary Sewer Replacement", the total project costs need to be
increased by $39,434. This would be done by adjusting Contingency by $39,434.

To fund the above account, $39,434 will be transferred from Wastewater Reserve funds
into crp Project 100664 for the 2012 Sanitary Sewer Collection Replacement Project.
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-287

RESOLUTION APPROVING THE SALE OF CITY-OWNED SURPLUS REAL
PROPERTY LOCATED AT SOUTH 7TI1 STREET & PECOS AVENUE (APN:
038-039-029), AND AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER, OR HIS
DESIGNEE, TO EXECUTE ALL NECESSARY SALE DOCUMENTS

WHEREAS, the City of Modesto owns the real property located at South 7'h

Street and Pecos Avenue (APN 038-039-029), and

WHEREAS, this property was purchased from a private owner in 1995 by the

City of Modesto, as part of an agreement with the Union Pacific Railroad Company, for

the 9th Street Track Realignment Project, and

WHEREAS, there are no deed restrictions in the original grant deed preventing

future sale of the property, and

WHEREAS, on April 9, 2013, by Resolution No. 2013-127, City Council

declared this property as surplus and authorized the City's property agent to proceed with

the sale of the property, and

WHEREAS, staff recommends it be sold to the original property owner who

desires to purchase the property for the current appraised value of $50,000, and

WHEREAS, the buyer will close escrow on or before December 15, 2013,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby authorizes the sale of City-owned surplus real property located at South 7th

Street & Pecos Avenue (APN: 038-039-029).

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Council hereby authorizes the City

Manager, or his designee, to execute all necessary sale documents.

81712013IUP&PlJYuriarlltem 19 2013-287



The foregoing resolution was introduced at a special meeting of the Council of the

City of Modesto held on the 7'h day of August, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Gunderson,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

By: =-:-:~}W~1tt-=-::-:--=--:--­
SUSru·,ry~CALA WOOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-288

RESOLUTION ACCEPTING THE WORK BY TEICHERT CONSTRUCTION
FOR THE "VIRGINIA CORRIDOR PHASE V BRIGGSMORE
OVERCROSSING PROJECT" AS COMPLETE, AUTHORIZING THE CITY
CLERK TO FILE A NOTICE OF COMPLETION WITH THE STANISLAUS
COUNTY RECORDER UPON RECEIPT OF APPROVED WARRANTY BOND,
AND AUTHORIZING PAYMENT OF AMOUNTS TOTALING $3,655,962

WHEREAS, a report has been filed by the Director ofUtility Planning and Projects

that the Virginia Corridor Phase V- Briggsmore Overcrossing Project has been completed by

Teichert Construction, in accordance with the contract agreement dated January 11, 2011,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City ofModesto

that Virginia Corridor Phase V- Briggsmore Overcrossing Project is hereby accepted as

complete from said contractor, Teichert Construction, that the City Clerk is authorized to

file a Notice of Completion with the Stanislaus County Recorder upon receipt of approved

Warranty Bond, and that payment ofamounts totaling $3,655,962 is authorized as

provided in the contract.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 7th day of August, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Gunderson,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

08l07/2013IUP&PIRChristensenilrem 20

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-289

RESOLUTION AMENDING THE FISCAL YEAR 2013-2014 CAPITAL
IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM BUDGET IN THE AMOUNT OF $78,000 TO BE
TRANSFERRED INTO THE PROJECT FROM PARKS RECREATION AND
NEIGHBORHOOD AIR QUALITY CAPITAL FEE FUNDS IN ORDER TO
FULLY FUND CONSTRUCTION ADMINISTRATION FOR THE VIRGINIA
CORRIDOR PHASE V BRIGGSMORE OVERCROSSING PROJECT

WHEREAS, certain budgetary transactions are necessary in the amount of

$78,000, in order to fully fund construction administration for the Virginia Corridor

Phase V- Briggsmore Overcrossing project, and

WHEREAS, the Fiscal Year 2013-2014 Capital Improvement Program Budget

must be amended as shown in Exhibit A, which is incorporated by reference herein,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves the amendment ofthe Fiscal Year 2013-2014 Capital

Improvement Program Budget as shown in Exhibit A.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Director of Finance, or her designee, is

hereby authorized to implement the provisions ofthis resolution.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 7'h day ofAugust, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Gunderson,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

ATTEST:
STEPHA IE LOPEZ, City Clerk

BY:~
S A ALC LA WOOD, CIty Attorney
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Exhibit A

Due to the increase of construction administration costs for CIP Account #100307
"Virginia Corridor Phase V", the total project costs need to be increased by $77,480.
This would be done by adjusting Construction Administration by $78,000.

To fund the above account, $78,000 will be transferred from Park Recreation and
Neighborhood matching funds from the Air Quality Capital Fee Funds into CIP Project
100307 for the Virginia Corridor Phase V- Briggsmore Overcrossing Project.
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-290

RESOLUTION APPROVING THE PLANS AND SPECIFICATIONS FOR THE
OAKDALE ROAD REHABILITATION PROJECT, ACCEPTING THE BID, AND
APPROVING A CONTRACT WITH DSS COMPANY DBA KNIFE RIVER
CONSTRUCTION OF STOCKTON, CALIFORNIA IN THE AMOUNT OF
$1,528,928.85, AND AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER, OR HIS
DESIGNEE, TO EXECUTE THE CONTRACT

WHEREAS, plans and specifications have been prepared for the Oakdale Road

Rehabilitation project and City staff recommends approval by the City Council, and

WHEREAS, the bids received for the Oakdale Road Rehabilitation project were

opened at 11 :00 a.m. on July 9, 2013, and later tabulated by the Director of Community

and Economic Development for the consideration of the Council, and

WHEREAS, the Director of Community and Economic Development has

recommended that the bid of $1 ,528,928.85, received from DSS Company dba Knife

River Construction of Stockton, California, be accepted as the lowest responsive and

responsible bid and the contract be awarded to DSS Company dba Knife River

Construction,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves the plans and specifications for the Oakdale Road Rehabilitation

project, accepts the bid ofDSS Company dba Knife River Construction of Stockton,

California, in the amount of $1 ,528,928.85, and awards DSS Company dba Knife River

Construction the contract for the Oakdale Road Rehabilitation project.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute the contract.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 7th day ofAugust, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Cogdill, was

upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

By:
SUS
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Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-291

RESOLUTION AMENDING THE FISCAL YEAR 2013-2014 CAPITAL
IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM BUDGET IN THE AMOUNT OF $168,736 TO BE
TRANSFERRED INTO THE PROJECT FROM STORM DRAIN FUND
RESERVES IN ORDER TO FULLY FUND CONSTRUCTION, CONTINGENCY
AND CONSTRUCTION ADMINISTRATION FOR THE OAKDALE ROAD
REHABILITATION PROJECT

WHEREAS, certain budgetary transactions are necessary in the amount of

$168,736 in order to fund construction, contingency and construction administration for

the Oakdale Road Rehabilitation Project, and

WHEREAS, the Fiscal Year 20l3-2014 Capital Improvement Program Budget

must be amended as shown in Exhibit A, which is incorporated by reference herein,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves the amendment of the Fiscal Year 2013-2014 Capital

Improvement Program Budget as shown in Exhibit A.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Director of Finance, or her designee, is

hereby authorized to implement the provisions of this resolution.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 7ili day ofAugust, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilrnember Cogdill, was

upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

ABSENT: Councilmembers:
None •

ArrEST, ' dJ/3
sTEPHiELOPEiCitY Cle&

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FO

By:~~~~~~~-=~____
LCALA WOOD, City Attorney
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Exhibit A

This pavement rehabilitation project also includes storm drainage improvements.
Insufficient federal funds were available to construct all of the needed storm drain
improvements. In order to fully fimd construction, contingency, and construction
administration costs for CIP Account #100016, the total project costs need to be
increased by $168,736. This would be done by adjusting Contingency by <$41,971>,
Construction by $187,527, and Construction Administration by $18,753.

To fund the above account, $168,736 will be transferred from StormWater Fund Reserves
into CIP Project 100016 for the Oakdale Road Rehabilitation Project.
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-292

A RESOLUTION CONFIRMING THE FISCAL YEAR 2013-14 DIAGRAM AND
ASSESSMENT, AND ORDERING THE LEVY AND COLLECTION OF
CHARGES WITHIN LANDSCAPE MAINTENANCE ASSESSMENT DISTRICT
NO.1 FOR DRY CREEK MEADOWS SUBDIVISIONS NOS. 1-6

WHEREAS, on June 11,2013, the City Council, by Resolution No. 2013-210,

declared its intent to levy charges or assessments for the purpose ofadministering the

maintenance oflandscaping in the public right-of-way within the street medians and

adjacent to the access control walls in Dry Creek Meadows Subdivisions Nos. 1-6 under

the provisions of the California Streets and Highways Code Sections 22500 through

22679, more commonly known as the Landscape and Lighting Act of 1972, and

WHEREAS, the charges against the real property are not levied with regard to

property values but rather by allocated cost reports prepared by the Engineer of Work,

and

WHEREAS, the City of Modesto has determined and certifies that the charges are

either exempt from or in compliance with all the provisions of Proposition 218, which

was passed by the voters in November 1996. The City of Modesto has further

determined the charges are in compliancc with all laws pertaining to the levy of such

charges,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City ofModesto

that it hereby orders the levy and collection of such charges within City of Modesto

Landscape Maintenance Assessment District No.1 for Dry Creek Meadows Subdivisions

Nos. 1-6 for Fiscal Year 2013-14, and in each subsequent fiscal year in which the charges

may validly be levied.
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BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that a certified copy of this resolution and

attached documentation shall be delivered to the Auditor-Controller of the County of

Stanislaus for placement of such charges on the 2013-14 County Tax Roll, and in each

subsequent fiscal year in which the charges may validly be levied.

BEIT FURTHER RESOLVED that the diagram ofsaid assessment district and

amount of levy thereon is hereby confirmed.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the City Council

of the City of Modesto held on the 7th day of August, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Cogdill,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following votes:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

08/07!2013/C&EDfIRochailtem 23

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

ATTEST: --Lo-l::::::l:,~~~~~:J4.~
STEPHA
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MODESTO
CALIFORNIA

City of Modesto
LANDSCAPE MAINTENANCE ASSESSMENT DISTRICT No.1

.DRY CREEK MEADOWS SUBDIVISIONS Nos. 1 through 6+
A Landscape Maintenance Assessment District pursuant ta

the Landscape and Lighting Act of1972

ENGINEER'S ANNUAL REPORT

FISCAL YEAR
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Prepared By:
Tina Rocha, IFP Administrator

Certified By:
Charles Covolo, Senior Civil Engineer

Accepted By Motion:
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SECTION I HISTORY

On December 12, 1988, landscape Maintenance Assessment District No.1 ("lMAD No.1") was
formed in accordance with the landscape and lighting Act of 1972 (California Streets and
Highway Code §22500 through §22679) ("the Act"), to administer the maintenance of
landscaping in the public right-of-way within the street medians and adjacent to the access
control walls in Dry Creek Meadows Subdivisions Nos. 1-6. All costs for the lMAD No.1 are
funded by the annual assessments levied on each property within the district. The Act requires
several courses of action on the part of City staff and City Council prior to August 10th of each
year.

The Act initially requires the City Council to order, prepare, and file an Engineer's Annual Report
for the City Council. This report is prepared for the purpose of detailing the plans and
specifications for the maintenance of work, the estimated costs for landscape maintenance
performed by City contractors, utility service charges, City street tree pruning costs, City staff
time to administer the maintenance contract and additional work to be performed by the City
Contractor at the request ofthe City.

lMAD No.1 is located east of North McClure Road and southwest of MID lateral #2 and Claus
Road. It is comprised of 749 single-family residential lots and three (3) public agency owned
parcels. An annual assessment of $26 per single-family residential parcel has remained the
same since 1996. The total assessment to be levied for lMAD No.1 for Fiscal Year 2013-2014 is
$19,474.

Upon the City Council's approval of the Engineer's Annual Report, the City Council adopts a
resolution declaring its intent to levy and collect assessments within LMAD No. 1 for the
following fiscal year and schedules a public hearing_ This public hearing and proposed
resolution levying the proposed assessments is in accordance with the annual assessment
procedures.

Finally, in compliance with the Act, the City Council conducts the public hearing and adopts
certain resolutions in accordance with the California Streets and Highways Code §22625
through §22641. The City Clerk is required to give the Modesto Bee notice of the public hearing
no less than ten (10) days prior to the scheduled hearing date. All interested persons are
afforded the opportunity to be heard during the public hearing. Should there be any protests,
whether written or oral, the City Council may choose to continue the hearing to a later date
and/or may change any part of the Engineer's Annual Report to address the concerns of the
property owner(sJ. The adopted resolution is then forwarded to the Auditor-Controller of the
County of Stanislaus for placement of such charges on the upcoming year's County Tax Roll.

landscape Maintenance Assessment District No.1
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SECTION II ANNUAL ASSESSMENT REVIEW AND SUMMARY

A. PARCEL REVIEW

1. Single Family Residential Parcels:

There are 749 single-family residential parcels located within lMAD No. 1.

2. Multi-Family Residential Parcels:

There are no multi-family residential parcels located within lMAD No. 1.

3. Commercial/Industrial Parcels:

There are no commercial or industrial parcels located within LMAD No.1.

4. Public Agency Parcels:
There are two (2) parcels owned by the City of Modesto (Creekwood Park and
the Pedestrian Overcrossing at Claus Road) and one (1) parcel owned by the
Empire School District (Bernard Hughes School). According to §22663 of the

California Streets and Highways Code, public property owned by any public
agency and in use in the performance of a public function shall not be subject to
assessment.

B. 2013-2014 ANNUAL ASSESSMENTS

All single-family residential parcels are levied at a flat rate of $26.00 per parcel. Each

parcel receives equal benefits from the District. The annual assessments levied are
calculated by multiplying the total number of parcels by the flat rate.

$ 26.00
x 749

$ 19,474.00

Annual assessment per parcel
Single-family residential parcels
Total annual assessment

C. COMPARISON TO PREVIOUS FISCAL YEAR

The proposed Fiscal Year 2013-2014 annual assessment is the same as the annual
assessment for Fiscal Year 2012-2013 of $26.00 per single-family residential parcel.

landscape Maintenance Assessment District No.1
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SECTION 3 FINANCIAlS - ANNUAL ASSESSMENT REVENUE &
EXPENSE PROJECTIONS

Estimated fY 2012- Proposed FY
lMAD No.1 Fund 6480

131

Beginning Fund Balance $ (1,548) $

Revenue (Cost Center 80010)

Special Assessments $ 19.178 ' $

interest $ (SO) $

Total Revenue $ 19.12.8 $

Expenses (Cost Center 800l0) Account

Operating Budget

Postage Expenses 52025 $ - $

Water Utility Expenses 53043 $ (4,221) $
Rental of Photocopy Service Supply 53073 $ - $

Repair and Maintenance Services 53165 $ (4.636) $
Professional Services 53300 S (3.9481 $

Services City Forces 54500 $ (3.749) $

ISF - Mail Services - Inside 58010 S (lU) S

Estimated - Water Utility Expenses 53043 $ (500)

Estimated - Repair and Maintenance Services 53165 $ -
Estimated - Professional Services 53300 $ -
Estimated -Services City Forces 54500 $ (750)

Estimated - ISF MoilServices - Inside 58010 $ (42)

Total Expenses $ (18.058) $

Ending Fund Balance 1$ (478) 1$

1 The estimated amount shows what has been expended as of04-30-2013. TherewH! be more expe:nsesthroughthe end of the fiscal

year (June); these are shawn as Estimated.

1 The estimated expenditures for FY 2013-14 are based on the revenue that is currently available to be generated within LMAD NO.1.

These expenditures do not represent the actual amount needed for a good service level with LMAO No, 1. Budget may be reduced

based upon actual FY 2012-13 Ending Fund Balarn::e.

3 Actual revenue received.

" Proposed levy.
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SECTION IV MAINTENANCE & PLAN SPECIFICATIONS

Plans and specifications are available for review in the Parks, Recreation, and
Neighborhood's Department, located at 501 N. Jefferson Street, Modesto, CA 95354. For
more information, contact Kelly Gallagher, Parks Operations Supervisor at (209) 524-2330.
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2013-2014 Annual Engineer's Report Page 5



SECTION V ANNUAL ASSESSMENT DISTRICT DIAGRAM
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Assessment District Diagram
Landscape Maintenance Assessment District No. 1

(Dry Creek Meadows Subdivisions No.1 - 6)

2® 125 0 250
~..;; ,~~

M.irt:h:; 2012
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2013-2014 Annual Engineer's Report
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SECTION VI ANNUAL ASSESSMENT LIST BY PARCEl &; OWNER
2D13-14

~N OWNffi ,_____~~Q.~~R!!_~DRESS
736 N Me(LURE RD

crry_S!ATE~I~_. ASSESSMENT
079-00Z-001-DOO MERCADO USA M & ROOOLFO MODESTO CA 95357 -$- ------26~O-O

---,------.~-" ,- ""--.------..~---'"----...----.-.~ - .-" ~- ,-.,-.--,,--, ..- 732 N Me ClURE RD -~--MoomoCA95357- ------'$079-002"{)02..QQO SOUMPHONPHAKD'I'VOUTHANA 26.00

t'72S'", Me CLURERO--'-~--' ;.- MOO£5TO CA 9535'- "-T'- ------26J)O---
,,--- ,-, ---
079-002-004-000 PRASAD AJAY S & CHANDRA SAflESHNI 0

079.{)Ol...fJOS-OOO VUSON BONIFACIOC & YUSON ZENAIDA P

.... t-:,-u REDfIflDAVE'-------tMODESTO CA 9S3Si~-~--$-~oo-·i
-, -'-~--~-----i--717 REOFtEW ;;vc..----o~---j- MODESTO"09535j-t-T --26.00 ;

., .--L __'---~"~--__"--~-l_'_-_~_'______~_'_-___'__j

; 721 REDfiElD AVE 1 MODESTO CA 95357 i $ 26.00 ..

.--~!- -;12s REDFiwAVE"'---;'"MODESroCA-9s357~j$---26_Q(r ~
;===-~------ ... --.--- ..---.--~---,---- , ..-----.--...

DEOl HARMINDER S& OWL SUKHWINOER K ! n9 REDFIELD AVE 1 MODESTO CA 95357 1 $ 26.00 '

079-002-016-000 NAWROCK! MARtA

SMITH ROSIN K &. SMITH SUSAN R

019-002--018-000
,~--.--,-------~- ,-~--.l'~"-'-·-'---·~·-------l-'-·'"'---'---"-'

019-OO2~Ol9-000 Gill KANWAR 5 & MANSIR K ; 733 REDHUD AVE 1 MODESTO CA 95357 ; $ 26.00 '

A- 07S::oQi:020::{)OO ...." j MIGUElJOHN C&-TARA c------- .-----,,~-~. ,-"-- -- ~~i-737REOfiEWAvi--- ." ----l""M-OOES¥TO CA 95357 i $--'·~·-"-26~OW~
PANYANOUVONG ROCKY P IT Al '-'''~-~-''-T 3513 BATItEBORO0.:---' '!'MOOESTO CA 953S7--'-t~--$'-~-26:00'-'<

) L._______.,,_~____~________,____L __._____,___,_t_..-, ..,---"'-,--__ _
' D7g:002'::Q22':5oo __m" "'''JOHNSON VfRDEli1R~'''-~----- : 3517 SATItEWRO CT 1MODESTO CA 95357 i $ 26.00

079-002-023-000-----~ VILLEGASJOSEPH:r------"----'- -- ..--"'~..------,-..---~ _. 1 35218ATTtEBORO CT ,..·-t'MOOESTOCA95354-jS------- 26.00-
, ,_ _) I !

---079~z:02..HJOO -, i REYES FRANCISCO J &' REYES sILvIA~' ~.-,,----, ~-----~- r3525SAlnf80RO CT--"'~- I MODESTO CA 95357<dl-f----261io--~
, ,I'

; 079.Q02:025-ooo - ! H!LLR08£RT l & KEllY TRS--'-"~·''"'''''--''''--''"'"--''---------·-------'---''-'' -"~"T-- 3529" BATTlEiioROcr-"--I MOOEsroCA9S3S7---r--$~'-~-~

~-'U],9.:o02~02iOOo~ ., T'AlV"AREZviCiOitR& CRISTINA TRS ~~'~m____.. __ d -~'--r-3536 BATTlEBORO-a---------'f'MoDESTo'(A-95357 -r-$'~:OO--

:=~~~~~~~-O~~-1 CARSERYOONAiDR&FRE~~~~~:~,..____.. ..'--.:-~~I~~_~~_~~~_____J~~~~~~9'5i5~j,=$_-~-~_ 2~~ __ .."
079_002-030-000 TR~!NO SHONDA j 3518 BATTLEBORO CT i MODESTO CA 95357 $ 16.ao

;079-002-031~OOO--"--;-Vlli:AiPJ\Noo HER1SERTO & ROSA ."d, _______.. t· 3514 BATTLEBORO CT t""'MODESTO CA 953S7--'--~"f'----2-6-:00
'-079=001-031--.000 --CARR PATRICK K& CHERYiJ~--~'-'--'"-""--~ ~,.------ 'r 3520BAmEsORO a--~ --.. "M"O-OEsTO CA 95357- --,T-~"~oo~
;'<07--g:002-03iOOO'-~~~~;AAs~RA.!ENDAA-&'-SONI L "------t3s16 BAmeBOROCT----: 'M'OoESTO CA 95357 $' .,," .-, -26.0'0

-079~o2~o34=OOo l'--vo SANG ......-"-..---------------,-'..---,,," l·i5~rTu:3ORO CT '" - ~MODESTO·CA-95357 -<.--$~~--26_:_00

, 079-O02-035':O~OO--'- ARRoYOSTMN"i'& ARROYO SANDRA 3513 BERESFORD DR --·-'~~'>""M(mESTO-CA 95357 ·--+~''''f'' ..-~.oo -
079-002-036-000 --+CARREON JOSE-&CEOLIA ----~-"'-·--'·-..-~~-..:...-3517 B-£RESFORD OR - .._.. "-MODESTO CA 95357 -"'----f-- 26.00~ <

079-002-037_000

079-002·041-000

079-001-044-000

019--001-048-000

079-002-050-000

GOMEZ PATRIOA .....~-. -'c'''''52''"1.==ER=ESFORO OR

HAHTO MARK 0 & HAHTO kAREN A

725 PARKSTON Cr---'-_·· MODESTO CA 95357 ! $

, MEFFE=RO=JUU='Ac---·--·-·-···· ------­ 729 PARKSTON CT MODESTO CA 95357 i-r
DElTA INVEST lLC • -·-·-----·----~74;;c5P~AR:c:I<STOH=cr=

i YOUIOiANASAMI . ·-·--·-·+·-:;;1S~'P"'AR:;;;KST""ON:;-:cr~
• ____ ••.•••0.0_____• __•__~._~____o ____, __

Landscape Maintenance Assessment District No.1
2013-2014 Annual Engineer's Report

26.00

26.00
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PROPERTY ADDRESS CITY STATE ZIP , ASSESSMENT

I 752 PARKSTON IT

t~_48_P_'A_'R~_ON_--cr ~~_ ~.___L~'~~~~!~~CA9S35:..J~_~"~~· --i6:00-'~
S!NGH BEER - $--' 26.00

,____________.__.._ """_,,, "L_.. "'__~~.~__~".__________ ~"'_ ,__
079-002-052-000

--,,--~,," -----,
079-002.051-(100 i -- MODESTO CA 95357

CASTILLO RANDY

i 744 PARKSTON CT 1 MODesTO CA 95357 1 $ 26JlO

"079-002-054-000 '-~'P~UCI(ER SHARON"i--- .-- -""----.-.---. "1-740 PARKsTON ci-"---"--'-~MODE5TO--CA-95'357 ..· -:"- $ -lffoo
-mnu2~05~OO- -,,- -r"LONNRALPH S&--MiCHELA:SUiANNE---~' ---- --- .. -.------~""- .~! 736 PA-'-KS--rON-cr- --~-~-I--MOOESTO-CA-95357"-t,,$·-~"'--'26~OO--

"'___.~____•____.,_l, ". __ " _~_ ___ __ _"",,_~~_L_,_.___,____ .._o__ ,~~__""__~.__~ .....''''~.~ .._._____ ; _______''"''''''''~~ ..._"_

'079-OO2~056_000 .. GANJASAM 732PARKSTONCT ! MODESTOCA95357 $ 26.00

079-002-057-000 ! DALMAN DAVID

079-002-0S!HlOO 1 COllS LUIS RTR

l---Moomo'(j 95357" f's ,,-,-"<,,-i6:oo'­
t-~724 PARKsroNa'~--'---1 MODESTO'CA~95-isi' r '$

.---'-"1 720 PAAKSTONO" .. --·----~':_,~.ro"i::)ESTO CA 953Si"~'r--$----
26.00

26.00
,_~__._,____ ~,.. _,_.,.L._~..~~~~~_~~.~~__~_,.~_._~,..+---___~ .._. c. __...._..__..~. ._.' , ._.

! ORTEGA EFR.AlN R& GLORIA C _._ 11 'J7:,63....M~,R"''''A.:.NONK-~O::'R--.--,,~-j--~M'°OODE5TESToO_CACA-99!5-33~57~--_,i,,"~S-- --,-_~'-~~2'!6-.'(J{)~-=079-OO2..Q6{)..()OO

'-079~00-~r CASTIGUONEJOSEPH B & BECKV M------~--~--- t : ;
~079-002-o6i4l'oO -~-+t:u'fiiNSKy"fD-wARri'&(u5IN5KY"CAR'oti:--~~--~-- ..~----- ;-717 MILBANK DR~-~- -~-T-MOOmO-CA-95354- ,-'--$·~-·-"~-i6.00-

'I~nlM'uiANKDR "-"--+-M'CiO€STocA-SS'3'S]".. , S 26.00

'---'-"--l"7i5~~~~K D~__..," MODESTO CA9s3S7~-~-' "$~--2'6:'OO"'

729 MILBANk OR MODESTO CA 95357 - -'""~r"'- 26.00

PRASAO RAMA079-OO2-064-DOO

26.00'""-"-~"-'----"~=~~=r-73: Ml:':~K D~____..___

;-OiS::0O2~067.000-''~!-VILlANUEVA OAll10 M & IIflLANUEVAOIANE"M--'" \ 737 MILBANK DR - MOOe-sroCA 95357 .-$- -'" -'2(1)0", ,
(69.002::068:000 .. --""--JA~l'ES BRENDAN R'ET Al 'v,". -- -~~"---t 741 MILBANK DR -- -.-----,e"'MODESTOCA953si----<-·S'- ~ H w'-~'i5:OO

--j-~-.-~--.-....
! 745 MILBANK OR079-O02-<l69-500-'~-'-HEWITT SCOTT 25.00,

- 079-002::070..ooo-~'·~"':'"wiwRSONKENNErH i 817 SAUNA OR +-'MoDEiTO-c.A"·9S3S7--""'--S---·--- 26.00

079-{)o2-071-OOO OIAZANGEUNA ---....-~.- .. ·~TB21 SAUNAOR---~--MOorn-O CA~9sm----~'~$"-'-- --'"26."00'"
f--"'~'--.'--~-------- .-------i-~-.-..,,------" .. -.~--__..__.__~__.~____"_~m,~_-t_____,___~

, 079-002-072-000 KEMPER CHRISTOPHER S 1 815 SAUNA OR

'Oi9.:o02~073-000' -~;... 0 CONNOR BoNNiEANN--~"~'-----'- ~------"-- ----r3701 W!CHili WAY~ "'-~"-"-MOOEsTOCA 95357"<--'" f~"·-~-25.00

--"- ,,--~-- -""-l37OSWiCHlTAWAy--_M'M--- --'--Moomo 0;'95357---'·-$--' 26.lj'O·

079-002-075-000 BATES HAROlD & JANICE .-.---.---- T3533 SATTlEBORO CT -~--MOOEsTO CA 95357 -~--$ 26.00

;'079:Ooi:0184:100 ·__to< HESKElMATTHEW---- -- - ...-'"""--""--,,--,,~ --~'-----r 733 PARKSTON CT MciomO'CA95-i5j-..~-'$-·---~· 26.00

,- 079-002~079-000 -",. MARTINEZ CONCHA A - ..----~-,·"'-~--t137 PARKSTON cr -j~MOOESTO CA95ID0·----~26.00-

;~Oj9:OO2..aBQ:QOO-·--+-"-HASKEl'ROBERTP'".."'--~---~--·--·- <-~,~-+ 3537 BAffiEBORO Cr-..--·-~MODESTOCA95357.. --..---$-- 26.00

~.,~-~.~---, --~,.---~ ---~,. .+;-~--~--.-..-~ ..,~-----~-,~..--~-.-
, 019-002---082-000 GOMAN roo A & JENNIFER 1741 PARKSTON CT : MODESTO CA 95357 : $ 26.00

\ 079-003-001-000 MAHARAJ 5ANJAl S& MAHARAJ ARUNA 0 "-13641 DRY CREEK O-R--~; MOOESTO CA 9535:r---i-'$--~JJi)'
079-003-0(12--0:00 HUfFMAN JOSEPH RII & MARLENE J -------~-"- ·t-~3637 DRY CREEI(""[iR'----"---'~M·ODE5TO CA 95357 - 's'-~-- 26.00-"

i-----.- .-----~.----~---~ ---'-"' .. -"-----~... ---[·---..,-..·-~-----.,--------~·-~~·r--~--
, 079-003-003-000 Me ENTIRE MICHAELA & Me ENT!REANNA M ! 3633 DRY CREEK DR _ MODESTOCA 95357 i $ 25.00

;-07-;::Ooj~~Qi);H)'oo-"-""+"CAlvo SERGIO &sll~_~___cm~- ~,M'~ ·-r36Z9-DRyCREEKpR--~----"--- ;""MoomoCA~95357 "--s-----·"T6:OO-..:
,-079-003-005-000"--- '+---MCE VENrURE5-llC--~--~------"~-"· .. --., - "-~""--------r3625 DRY CREEK OR ~-·-Moomo-6\9s357~-~-$---- ..".. £6:00'<

=7Cc:.=~~.--.....--~---' ....._- _____L_____.____,__,,_ .------~-.-------M-·--,,-..i-~~ "'-,----.-.-
r-Oi9:OO~ MAGCAlA510fL & VIRGINIA ! 3621 DRY CREEK OR ) MODESTO CA 9S357 i $ 26.00

079-003-007:000 CORDOVA ISIDRO C& CORDOVA MARTHA 8---------·----'- --'~r 3613 DRY CREEK DR MODESTO cA95357 ---l~---$-..·-· 26.~
h79-003:00a..oOO~ CHUANGS iN\lESTMENTINC-------~'---·---· -, "T3:609ORYcitEEKOii--- .---.~MODESTOCA9S357-1·"--r----- - 26:00"'"
j'-079-OO~---- SINGHAsHoKK&·SINGH"JAQUN"ij'---"- - --..,_.-,,_.! 3605 DRY CREEK OR - .."--~-MOi5EsToCA9sID-·r---$..-..----"-26.0rr"
[079:003-01Q:'000 GIL~nN & GIL DEBORAH l '-~-~-~->--; 3601 DRY CREEK DR ----"".."':-MODESTO CA 95357 ! $ ~-~JiO"~
ro79-OOMii:O-oo-·----: DOUGlAS GREG & DOUGLAsTERI~~---~-·--e~3537 DRY CREEK DR '--~..--·..TMOOE5TO CA95~r $ 26.00r079.003-012..QOO > ~.; HERNANDEZ FERNANDo-PARDO &-HERNANDez-GLORIA E ..~:",3s33-DRY CREEK OR i MODEsTO CA 953S7lf--i6.oo-'

079-003-013-·000 CHERRY SABRINA 3529 DRY CREEK OR -r MOOESTOCA95357 !~S~·~.OO ~
; 079-003.014-000 LAIRD ROONEY G -",-,----.-"'-~--.". 3525 DRY CREEK OR j" MODESTO cA9sis7r--S"" -- .-.'" '261)(1-

!079-O~~~~:~~:,~"-+'-SAN-rOS ClAUDIO ClR&"LUCY-V--~:==:'<==-=-+3s2iDRY CREEK OR -~'~J~?~-~~ CA ~~57 l_:_____~ 26.00-,

079-003-016-000 OIXON THOMAS 3517 DRY CREEK OR 1 MODESTO CA 95357 \ $ 26.00

079-003-017-000 MICHAEL ScOTT A ·"'-~-"-~~---~-35;;;-;U"'B~E~RESo;;FORC;;;;~O~D~R;--~!r(MODESTO CA 9S354"~-$-"---~25:00~

f·-MODESTO CA 95357 ! S
....L

Landscape Maintenance Assessment District No.1
2013-2014 Annual Engineer's Report
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·..-.~.-.-'---'. "'1 -~--~-- ",- - ----- , '~-.-:'-- -,.- ------"-,,·,,-·--"--r"·' ~20ij:i4

APN -----.-.. --L~~~~,~,'!~ CnvSTATEZIP i ASSESSMENT .OWNER

079~'{),(i3~9:-00~ _~.' ::C~~~~~_~_K_'M_~._'_R_l~.~~. ,,___ ~,,__~____l 3520 BERESFO~~.~_~ - , - :-MociE~i'TOCA9S357-r--$-----~OO~
EHRLER LEE & EHRLER THERESA A j 3524 BERESFORD DR " -M·OOESTOc.;;953s'1T $" 26.00079-003-020.000

-''''oj!i::Q03''(}21::000 ---tDHAUWAlAMRITPAL -,~-------..--. "-------·-~---------"..i--35-2lI-.-'-R-ESFciRDDR~----'---M-ODE-'T-O-cA9535-7-j--s' ---2-6-00~-
---,~------,~~--~~--~-,-,------~~-~- I -----~-

LUTTRell eRlC ET At ! 3532 BERESFORD DR MODESTO CA 95357 ~ $ 26.00

'019~OO3.:o234:l00· "'l"ME'NDOZA AORIAN-&ROSA ·---""---------"-·--"-'-'~-------1-3536 BERESFORD'OR'" -MODESTOCA95357 t--r----uiiiO"
i ,, ____'''____,_,____________~____'___~________,_____,,____,

;' 079..rn)3-024-000 --~MANHOSO FRANK & MANHOSOMARIA -- . 3540 BERESFORD DR MODESTO CA 95357 '$ 26.00
; ,

-&79-003-:025=000 -lFlSCHER WilliAM & FiSrnERCAR-Ol~-~----" ---'-j3sOOBtRESFOflOliR--- -·:---MODESTOcA95i57---$---26.oo

-."'--~----,-+ --~---~-----~--.--- -_.-
079-003-026..(100 1 MEYER FELESHIAJ ET AL

'079.o03.oi9=Ooo : CHUNG WllllAM-& VEH GEORGINAPiicHING TRS

~079-003.030-00-0-TsrANtEY COYE &. MACHEliT"- ,.-,---,------~...--

" 079'O03-03~i:Ooo-i MUNOZ AlfREDO f & CEYlON'cc.----

- ----r3604BEiiESFORO·OR'''·_''- MODESTO CA 95357 $~--26j)O--

3608 BERESFORD OR "'''--'r~MOOEsT6-CA 9S357 $ 26.0(l

3616 BERESFORD OR-~~"--"1 MOOESTOCA95357-1'·s--------16.(lO .-
-C__~_____~____'____ ~c;-I--';c___--c;;-

3610 BERESFORD OR ! MODESTO CA 95357 $ 26.00
"~i------~- -~'-,--.----~

3624 BERESfORD DR ! MODESTO CA 95357 j $ 26.00 ,

. 3628 BERESFORD DR-- "--I-MOoEsTOCA 95357T-s--26.00--:
_,,_+---:---._,__,_~~_._.___~1--_. '. _>_

! 3631 BERESFORD DR j MODESTO CA 95357 1 $ 25.00 '

+-704-SMNDAlE DR'--"" ·,,--·----t"MODESTO iA 9535Q rs~---26:00''''__ .L________i..
708 SPINDALE DR 26.00i MODESTO CA 95357 i $

---,----.---~------------,-~--.--~---------..;...---~-,-.-,. "'_________..__ l ..._ ===;---f--;c-----cc;c;;:
079-OO3--03s-QOO ) MUNCRIEF DAVID E f 712 SPINDALE DR ! MODESTO CA 95357 $ 26.00

"079..(}03--036-000----;' SHARMA RUDRADUTI&"R·EsHMIKA----,...--'-"-..-------· ----tn.6SPlNDALE OR~ "~~"--! MOOEsro-CA 953S7 $ 2""0
i "

~:'079-o03._~~~~~__.[DruEAllNo£LAcIO._~_~!~~_=_:~~~=.~~=~==_~InoSPJNDAlf-OR---"---l~~~ESTo CA 95357__..~--------2~.OO--'
07g...003--038-000 ; MORAlES DIANA R ~ n4SPfNDALE OR ! MOOESTO CA 95357 $ 26.00

'--'079-003-::03g::QOO i JORDAN NEll WAYNE & JORDAN MARY----·~-" ; 718 SPTNDAlEOR----~-"-..~l""MODESTO CA 95357 1 f----26~(lO~'
- 079-o03-04-1.QOO---- ~.; PEREZCHRtsnNA M------------· ."...---'"-.---~-~.. --- "~-""'''729 SPINOALE DR --"--+'~MoD£STOCA 95357"-r-"f ......--26.(i()
,.__~__,,~ ___..,____.___l ' ,. __,_,_, ......"._."... - ...,,_~___.____,-L-______ ,

079--(l03·042--OOO ! CORONA AlVARO -·""-~5iiNoAi.EOR! MODESTOCA95357 \ $ 26.00 -

""o'1.j:Q03-00..(}OO -'rHANlEY JOHN & SAMANTHAi.-----~..--- nlSPINDALE DR j MODESTO CA 95357 ·-t'--$--"--~o-~
079-003-04-4-000 ; GEISER KATHLEEN j 717 SPINDALE OR -"'--TMDOESTO CA 95357 ! $ 26.00 ;

'079-003=""04s:Doo i HOWARDTHOMA.'i A ----- .....~-",- ..-.-,----- ..~ .........---.- ----"t713sPtNoALEDR"·--- "-'''--IMODEs-iei''i:A 95357-i---$----~OO1
'079-00i04iOOO----1-Ci-ElANODOUGw'S&CLELANDPAMELAJ'~ . 7095PINDALEDR "'--'--IMooESTOCA95357 i $ 26.00

'079='003-047..000--- 1 BIElEFElDT lAMES 'liiS;MONICAc-·--··---'"-·-~~- 3617 BERESFORD OR ~--;MOOEsTOCA 95357 ! -r--'~--26.00 i
---oi~~oo'-' -"-::-iillS u.c 17iiiM1LBANio'R"- ..--.------..,~MODESTO CA 95357 j $ 26.00

079-003·049-000 _r~OooYROB£RT'P-&"M600Y'DlANE'K--~ ---- f 724 MIlBANK DR ,~ODESTOCA95357 t'$---~
'·079.oo3-DsCH)Oir- i SWITZER lYNDELL 728 MIlBANKOR~----"--""" MODESTO CA 9S351 t S 26,00

~""019.oo3-051-Ooo--1 KILGORE tiNDA l & SELLERS JEsSE Ni------- ---~-" .."---·+73iMiisANKDR~- "';-'MODESTO CA 9535]',t"s' -----26:00-
- '079:003::052::000' •..tMAxwEltVIRGINIA E --",,-<-...--- 736 MIlBANK DR "'-"MOOESTO cA95357-r-$ 26JlO

079-003-053--000 ! JUDD JIMMIE RANDALL ET At ~"'.--~'-..~'------ ..~~--'-.-.~.-: 740 MIlBANK DR ~,_'~m'~"'MoOESTOCA953S7-r'$'~·---26.00~
,,--~~--~~~-"~--,---+==-~ ,---~"--~'------------~~~

079-003-054-000 ! SPIEKER OAVf M & SPIEKER JANE R j 744 MIlBANK OR

! ALVEAR F-EUCiTAS ' 748 MILBANK DR079·003-055-000
-~--.,-" ,,"

WJLSDNJAffENE METAL 733 SPINDALE DR MODESTO CA 95357 $ 26.00

079-004-001-000 ESPARZA W1UlAM & ElSA 3709 WICHITA WAY ~--MOo-ESTci CA 95357 $ 26.00
-.-...~.~---,----"---

3713 WICHITA WAY MOOESTO CA 95357 $ 26.00
,--,,-....--..-.....~---~--,~-~ --_.. _---

079--004"()02-OOO i CASSIDY AlAN !( & CASSIDY SUSAN H

'-079=00'4-003..()00 ! HAWil AlfRED ..---- 3717 WICHITA WAY --"-MOoESTO CA 95357 $ 26.00

-079-004.(104-000 I PAl.M.ERINARRIRO & PATRICIA

'oi9:0ti4-=oo-s-ooo '~r FRIEDRICH MATIHEW! TR

-----_._---
3721 WICHITA WAY MODESTO CA 95357 $ 26.00

3725 WICHITA WAY MODESTO CA 95357 $ 26.00

079.004-00&-000 1 MAHLUW NOElM & MANLULU MARIVIC F 3729 WICHITA WAY MODESTO CA 95357 $ 26.00
-'-'-"'-.-~-..---"- ..-...--.--~~--

)"-079..0ci4-007-OOO !TOWNE JAMES E& TOWNE AMANDA j 3733 WICHITA WAY i MODESTO CA 95357 $ 2600

,079..Q04.008.000 [BRJGHT GARY E & BETTY J TRS 3801 WICHitA WAY---: MODESTo CA 9535"--+-S'- 26:00:

I-~---~-+ -~----~'---====-t-.--l 079-004--009-000 ~ DE AlBA RlGOBERTO & 0",'A,"I.BA;;-;:;5A~ND"AA:;;;;l:;;c;--;--___+-;380S;;;;;"W1;;;;C;;H;;";;A,,~~___ ..__L~"~~_~~_CA""9<,53,,57c;--c--,$C-_-;2:;6.,,,00
--0-79-......---10-0---00- DE AlBA RIGOaERTO 5R& DElAL8A SANDRA l 3809 WICHITA WAy ! MODESTO CA 95357 $ 26.00
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~,~""-
079..JJQ4.(}11"()OO

OWNER PROPERTY ADDRESS
'~wAmE-DANNY-&-CARoiANNE-~ -,- ~-.-..-"' ~---. "-"1' 3ii3"wicH1TAWAY

OTY STATE ZIP ASSESSMENT
:-MODE"STo-CA95357-r$--~26:60

3817 WICHITA WAY T--MOOESTOCA95357-t-"S' 26.00
~~'----~-'~---~-~'.'

________."_~"'_w~~._,~_____~ W~__,_"_,~~

'i Q)"9---004"()13-OOO GARCIA ARMANDO & MARISOL RESENDIZ 3821 WICH!TA WAY MODESTO CA 95357

i 079-004-·015-000

079-004-018-000 CUIRIZ EDEll. JAVIER
,,- ----t--~-------.---~"--~

; 019-DQ4,.Ol9--QOO ALBERG DAViD A& PAMELA M TRS

i 079-004-020--000 ROBERTS WAVA J ET Al TRS

;-079--004-021--000 cox JUUE A

--1---
3909 W!CHITA WAY

3917 WICHITA WAY

26.00

,--- MODESTO-CA'953~~"f--- 26.00

-'MODESTO CA95354--"-;-""-$- -- '-~'26:00-

'''---'-;-- MODESTOCA953S:;'-T'-r .,.---,lEi.'m}'-­
-"---\-MOnESTo-EA"9s'357'---l..- .. $ 26.00

MOO£STO CA 9535)" '"$'-----·26~OO-"~

$ 26.00

;--079'{)04-022.oCio--~-'-"'IDADA SERGiO-l" ------------<'1925WICHITA WAY~-' -, "''',-h-M'oDEsTo CA 95357 1....-S'- -'~-26.0(t

~079:.o04-023-OOO"'~'M0- -'MEZA HECTOR MEOTNA"--e~ ..~,,-,,-,~ ""'~--"~39-29WICHITA WAY'- ~~'----j"~MoO£5TO CA 95357'-+- $ --~i6.oo'·-

"-o~l4=(IOO ..--l~~MAAnNEZARTHURJ&·EUSA R-----------~--_;_M3933 wlcH"iTAWAY- -- --... I' MODESTOCA 95357---""'--$' '---20-:00--

-079~oiOiS-ooo~-'--GARONER GW'RGE & GARDNER·DAWN·----..·'~- ." --"""--'-'-'--844--LARNED IN --r~MODESTO cA 95357---!--~'$ ,... --"~-"i6~OO
079~Q4:02i"OOO- -"~--SAMUEl-8ENiAM--'N&jANEi'y------- -,~--- "'~~:-840lARNED LN ---- ------i"'MODfSTO-cA 95357 :-'-$--- 26_00"-

079.{}(}4.027-OOO COVARR:U£UAS-ROS-ERT- ,- -------~--. --"---'--~"''"--''T836iARNEO~'-'--~- ~-tM00E5io-CA'9S3S7----t--r- 26.00
_ ,,__

~

__________'-__

,,_~

__,,____

,,~

__ ,,____ '''''_.__,_"__"'

'~'

__"'__'"'__ ' __"_'

~

__

'''_C~

__

~

____ _ _.___..~,__"_.__.~'"l--__
i 5EN lNDAR & SEN SURUJ M ; 832 1.ARNED LN i MODESTO CA 95357 ; $ 26.00

o)"9-D04-Oig'-oOO ,--'--.-VIGil (ELS!) ET Al--- "'-,----- .~--,--,....".--..--------------"-·-'·-828 LARNED IN _.- ''"''----"'T MODESTOCA 9S351"'~-f-- -'--"26:"00·""
079-004-028-000

- ---~--~-~---,,- .. --,-
MODESTO CA 95357 i

~----.--
079-004-030-000 3925 SHARPSBURG OR $ 26.00

MODESTO CA 95357----+ .. -f -------i6~oo
3917 SHARPSBURG DR t"MOOESTO cA9ili7-~!-' "r --26110<

07S-004-033-000 ~-<" GlEN MAvisj-TR~'- - ----".----.- -'--i913-5HA'RP5BURG'DR-~"--'T Mo!iS-io CA 9S357 ~$

: "(i79_034::(}OO------~-CtiR!snANS()N iDAM E'g;-OiRlSTIANSON VVONNEM'-----" 3909 SHP:R?SBURG [)R~---;M"MOomO CA 95357-"'$-'" "---'~i6::"oo "
26.00

. -
~-079--004--03s..oOO---·~; CHICKENRANC'H"MEWUK INDiANS -,--,~-,,--,,--,~."--,,- --~-3905--SHARPSaURGDR' --p", ~ MODESTOCA 95357

;-079:004-03~~!PP.s CORY-L&P-HIPPSCAR'{)l{J------·---~,----~L3901 SH-ARPS8URGOR __ ~______ L MODmo(i-95357

,-079--a04.03g..o00- .. ~.:~_,:O~I~_J_U_U_A_N_'_T~~ 0 '-'~--·--- .. '--.."-"--..' ..----..-----138i7S-HARPS8URG DR­
:-079--004-039=000"- MCEVENTURfS llC '---'"~"-"~'--"--- -i8:i3--sHA'RPSBiiRGDR
- -

'"079"()04-040-000'''''-''''--AU-YEUNGCHI'&''AU:Y'£UNGTZEH------ j 3809 SHARPSBURG OR

...L_~_.____",,,..

$ 26.00

i MODESTOCA 95357 --;-$'-'~-~

MODESTO CA 95357 ~ -$"" ----"2'6:00''''
: MoDESTO CA95357-----'-'$ --26.00-":

,-
i 3721 SHARPSBURG OR --- --MOo-mo-cA95357~-$-'~~i6:oo

079:004--044-000 -·-WQOriSHAw-N"s."w6oO'''KR·i5TiNA'"M''·''--'---------' '~'r3717 SHARPSBURG D"R---~ MOOmOc;.-9s3Sj-- T"'r-- --~~i6:OO~

HATIERSlEY SCOTr lEYTON-&SA'NORA lEE"TRS--"-~-------~---' i 3iiis'HARPSsuR'G"DR--"-~-" MODESTO CA953S'- T-'''$- 26.00

,-079~S::OOO -~-"OOEN'pm~R c -- - - ----~ ~r3709 SHARPSBURG DR~~ -~ MODESTO 0.95357- "ts----'26.00..
, , 1

~

__..__

~

__

" ~ ~ ~ _ o

___,__

,~

__,_________

, , ~ _

.->-..___....____________

~~-

__

----_~,-

....

~--,-'------~--

..... '

079-004-047-000 OMRD lASON R ET AL i 3705 SHARPSBURG DR , MODESTO CA 95354 ! $ 26.00

079-004-Q48.000 "'-WEill FARGO BANK-NA r3701SHARPSBURG DR- ...."~T"~OOESTO CA. 09535 ·t-$:-~-

t079~g.QOO-=~-~ EYRING~~~~Nl :~_~===_-=_'-____~...Tj~_~~~~~~~WAY-~=.~___J~~OES:OCA95357 ; S'"·, ~--- 26.00-'

i 079-004--050-000 i BENTlEY DOUGLAS & BENTlEY lEEANNE K ~ 3716 WICHITA WAY ! MODESTO CA 95357 $ 26.00

i 079-004-051-000 DUMAS JAMES BRIAN & PAMELA L --""-" '-----t3720W!CHITA WAy----l' MODESTO CA 95357 ~'r-'" ----'-26=00-
f~9-004:ti52-OOO -reV';OO::-BAADleYMrIT1EV--&BAADlE-YMARKO·----n

-"'-- -:""3724 ViiiCHITAWAY IMODESTO CA 95357 1-$-~'-~16>00 ~
079-004..()S3-000 MORENO lijiSF&-M'DRe-N6"ROSAM------'-"·~-j728WICHITA WAY J MODESTO CA 95354 'j $ - 26.00

079--004-054-000 GONZAlEZjUANR-'~---~-- 3732 WICHITA WAY -" J MOOESTOCA95357 I $ _ '-26~OO'''-
f-~019-004-05s...ooO--i-OOTlU:O'"RAFAEl "-,"~.... ""--,",,-- 3800 WICHITA WAY-'~"~ --- !MoOESTtl"cA9S357Ts- --z6,OO-:

079--004.056-000 SALVATION ARMY ___~.c __ <,__ ,______~__._.___, "~i804~WiCHniWAyH~~'-- [ MODESTO cA 95357-r-$---~----26>oO'-;

t· 07~57-ooo'-;;;;;;--;-;CUNE DAVIO L& DElrRA'"NTRS--------
o '-"--'--i8Q8 WICHITA WAY -""-,,- ; MOO-ES-T-O-CA-'-S-3S-7-rS-- 26~OO"..i

Landscape Maintenance Assessment District No.1
2013-2014 AnnuaJ Engineer's Report
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'I 20&14
APN, OWNER PROPERTY ADDRESS QTYSTATElIP, ASSESSMENT

;'07~S:OOO-- I FUGATE KAREN M"TR-"-"-'~-~~ -~, .,--'' -. -,--~----- ---"~---'-""j"'38iiWICH!iAWAy'--m-- j--MOOES-ro-CA 9s35i--~I- -'s~.,,- --" ---26:00--;

~~079-ao4=OS9.ooo- j COUCHMA"NPAUlE-& KATHRYN A " .• -'~"----------"---l 3fH6W1CH'ITAWAY" '---iMODESTO CA 9s357--~'-'$------'--'--26:00"-;
~-07s.004..060-OOO --icASEBE MA.RilAUNACTR--~----~---~-: 3820 WICHliA-WAY-- ---------'1MODmo o\953S'7'i'S--- 26,OO~-
, I, ,____.._. ____ ,.___,--L':___......__... _. L ___,_,_,_.. ,'_..__'." ..... ,'__._. _
"079-004-061..QOO ! MAY0l81R,6I1T ATR ET At i 3824 WICHITA WAY 1 MODESTO CA 95351 j $ 26.00
--- --------..---f-- --,---,----.-.~-~--.--.- ..--,-----..---.-....,+_=_=~-.-----,-.---------;---..-.--,-----+---~----~-.i 019-{J04-062.ooo i HERNANDEZ CESAR E& MARGARITA C i 3828 WICHITA WAY ! MODESTOCA 953$7 ! $ 26,QO :
,_____ ..._~.•__~______ .___~,_.._L_____.__o~ •• '_o__•_____c__..

26.00 ,

26.00

; 079-004--063-000 IBEAUOETTEGARY&9EAUDETTEOEBORAH +39ODWICHITAWAY; MOOESTOCA95357 I $
~079-D04-064-"OOO~-, ""AlVAREZ LOUIS 1. ET;l-"-'"-'~----"~-~--~-~·- 3904-WICHITA'Y:;;;:V-- ~·t--MOOEsTO-CA9~535~7- -r-s-
; 079.004.065.ooii'"-'-t-MANON1 JUoriH-···-"- ·..--·-..·--------~~"--~------~-T3908WICHITAWAyM'_- - r-MODBTO-cA95357 .. f"-s '~~~-i6:00-

:- 079-0(14..066-000 I ISRAEL SAMMY S &SHERlYESGijERAA--'~·------·--'·-t3912 WICHITA WAY-~---~l-MOOESro09535·7·····\_ ·..,$ 261)0 ;
~-------.------'----_t__:'-- - ------....---~.~--+.----, ..---~------.~".-
: 079.004-067-000 ! ROJASItOGEUOA i 3916W\CHITAWAY l MQOESTOCA95354 1 $ 26.00

i--079~-=ooo--· ..-l·oVlEOORAfML5&-Ov,ED(i!Riv,AI:---------l 3910 WICHITA WAY~'--- MODESTO CA9s35j--"';--s---- lKOO-'

!" 079-OO4..(l69..oo0 i OCKEYLEOTAl-TR i 3924WICH!TAWAY'~"'" ---rMODESTOCA95357 "--T--"~~~~26>OO--
~_______+_, _~"~.___."______._. _~,_L_~__~___"" "N_.".+_..~~_~_,__._"'"~....__._.+_,---.
: 079-005-001-000 --!- SI~PSON STEVEN 731 SPINDALE DR "~ MOOESTO~95357 : $ ~_~__~6,OO__,

'079-005-002-000 I BAWET RICHARD l & 8ALUET SHERRY 736 SPINDALE DR MODESTO CA 95357 $ 26.00

079-005-003-000 I BORDNER FATIMA --------..........- ..-.~-----'-'-'-j SOO$AUNA OR -'--·~--·-'-M6DmO-CA-95357~~~- $ 26.00

j' 079-OOs-oQ.i:OOo I HEllfRUO GARRY A& HEllERUDARliNE'"C------'....·f' 804 sAUNAOft~~-"w.-'-~--:. MOOEsro-c::A-95357 +---$ -~--"-----26-00

, 079-00S-OOS.ooo-t SOUZA OONoVAN&50UZA Nicoi:£'...."" 813 PARSONS cr-~->~---:-MOOESTOCA 95354-.-$-.----'26:00'"
';-~-~--~--+--------------"-------- -~---+---~-~~-"-,,-,,.--~"""~ ~-$---.------
i 07s-QOS-006-OOO i BARRINGTON AMANDA MARIE 809 PARSONS IT MODESTO CA 95357 26.00

'079-0005-007-000 iTHOMPSONMELANiE-·~--------~'---80S·PARSON5cr ----~·MoomOCA95357 -~-:-- $ 26.00

'--079:oos:oos=tJOOj-LAKEDAWOE&LAKE MARGARET R sOOPARSONs-a~---"--' ,,- ..; ....~~~O CA ~:.357 j,~~ .- ~·-26."00-~'
079.ooS-OOS-OOO jlEEEOMUNDW-m ----.-"-'--..~-~.~-------" ...---,-804?ARSON~---'~'- MOOESTOCA95357 ! $ 2MO

i----.-""--_.___....~_."..f"......__ _'__,,~_~_ ~.~__..,,__._,,__~___"______ _. L.__.__~"
079-005-010--000 ; GARCIA EDUARDO C& GARCiA ELIZABETH A : 808 PARSONS IT , MODESTO CA 95351 ! $ 26.00

~~_~_~-=~HAMOO SASA&HJLDA-T~S':'·"· ~--·..·---·-------..-iruPARSONSd'~-~·-tMODESTO0. 9535i ..-·rr..~'c'--w26:oo'
079·005-012-000 'RANGEL FRANCISCO JAV1ERJR ! 817-CEAvENWO'R-rn-wAv_-"'"i,-MOOESTO CA 953STi-$~_"'M~'261io':
079-005-013-000 MEDINAVlaOR&IRMA' . ~ ~ 813 lEAVENWORTH WAY -r'MooESTOCA95357 1$ ---26~OO-:

i~07g.o05-0i4.:ooo-·-i-cFA~GU=N~O~f5~ANroNIO&·"HAiRJiCQUEU-'-EK------'--t-809"i.EAvENWORTH\VAY~--"-"!-MOOEsi6"CA9-53-57-~'+-$-"-- 26:00'

079-005-O15-{l(lO GARDA MATiAS & GARCIA MERCEDES - j sos lEAVENWORTH WAY i MODESTO CA 95351 l'-s-'----26".oo""
079--00S-016-OO0 ! SANDHU MANJI~~.~,~ING~~=~~~~:_KAUR_____.~-=-: sO~EAVENWOR~WA~= rMODrnO CA 95357 ! $ 26:00~"

l' 079-O05.{t17.ooo ! OWENStARRYG&MARYZ SOOlEAVENWORTHWAY j MOOfSTOCA95351 -'$ 26.00

079-005-018-000 j TAYlOR SRAOlEY JOSEPH 804 lEAvENWCiftiH-w,;-Y- JMODESTO CA 95357 ;-T~'----i6:'oo--'
019-OOS-019-OOO I BISHOFF PHVi.lIS j 808 lEAVENWORTH WAY ! MODESTO CA 95357 $ 26.00

r07g..ooS..GW.ooO i-GROSSTHoMAS T-----'~·-·-·~..""---~------"·--~>-+8i£LEAVENWORTH WAY -" "T 'MOOESTO cA95357·-.........-s'w,-""" '"--~26.cio
; '), " ..... "'... "----~--" .

,~ 07g....{joS-021-OOo l EWING MARGARET K & JOiirt"'~~"---~-'---'----------:&i6"lEAvE!W.tORTH WAY-;MOo£STO CA 95357-~;--. $ 26.00

(o~..an:ooo~--+ AMIRAH You8ein B··'"-"'"·-~ 3908 5HARPSBURGDR . "".... LMOOESTOCA"95i57---l--'-f--~'-26.00....J

079-005-023-000 DAVisO-NW-AYNE'&JO-" -"----~.---,-.- ----~AAPSBuRG DR -~'·-r~Moomo-CA"9535j""-"t-"-$ 26.00

079--005-024-000 HAWllALFRED ----- ---- 3916SHARflSBURG-DR~'---"'---"-"MODE5TOCA95357 I $""--i6~OO-
>-079-00S--02S\2QO PlUMMER JOANN TR -~--------'-~7lAR--N-EO-LN___~----""_'_~-MO-DESTO CA-95357 -1--S""--26.00-

079-005-026--000 PFAFF lAMES A & USA G TS13lARNEDlN .... - .. - ........- ~~MOOESTOCA 953~$~--26.6{}'--"

-07=9-00C;;;;"",-Z;C27'"-OOO;;;;;:--+--;C"H"EN:C;GEORGE cHONG1YH&HOllYYUN"y"";;:;----·---! 80S lARNED LN : MOO£STOCA953571$----·-26~OO ....,
019-005-028-000 VAN DfEM£N MICHAEl a& VAN ClEMEN LAURI L -"'r805lARNroLN"-"--""---'--: MODESTO CA 95357 1 f"-----·-26~iio-

~_-;;07;;9-00C;;;"'5-()-;;;;"';;-OOO;;;;;:--+-;U;;GHT;;;..MAR;';O;;;KTT~· ---~~ ..-".--. ----, 1J9-09-G-O-OO-IA-NO~=~=~~--M-O-DESro-CA--953571-$-.-,"_-._-~-6-JJ-~-o.
LUCAS THOMAS M!II & LUCAS USA M ! 3905 GOODlAND CT , MODESTO CA 95357 i $ 26.00

079-OOS·{131:OOO +"'BA"'R"ktEY=:cJ"OS=EP=H"'E"lR""'-------·-----+I"'39=OO;:G"'OO=O;:lA=N;;:cOCr ".- ..----n~!ODESTO CA 95357 IT--25.00~"
"""'===::::--+====, ..__ .____. ____".._1----_._....._,._ .........' ' _..__.._..

Q79-005-032..ooo BROOKS CHARlES A & BROOKS SUSAN 0 i 3904 GOODlAND CT ! MODESTO CA 95357 l $ 26.00

>··...0"7='W<JS.<l==''''3-000 GAMBOA BENITO ~9iiGOO0lANDcr'--- ---·--'t-"MOOESTOCA95357 $ 26.00'~
"o;:"=-OO""'S<)"';:34-OO()==--'-::M"O"RALES""'""S"'HA=R;"-'-&lUIS --._-- 3912 GOODlAND cr-~--- 0 CA 95357--+--S'-' "'---"'26.00-

079-005-035-000 YOUNGER ROGER & LAURA

landscape Maintenance Assessment District No.1
2013..2014 Annual Engineer's Report
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--- .--"-------.-~- -"'~-~ -, ,----.~~---~ -'''------~ -~ .-.-.- "V~-i01l-14 -.-,.

APN . ___~~N~______~~.__~___ .~_~.~~~!!~~~_~ OTYSTATEZIP A5S~~_~! __ _
'--0:i9.'005-O'3&.000 v COLE TINA M 3920 GOODLAND CT - v - r-MOOESTO CA 9"5.357 "r's-' 26.00

019-{lOS-037-OQO AlVAAADoMARrA 0-- ---- _.~_~_,~._,_v --~.--- 800LARNEO'!.N +"MOOESTO cA 953S7·tv~$-' - 16.00

O'79.QOs":ii3S:OOO-- --PALMERINj-05E-O€'jESUS~-~----~'---'-_v---'--- -'-,·SMt.AANED!.:N'·------ v" i MODESTO CA 95357 -rT 26.00

-'079:OO5::{}39-000-- ~HAmR M!CHAUA&UNDA-D-·-"---v----..-.~---""'v808LARNED LN ! MO!)£SID(A 95357 '-t"-'f 26.00

O1S::OOs:Q4O::000 ; PARKS STEVf:N M & 8ECKV-----""·-~~-~~~- -~-gi2' LARNED LN' -t'--MODESTO CA 95357 1-$'~----26.00 'j

079-005..041.:000 ,- -·----$ETOLERMIi:HAEL----~·-~---·------- ·-~_8_:~.~~~~~~~~._=_=_~_+1~ODE5TO ~953S·7-~[~~~-·~ 26.!lO'"
(r79~{i5-~2:OOO "--;':;o'RADEDMONo'&-NioRADCAR'MEN- ~-~-------'--' j 820 lARNED LN ! MODESTO CA 95357 : $ ." ·~··-i6:00·-'"

079-005-043--000

079-006--001-000

PUliDO HECTOR E ET Al

WALlACE JOHN W TR
,+-::--"~---~.".-~---.---.-.-j--.-...--~-,--,-~~-.--,---

i 741 WADDELL WAY ~ MOOESTOCA95357 - $ 26.00

079-006-003-000'" -.--~- MARTiNEZ RACHH. S i 745 WADDEll WAY MOOmocA953sT"' ·"s' .-- -- 26.00 ~

079:OO6-00;rOOO-"~'~-~'CHH"iM UM--- -~. --·-·-----·-------~wAooillwAy-~- --'-'-'---MOOESTO CA 95357 '$'~----i6ll()
------"" .··.,~,~.-------~-·~----~----··-- ..-,-·-.---..,~-t- ..~--------~;~_~___~_____~l-.. ____...
079-Q06-00S-!lOO FEOfRAlNATIONAlMORTGAGEASSOOATIOO ( 753WADDELLWAY ,MODESTOCA95357 , $ 26.00

,------,----,-,:,-----,-------------------,------ +-c'=='
079~06-OO6-000 K!BBY ROAD LlC ! 757 WADDELL WAY MODESTO CA 95357 -;--:r--- 26.00-c

.•.•_2___ _
--~---".- ..-

MODESTO CA 95357 $ 26_00

oj9:OO6-008-!iOo"~-" '''''REYBjIM-'R:'&REYESEi'LEN~t-- ... 1'765 WADDEll WAY .~ MODESTO cA 95357 -; $-- ----26.00" ..
-'079-OO6.:oci94)OO-~-"-aTY OF MOOESTO"~'-'- ,~~ ..-----~~---~ 't"756 CDD!NGTON WAY MODESTO CA 9535i-l'''--s -.,,-----,

, ~ i
"Oj9:006·010:000'~~-"ToHN50N ·GERALD·i."ET"Al"·....----·-,~------ .~,,>-,,- f752COo!NGTOOWAY--~~-,,'-MOOESTO-CA953S7 T~$--~~OO-

(i7-;o06.o1i~~·'-~"~·VAN NGUYEN~ICHAEL"·~""~~-,,-·~ ---,-----.--t748 eDDINGTON WAY j MODESTO CA 95357"""i "·"'s' .. 26.00

079:.!i06..o'i2',{)OO -- ""CAMACHCiEfRENETA""l------·--·--- ,,-- -~-'--" ---{ 744 COD!NGTOI;-WAY--'-TMOOffio~iA9ili7 .- '_'$~,,_.~m 26,00-""

'''-079=00'6-013..000 GARCIA fRANCISCO & YOLANDA "'.-~--'''--..- - -'I-'uoc'OoINGTON WAY IMODESTO CA 95357 -"$." '-"'--"-16-:00---<
0794:106.01+000 ~,~" ""MC'CRARY LLOYD Li'&-"MC'CAARY MARY j------,,~"1___?35 CODINGTCIN'WAV--"--jMOOESTO CA 95357.$ 26.00-"

'''019:{}Q6:0iS:OOO' ,,- '""''''PA"RKINSHARRYROBERTTR'"'''- ---~~------""... , [ 732 eODINGTON WAy-l MODESTO CA 95357 , $ ----"26:00"
,""--""'~--'-~"-- "'''--..,,-'"--_.. _-"- ,._---------,_._""-"'""',- .--!-:-----,----,-;..-""--~--,~-":

079-006-016-000 TELlEZ MAURiCE R & MARGARITAf, ; ,728COOlNGTON WAY I MODESTO CA 95357 1.$ 26.00

'" '079-006-Il11-o00'--'"'' TEllEZ MAU-Rlcr"R&MARGARITAF---~~--"T'724 CODINGTON WAY I MODESTO CA 9S35i"7"'$"-~-26.00

,.·~o79::(i05-o1i{ioo~-~,-SANT05..Lu"iMARIA ""..~.--~-,~.-".-.-----~---- ~T7£OCODINGTON WAy .... 'r'MODESTO CA 95357' '-r"T"~-26_00 ~

""079.005=019::000"'"'''-'''; '"SANTOSlUi----- ·------t"7i"scOmNGTON-WAY------! MODESTO CA 95357 -'1-"$'-"---'- 26.00·

079.006-0Z0:000-"-~ PADIlLA SALVADOR & i>ADIu.AANTONiA-·-'--~--t 712 CODINGTON WAY ----tM~953S7 _,l'_$~-26~~

079-(106-021-000 ""-,-~~-~--,, .. ~"10iCODlNGTO-N"W~--~-+--MODESTO CA 9535:r--, '---s"" ''''-''''''''''"2:6:'00

079-006-022-000 BAINS GURNAM S & SAlV!NDERKC-~~~~ 104 eODINGTON WAY -~CA9s3s5~l--"$-- 26_00""

I MOQ£STOCA95357'

""079-00&:'025::000 . ~- --RAM AAvi- PRAKASH & R;;:MSAN1!1A~PRAOOH--'-- ~--iOiCODiNGTONWAY-"~-T"MODESTO CA 953S7 ".!", $ "" -.~--- 26.00-'

'-07!Ulo&.cif&:ooo-----t BANUELOS M-A"RTHAE--.-·--·------·..~---·~~-·--.,.-705eDDINGTON WAY ----4-"M"oOESTO CA 95357 r"'$'''--'~26Jii)''

"-o7.iO(j6::i}i7~ ....~rlE!5HMANOONAlOE&lEISHMAN MARcrAl-~---------- --]Og'roOi'NGTON WAY MOOESTOCA95357 --j""'''.r'" 26.00

"(i7~02i{ioo----,tcONOER OESOAAH------~--'--- 713 CODINGTON WAY MODESTO CA 95357 !-$~·-26.00·
--D7iOo&-02S::000--'-·~ SAAUNBRANDO"N-'--- t-niCOOINGTONWAY I MODE5TOCA95357-·t~f"--·"- 26.00 1

(l19-006-03Q..OOO--"'-;...GoMEZFAA'NCISCO-j·ip-ATR!C!A-------~---~ 721COotNGTON WAY --- MOOEST,()CA-95357--f-' $ 26.00

'-ii79:Q06-031-:OOO- BAINS GURNAMS&"SALVINDER K ----,+--725 CaOINGTONWAY MOOESTO CA 95357 ~ -T-~-----U:OO-'
+'==~=,=+.----""~ 729CQDlNGTONWAY I MODESTOCA9S351 .. i,---:----~~

.• 079-DO!H)33--QOO--tCARROll EDWINIOSEPH & CONN!E --T'733 eDDINGTON WAY -~ MODESTO CA 95357 ; $ 26.00

'-')79:OO6".Q34::000-- '--t-AM8ROSICH STEPHEN F -1737c:oDlNGTON WAY MODESTO CA 95351 $ "------u:-oO-'
079--006-035-{1oo MARKERGEORGEHTR ---..~~---- !741CODINGTONWAY -i"-MODE5TOCA95357 l-$~ 26.00

'~~oo---~'1 GALE MARK 0 n& DEBRA l TRS -----r--74S"cOi:iiNGTONwAY--· I MOOESTO CA 95354 -$~---26.00'
079.(106-037.000 --S!LliMON-A'NTHONY- ..,,--~---- !~ 749 COOiNGTONW----;v---iMODESTOCA 95357 ism 26.0{) -'

~oi9~o&:ills."OOO-"- GUZMAN JESUS A -744"CARR80RO LN I MOOESTO(A 95357 i-'-s' '-'---26.00-"
';;c===,---' . I ---C=:::-i

079--006-039-000 LOUCKS OAV1"O"GEORGE & JOSEFA MTRS -~--r740CARRBaRoIN MODESTO CA 95357 ' -$ 26.00

L -7 -T5FT
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APN i
--o7~oo~--~I?ATiilcK ANTONIO-'~ _..
•___,,__~~"___I______---.-.-."""."- _",__,_.__• __.______

OWNER
2013-14

___ "1___~~~!~~~OR~!__. L~...._CI1Y ST~~_~~_.___~ ASSESSMENT __ j
MODESTOCA95357 ~ "'$ ...... --... 26.00

; , __________J
--7iz' CARROORO'LN---~--'~MOOESTO CA 95357·' "'$

736 CARRBORO LN

26.00D79-006-041-o00 : WRIGHT DARREN W & ANGELA M
..___.._~____". ____. _¥_o._______~_______,_________~.+---.-~~--~--~..- -'____

079-006-042-000 _ MCE VENTURES LtC 728 CARRBORO IN ' MOOfSTO CA 95357 $ 26.00

-~3'000------h)·E6ERRY GARYl&-AUCr-'~'--- -------·_---'--"--t 724 cAR'RBORo'tN------jMOOESTO'c:A 95357 - $, -- --~i6.oo-
·-079-0~OO··-!LAMPROE lEONARO-E&l'A-MPRoE MARYA'---' ;720 CARRBOROtN--·..------tMOOESTOCA 95357'~- '$---- 26,00

·..-~~~':OQ6:04~.··.(i1"~"·.-_;.·.·-GARCiAFE_Up.E&_F._~()R_Es...-.~_~.N.CA._'-..--- -,,~, r'1i6 cARRBOROLN"~'·-·'---t~MoDEsTo-CA95357-·: --$ ------'26:00"
" O~046:nOO-- - -- ! -ODISHODAVIO &-OOlsHo"j-,.iJu· ""'rillCARRsoRolN'----t-MoDESTO"CA 95357:~ $ 26.00

~·079~7"()00 i '-WAy'OONAloe-iTEREs:A"MTRS ~.--.- "~-~--, . '-T 708 CARRSORO~LN-----TMoD-EST'o'(:A"9's3s'j'-'--'~" $ .-." ---2&00-

..~-.--~9-~oo..._.t.'._D~VI~~~~~~-----':---~·-·'·:-, """"'_,_,.-:..,~.~~_-:~~:.'-- "" ... , --+"704CARRaORO LN ----I MODESTO cA95'35i"~"'"- $'" 26,00
'079-00&049-000- -; CONN'H'iLARVA & GARv------------·--------------~~' .. !'700"cARR8ciR:olN .....-"·-~'!-MoDmo CA 9535']- ,'--$ -----"i6.00

-'ej]9:007.oo:Wii1 , -OlOWMINH"lU·ET·Ai:"---""..---·--------"-·T729WADDEllWAY ! MODESTO CA 95354 . '$ ""~"'-26JiO"-
=~==~=__i l I ;
079-OO7"()o2+000 ! S!8ENSioSER-TE TRS & 51'BENS JOANNR---'-'-~~-Mr"i2'5wAoDEU. 'WAy--'----"TMoomo CA 9S357 - ;- $"'~-'-'26.00

~ 0J9.007--ooMOO--' tSANTOAAANTHONY&lA'UREN..-w--~--~'--~---~-,-·l~j2iwADDEIIWAY ----1MOO£STcfCA9s357·""-t" $ 26.00
•____._..__."..."'_:._,,""'.~__'_____dd_~_.~__________.w .",~.__, __. ______•______________________._,__~__~_~~_,_______..:

; 079--007-004·000 : RUNYAN JOHN MICHAEl& BRANDY LYNN TRS L'717 WADDEll WAY ! MOOESTO CA 95357 i $ 26.00
-.---------1'-"--·~·~-~-··"--·~,-,·--..-·,,-····--·~--~-~-----.,,-.-,.,-"'.---~~-, ------- ' -. --!---- -.-.---------~
i 079..()07-OO5-O00 1 L& 0 RENTAlS lie 1 713 WADDEll WAY MODESTO CA 95357 : $ 26.00

:·07~.ml7-006:ooo--i'sWEETEN-HAROLD-~-~'-"-~'---"--~--~·--- "-----1-709 WAOOEll"W;;y---'--r MODESTO CA 95357'-ir ---i61io~
"(179::{io7~ao7:ooo---···-tSANCHEZ EN-iiQUE--· ..........--.----.---------.--~-, ·''.. - ..'-~~l705'wADDEliWAY--- ! MODESTO CA 953S1--t·"f---~~iioo--­

,.. 07s::rn»..ooS.ooo---! 'POOruANjODT-·----~w-'-w- ---r--]-01 WA-DO'EllWAY--·-·~·MOOBT6"CA 95-3-sT---~·-'$-- 26,00"'

: 079-oD7.009.ooo--t·FERNANDEZ RAMiRO-& ALMA---·---··--'---- r669WADDEll WAY MODESTO cA95357- ": "$-- - - ----" iii.oo
i--07~~i04JOi)--TZAMORAGuiuERMO-----·-------·----'--" ... (i6swAODEllWAY---'- -.-+-MODESToo.-ssis-i---i· $ '-~26.00··"

07SCOO7·011-OQO rSTollBERG-WIlUAMR"&OOAiTRS- -,,··---""----------r66rWAOom. WAY -~'rMOOEsrO CA 95354- " S" .-- ·--~26~OO'--

r07S=OO7..o1i.:ooo---! 'l& DRENTALS LtC '"-- ---,--"'. "t657 'WADO-ElL WA-;--- ..··---..r·iVioiiESTO CA 9S35j'~-~'W f--26:OO"~

;-079:OO7-o13-OOO~--1--Mcruiio'tTGH..STAO"eTA-L·-----..--· -~-.~.--~------ ----~~-- ~~t, 65.iwADoELLW;;:yo·--'--'~MODESTo CA 95357--- , "' $" . -'-'-26:i:iO'''~

r-079~7.oi.i-ooo~iCHAUV'N GARY & oEsa!i-- - ..---.------...-- --,,_. -"~t"649 WADDEll iiAY"" ._-,---".' MODESTO CA~9535T "" ~'$ ._, '~'-"~26.00~

: 079-007..015-000 i MARsEllA8AitBARA-A----w--'-----~" ..- ..t645WAODELlw;':Y"-"- ; MODESTOCA95357 -t"-T"'--- 26.00

r'-079-OO7-01&-OOO .-r·ROQUEOARWiN---"----...--"'---~·~--·~·"--"---·--,__~h,-,,,. ·'''r..64lWA-ODEllWAy··----·..·....----..--i--MoomoCA95357-- -r'....----26.00

079-007--017--000 \ ORR MILDRED M £rAl'-~..-"· -~-,,-----.-,--. --." ,,- "'----r648"WADDELLWAY MODESTO CA 95357 :""--'$ '--~oo"

Q79-OO7"{)18-000 '-"''1'" MEYER USA M --!65iwAOoEu:·wAy----~~oDESTtiCA95js7..-'--$~-
! 079-007--019..000 IMENDEZ HILARIO ... -.-.------ 1-'65-6WADOEU::-W~--- i MOOESTOCA953S0~' '-S-' '----26:00-"

079~" ! AMERICAN RESID€NTIAL-PROPERTIES OP LP '~--,,~j-~:~!t:DSV1UE CT t-MoDESTO CA 95357 t'$---~OO"
! 079-OO7-tl21.:o00--·; GOOTGEloMAALA-- i 717RIED5VILLECT ~-- i MOOESTOCA-9S354-i-$----'-26~&i"
'--079-00Ml22.{}OO--- t ·OCHOAJOSEG·e:r'Al ~------------ .......-----.~,,- ..--- -------'713filEosvluE ~·'~TMoD-ESToCA-95357-·"-- r $ 26.00

;-'079-007-021-000 i ACOSTA DAVID ET Al'---"·----·..·-"·->-·"------~~ -----..---·----"1""71'6 'Ri£OsVII::-LEcr-"~--'---I;'"MODESTO CA 95357-f~--$ 26.00
j i ' i
Pl79=OO74ii4~ooo--....!-sCHul1i8RENDAT&RONAii)'-"----~"'~·--.--~-, r720 R!£OSVILLE cr-·-"·---r'Moomo--u.:·95357---"r--"s' ."'-"--26.00---

r 079-007-025-000 __J~~t.4-PAOl~i&'MrotNA-~~RiAM"·-·------- <_..___~~2 WADDEll WAY ~o~~~~~~~~~?=r"$" '-.=-·~--i6:00~'
079..oo7..o2fi..OOO I JIMENEZ GREGORIO 716 WADDELL WAY I MODESTO CA 95357 Ii $ 26.00

=:::: T=::~RO-A & M~iESSUSANH-----~__==-__~~~!~::~~~;~~=-_+_::~~~~~:~:~~~-~::l-~!~, "'_"-' ~:::~-
079-007-029-000 !TRIMBLE BRENDA E-,-"~-.~--------.~-......--,--- .::'=:.=.~~~~~~,,~~__J.MODEST~_CA9~L~E=~ 26.00 -":

; 0'79-007--030-000 > POZZOUU10HNl ' 732WAOOELLWAY j MOOESTOCA95357 1 $ 26.00
,.________..i .__.______~~.."'__..___j __,_______..___..._1_.___. __ ._________'
i (l79-007..Q31-ooo ~ SINGH SURW 8 &5INGH LACHM! BAI 736 WADDEll WAY : MOOESTOCA 95357 1 $ 26.00
r--~-~---!---- - ,_..___ 00 _ -_.__-',_____•

! 079-007-032--000 J DE fA TORRE CONRAD M & DE LA TORRE ROSEMARY H 740WAOOELLWAy l MOOESTO CA 95357 1 $ 26.00

r079--007-.033-000'- : -MARclAiiOARMANoO 0 & MARctANO REMEDIOS R 737 CARR80RO LN "----;MOOESTOCA9s35i-l--f----U::Oo;
079-4lO7..(J34..(JOQ ! PLACE GREGORY & SHERI L - ..··--·--'-----'·73iCARRB6-RO-LN---··---~+MODESTOCA 95357~ '~$ ---'--z6.00--

i (I79--007--03s-OOo--·---It.-SAlYER Jeff & SARAH ---~G'29-CARRaORO LN------r-MoomO·CA 9sis7--"'j> $- --- 26.00
i. . j ,

! 079-007-.036-000 PTBRAND PROPERnES-i'lc-~----'--"'-"~' -~'-'-'-"nS~CARRSOAO LN MODESTO CA 950357 t $ 26.00

! 079-007...Q37..ooo ! AYAIAROSERTODUARTETRS&AYAl.AlUCYC .-----.--: ni"CARRBoROLN MOO£STOCA9S3S7 r-r~'---2ii:OO
i
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......
079--007-038-000 NAVARRO RAfAEL .~-,--,?-~§~~--.~- ~.--~ T"7'ii'&~W;:~~'~~ , j--'M~r5~~9~~7- -~-s~~rao

1

079-o07-03S-000 HARR!SONKARiN"S----'~--'--'-·"·~~~~-'~-"---"-- !"'7i3'CARRBOROIN -.- ""'; MOOESTO 0\95357 r$~o'"~

L079~7.040:00-ci-'·'-·~viLiAlOVOS YOLANDA &-ARTR' .. , ··'~'-·-'-----~-·-------------1709CARR8oRo LN .-tMooBTO(A'9'S3'S7'·'-t'----r---------- 26.00"":
1 o7s.-oo]:04i.{)oo·-~'GAlioWA~lAcK'---· ..-·-'-·-· T'-7oi5CH;:D8URNcr-"--~-T MOO£STO CA 95j57~'" r--'$--------26:OO"
- 0j9-=007-n42-OO0 -------~ -jACK50N'JONATHA-N&ADONA"-'-~ -----~-·---r704 CHA08URN CT ,."'--,~-, i MODESTO (A'95357--;-$__~d

;·-o79.oo~i..Q43-000~--1-GruMR08ERT &-.ij~'ANDA· ..·---~·'-'·-·'---------'------i10S"CHAOBURNa -~,~-, ; MODEsTo cA"~i535j .."L-"$----'26Jil-~
I' "079:OO7:044~O--,·-t~S-AMRA G·i.iRO!P&PREET-·'- _...- ~--- ~,---.-~- ~-'1-i12CHA08-URN-ci ." ",. --~~MOOESTO-U; 953'57' r~~$~---26:00~
L_~.___~_.__._~~j,~_~___·~_~_~_,_,.__,..,,_____··_·___·_---"·--------~·~l--"-'''--·o,------.-".---~, ,.-,,"--
'079-007-045-000 . ROBLES RICHEUE & YULO JOHN \ 716 CHAOBURN a I MODESTO CA 95357 ··~---$-·--26.00--

"079-iio7::04&:ooo'~[-SiNGH JORAWAR ITAl~-"'-'~-·~~·~·--~--~- .. ;iio-cHAD-8URNcr--' _---"-'TMOOESTO CA 953S4 ~-·$'--·~-'~·26~OO
·"079:007-:0;t7:000-~ TRUfSDAILSHElSY J "----'-"~---------~--1-n4 CHADBURN Ci--' -.--_., T~Nj()DfSTOCA-9535j .·-"·-f·-~26.00

L:::~~~~~=-;~~~~Il~~_~__~_.=,=,,~.~=~~~=~, ":~~C'!1 CHA~URN CT-=~~~l,~~DESTO~~ 95=~_"t-,_~w' _~6.00~.
1 079-007-<.149-000 IBARRA JUANA ! 7l7CHADSURNCT \ MODESTOCA95357 : $ 26.00

f-::~~;:::::.! ::~;:~::~::~!CA~Di~==~:=~ .::~~~~r:!:~:~~~:~:-~-~i ::=:~:~I~._ ~~:
~7~7-O52-O00 -'".~ ''ESTRADA-GAMBOA-AAMON--- --.~-~~. ' .. -t-705 CHAOSURN a -~"---lMOtiSTOCA9S355-': $"-'---'-16.00

- - . L,,_,____.__~"'_O~_ ,-.. --_'"_~~_ ; ----------1~---.."..-~-~---.-..'-"--, ..,,_~._.~,,_
i 079.oo7"()S3-000 ; SILVE!RA FERNANDA ' 3725 CREEDMOOR AVE ! MODESTO CA 95357 $ 26.00

1 079~7-O54-000 ~t-BERTRAMEiiENTR---·~---~~----~-- ..-M--"~i7hCREEDMOORAVE t MooESTOCA95357 $ 26.00

;-079:007-OS$-{lOO---- -l---PEREZJOSEP&PfREZR05A-M-~--~~..---~'--- ,~.~-,-, i 3717 CREEDMOOR AVE" +MoomO~o. 95357·-:-$"~~'-'--26.00 -
;,_~_____~ -.__L~__~___,_.<"___."'~__________~______.___ .-t..."-'""".,, .....~~,----,~.,,-- "i_______,__._" ___.,___~~,,_,,_~,__
i 079--007--056--000 ! SKOCHKOKATHLfENA&SKOCHKORIOIAROA 1 3713CRfEDMOORAVE ! MODESTOCA95357 ,$ 25.00 ,

;07S.u07:057-UOO·----~-DAV1SJAMES R-i-OAVIS LfficiA"8-'--~-- .... ,.- ,----,--- ------t3709-CREEDMOOR AVE !MOoiliO"CA"g5354 .."..--r----i6:oo
'""(j7-9=OOi.cOl..(}QO ~l-- BUAYADAVIDS ----".,-~--." ----~r~620NMC-CLURfRD i MODESTOCA953S7"·~--$"-~ 26.00--

rOig.:o08:002~OO""--" OAN!Et.~iAME5ET-A·l·---------~-·---'--~~"--· ; 516 N Mccu:iRERo---~-·,,·t-MoDmOCA95357·""T" '$ -,,---26.00-

~_...-------....~~--.---__- ..- .. - ..- .L_.__._____~_+--_---~-;. ...-~----
! 079-00S·CC13--000 ~ CONCHAS SANDRA H ~ 612 N Me CLURf RD I MODESTO CA 95356 i $ 26.00
~__. __._.L •._._._~_ .•.. _.~.~_.~_~__~.~_~.....· _ .___~!.:_.... __~...__..~,.~~._~__~~.
'079..008-004--000 1 RENO FRED W I 608 N M( (LURE RD MODESTO CA 95354 ' $

;--~S::Ooo"--i~ CHAND VUAY & MATISOHAN
, 1
~9:.o0s-006=OO)--~-rCHANO~vui·i'\TET-AL ,-- -~--~'~--~-"-"-r600"N MC CllfflE RO

MODESTO CA 95354

, MODESTO CA 95357

lMOOESTO CA 95357

25.00

$ 26.00
··-$-"~-"-·~26.00--

$ 26.00r-079.:oos-007..ooo -'1JACKSON MATTHEW & JACKSON SUZANNA ~Ts64 N Me CLURE RO

'"onooi008::noo~--rWARD DONAiD"G"&cij'~U-LE:V~;AjiDCARR1£ LYNN TS60N MC ClURE Ro'---''''---'-1 MoomOCA95354"'-'r-$'-- 26.00-·

f---'079-ooS::o,i9-=ooo"---"-!-'MOUNDI HAR:!NOER K"& GUROIAL SINGH '1i'fl~'"--.-- ---~!-556"N'Mc-cWRFRD-~--"-"t MQD€STO CA 95354 r"$~--' 26.00""

;' 079-008--010-000 ----+8oRGES FflANKJ·~" -~-------~'------"T55zfiM'CClURf RO ---r-MOOESTO CA 95357""--: $ 26.00

079-008.011·000 t"-MILLER THOMAS H Tft ...,-'-'+ 548N MC ClURE-Ri,-"----i MODESTO CA 95357 :'"$ ---26.00
~-o79-oo--i0i2,OOO--i-us-SAmNAnoNAlASsoc!Anolii- --~-~-~-.-,-... ~ 544~N-Mc CUjRE RO--'''-" 1 MODESTO cA~95357~--('$---"-'-'-'26~OO~_:~

f.:0~~~~oo-·---~i~MAH~~_~~O'~,·.~~._,,_"'~=~=~~~_=-_~o~=~~~~CCWRE-RD ....-_~-- :M~~~~~~~~.s.~"I".=~~~~-i6~-~;
l 079.(1(18-014-000 i TAGREABELJOSE&TERRlfMARJETRS _ 536NMCCLURERO i MOOf5TOCA95357 : $ 26.00 :
, ..~---,,--,,--------~------~~~--.~--~---'~-".~~~~- ..-'.-~-~-------·-,.'"-·----·-'-..---------~---·-~~--·-..--·----~-.."--"1·.~-----••

: 079-{}Og..(J1~~j SJNGHJASWINDER ~".__._ i 501REOFIELDAVf [ MODESTOCA95357... J_:_", 2tiOO_!

L~.~~~:6-0~____i SABlOK SAns~ KU~R & SAB~ R~~~~_EVI.~_ ~ ___~~--+ _~.~ REDFIElO AVE MOD£STO CA 95357 $ 26.00

i 079-008-017-000 i PEEK CHARLES & PEEK ADRIENNE : 509 REDFiElD AVE MODESTO CA 95357 $ 26.00

i 079-008-018-000 ..TliERNALARMANiio·R&8ERNALiA"cilEz----~·-"-'" 513 REDFIEtO AVE MO~95357 -t"--'f-'-·"--·-26:OO"
i 0J9.008.019:ooo-·-·-hiHARMA DEO 0 & UMA L ,~...-""-,---...,...517 REOFIB.D AVE MODESTO CA 95357 ;$'-" 26.00

i O19-oos.01O-000- ---t-CAROOSOjOHNP ·"------su-REtiFiEli)Avf-~·-~ESTOCA'9S357 1 $ 26.00

[o-79-OOB-021-OOO I"-MARTINEZ ViCENTe & GRAOELA 525 RfDFIELD AVE MODESTO CA 95357 r--r 26.00

I 079.Q08.Q12-000 _JZER~Ul & ~~.~~ LETICIA 529 REDfIElD AVE MOD~~ CA ~~-=:?-L"~--.""--.- 26.00 ~
l 019-008-023-000 : TANAKAKIMSfRlY 533 REOFIELD AVE MooESTOCA95357 i $ 26.00

I 079-008-024-000 ~nSHAYAJACK 0 ET Al ~,----~------~'. -,....60i-RED~·--·-'-~; MODESTO cA 95357 j $ 26.00
r079-00s-'(i25:000-r-U-YUNTO&-lisTEliA..-·-·--'-~---·--~--_tws REDREW AVE - MOO£STO CA 95357-T"S---25"](J'
i l j

:079-008-026-000 \ amENCOURT JOHN CIRS IT At ---~'60sReilAnD AVE MOOESTO CA 95357 IT--26~OO-'

~~~-tKUMARPRANE'Ei _____~_~_ 613RfDAEtOAVE MOO£5TOCA95357 $ 26.00

Landscape Maintenance Assessment District No.1
2013-2014 Annual Engineer'S Report Page 14



APN .!-_. .~~f4~__.__._~_~_, PROPERTY ADDRESS OTY STATE ZJP ASSESSMENT
o79:00i02a:-OOO~- ATHWAL NAVJOT 617 REDFIELD i.VE~ ... _I~~~~ocio~~~~=~-"'''-$---'---16.00

"moos:m:9:ooo--~--PRAK oEBaiE~--------"-----~~-'"-"M'~---~:- 351''60RYCREEK-OR.----.... MOOESTOCA 95357 ""I-r--"-' 26.00-

:''079-008-030-000 ..- .....".-,,-.--~-~ ----:-"3520-DRYCREEKOR->~" i MODESTOCA9S35j-'T$ ......-.-. 26.00'-

iWi"0Q8.031-000 TTACCiUELiNElTR~"--··" --r-jS24"iiRYC"ReEKliR------rMOOESTO cA9lli4~'" r $ -~"'--i61iO-'<
;---07~:'032::000"--'nONB"CARROlUJR il0NES'SARBARAl--- "~~·---C 3sit6RYCREEKOR-----·-.........-.. r--'MODESTO CA953s7~'''t---$ --26.00-'

i-079:OOS:U33..o00,___L_tA MA.fMlKE&SHtRlEY lE£"ru" ____.._e.___..·_~_____ ,,- --"'~'+'3s32Dfi:iCR€EKOR'--': MOOESTOCA 95357t.."S- '-~·-~i6.00--
1 ' i

-'-07~34-000 .._- -- SHAm BAlS1R--S& JASVIR-i----'-- - .."----..-~,,"~,, ,,-"r3536 DRY cRE-EKDR--------'-·"-~'..MOD£5TO CA9535i-+s~--25.00-:
!ID9-008-03i-Ooo-----" -SINGHKLli:6ip-&KOURJAsBIR'" - "~-"-~"""---'~~-~w~--~-3600-0RYCREEK-OR -,,- ,,--"~. MOD~s3s7- '-'~$ ----~~-l6:"oo~'

oj9:ooa~i6-000----'--iDWAROS"ROBERT5 IV ;-'3604 DRY-CR"EE-K-OR-'~"-"'--"1-MODESTO CA 95357 $ ---"-.00
~--~--~-------~----......--..--.--.-",---..-. .-".-- ..-.-~,~--~,,--~--- '~.!----- ,-""~---~-"~."....."-..-~-"'''-~.~.---+-i 079-008-037-000 ORTIZ MAT!AS & ORTIZ JOSEnNA 3608 DRY CREEK DR MODESTO CA 95357 'r- '---'26:00-'

3612"'DRYCREtK DR ---;-MODESTO-o."'953S7 ~--"'$---"---"--i6.no

..----,,- ,,,,,... -~'36i6 DRY CREEK OR -tMOOBTOCA953S7~$---2-6jjO>-_
, 079-0~:O~ ECKLES-'R06ERTS&ECkLES-;-UiJE~L"'""""'- ""--~ -~~-.-,,-,-.. -. 3620 ORYCREEK DR "--rM~OCA95357--""~~$-'-----is.-oo--i

t079-ooo:o4,i..oori" HEHSRUD V1CTOR & JENNlfER"---'-"---- '-'~--~;3624 DRY CREEKcil{"-- '-(MODESTO CA 95i51-..~"·""r ....~-·-"25~OO­

>-079~"i:Ooo·----MAUfY KATHERINEs---~""'- "'36i80RY--CREEiDR-~'-- ""I MODESTO CA 95357 -;"~'$~--~--i6:00'-'
·....079.i:iOi3:o4~oo--·-"---K£illR-A"iiREOW~----"--.."v-.M'-~ ,,-----~~,-'"---~-..- 363£DRYCREEK OR---~ "-''''-r,vioOeSTO CA !i5'3571--$---' 26.00

079-008-044-000 DAVIS LUELLA B & DAVIS-WAYNE w~--..-------.....--·-------·-· ---;-"~3636'DRY cRiiKiiR~"'!MODESTOCA 9535j--·~t--T"·~'--·--·26~OO'-~

;-079-=OOii-04~OO~' .~'--HERNANDEZFAANKJ& a"IANA C-~~"'~-"' "...--"'~-~~~- ----3640"ORY CREEK DR-·-----" fMOOESTO CA95357-t-~r -"--"26,00
1 \i 079-008-04&-500 ,STAMPS GENE A & GlORlA M .--.-~--- ..------ -- -.,.. "sii"WiLMONT IN .-,,- I MOOESTO CA 95357!··S'-'--~'26.00··

L~79.()08.04~.{JOO _~ ~"TJ'iMENEZGERAAOO~~==---==·,~=~==~~.~=-~~~~~.~l~~~~I~~.~_l~.___~~~·=I-MOoESToCA9ill7m·"'r~~~.:~~~--~ 26~OO~_
1079-008-043-000 _ MATUUS ERICA . 3633 HIGHMORE LN l MOOESTOCA 95357 ! $ 26.00

!-079..00s::ii49.ooo .....·---t·WIU JOSEPHC&EHi'lJ"HElEN~l£E--'---"-" '~'-~-"'----"---(3629 HIGHMORE CN--"~--r"-MODesTOCA95351J---$'~--- ----161i(i-
i 079-008--05(}..(JOO'--·-FARA AHMED &'FARA-MUFOHLA-" ......... --,,-..--------- - ........ '--362S-HiGHMCiR£'LN--~-~- !MoDESTOCA 95357 - --S--"---26~--

r-079-:OOS:o5i~''---+--JAuREGUi--HoRAcioJ-i-slisANA'' ... -,,---.~-~-------- "-'--'->36"21 H!GHMORElN-"~ '-~OiiSTO'ruS357-- "-$---~---26.00-

r079-008-052.:ooo-"-asNERos MARTIN-T & clsNERo5"MEliS5A-~---'""'-"~"- "''''''-j''6ij-HIGHMORE IN MODESTO CA 95357

; 079-008-05~~-[-SiNGH NARAYAN&' SINGHPREM'"-'-- --------·-----:3613 HIGHMORE IN -"--'~M006TO CA 95357'"
$ 26.00

$ 26.00

$---;;:'6"'.00I 079::008-0s4=OOO-----:- WHITAKER SAU=D;:[A-;F~­
i 079':OOS=OS-S-._----' =PRASAO==-:JA"C"'K J & RESHMA 0 3605 HIGHMORE LN ~-'"'-T MOomO CA 95357" ~''''f'''' ··-"26.00~~

nijs::oG8-05&-OOO ~--GUilEftREZ JESUS&MARIA DE jESUS---"~~~--'-"- "~".~....-''''"'3601'H'IGHMOREiN- .. _... -"-IMODESTO CA 95357 $ ··-26.00-~

- "079::000..058--000
079-008-059-000

POSLANIEC COSY l -------------------;"352s-HIGHMORELN· .. ---!MODESTO CA9S3~$-- -26.00-~
SAOA FRED & JACKIEN..-·~-~-'------....---.....".".. -------~- -'''··;-''-3525HIGHMORil.N~"- MODESTO cA 95357----·-~f--------26..oo--.

079-OQ8-.-060-000 WHtT£10HN l& WHITE MARILYN K 3S21 HIGHMORE LN
, i

079-008-061-000 ;-8Msi1OE&KrRAN-iR!t"-"---~---'-' - ·"'-;35-17 HIGHMORE IN TMoDBrocA95357-T$~---~i6:oo~

~_079-=OO8-062~~ ___KOKOlOG~A~~~~ MA~TH_A T~~~-'~~=~== __1_ 3513-HIGHMORE IN -. IMODESTO CA 95357 T!=--=.~ oo'~
079-009-003..()OO HENRY JlllANNffiE & MULLINS MARY fRANCES TRS I 3629 MDtA AVE ; MODESTO CA 95357 $ 2600

'-- 079.oos:~ POKNAVEEN ETAL ---- "~-~ - - -i 3625AROIAAVE-~11"MOOESTOCA9535m- -- 2600
, ~~'~C-.

079-009-005-000 ---. WRIGHTROB~---------- ~-~! 3621AADIAAVE--- l-MODESTOCA95357 ; $ 26.00

1 ' ''O]g~--------r-DAlMANNINON M ...------,~----" ~~~~~DjA~~~.==~-:=:--TMODESTOCA95~~,rs-M"-26.00~"

'079~7-000~GASRoaE~~S&MA~THA~._._.___.___._.__.__. >. __..13613_~ROIAAVE " ! MOOESTOCA9S357, :" $____.._ 26<00 _
079-009-008-000 RUSH ROBERT PSR & PATRICIA l : 3609ARDtAAVE iMoDESTO CA95357 I $ 26.00

079..Q09-Q09.000 REYNOIJ)SEVANEll TR .-----~--- ..-~r3605ARDiAAvE·--- MOOESTOCA95357! $' 26,00

079-009·010-000 W!WAMS-ooNA'iJ)"fiOesoRAHA-'- i 360lARDlA AVE MOOESTO CA 95357-]--$--26:00"

079.Q09-o11-OOO NAIRN DENNIS &. NAIRN REBECCA -~~--'~-O-f""3S3iAROIA AVE MODESTO CA 95357 ! $ 26.00 .

07g:oog~U-:OOO --1 PERKINSROBERT...- ...--...-...·"----'''·~--''~--·----·--~3529 AROtA AVE MODESTO CA 95357 -"t-"s"" "~-~i6."oo·--'

-~~::~.o~:~==c---..;· =~:~:::N:El! ~UR &~~-.[R-'-Sl-NG-H- ·==.-·T:~~~~~-:-~-:-_==_c ~::::::::: I!----~::·!
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20n..14
AttN OWNER PROParrY ADDRESS

'"'o79-OO9.Ci5-000 .~r~~~~~.~~,,~_~~~=~.==~~~---"----"~r3si7ARDlAAV-E-·~ -,-, ..
-019-00s:0iiOcio-- MARTINEZ TONY R1R --.~ t-3"sliAioIA-Av"E-------.

,,_ .~lY_¥~~_Z!~~_, __ AS:S_~~~~~____
MODESTO CA 95357 $ 26,00

MODESToc;.:'ssis7 - '- $ 26.00
, '" - -~>~"'~,--~,----,~"~,, t· -.----_..-_.. -~.----.-..-,-, -~.~-,~~.

019.009-017-0(10 SCHOOLER JOSEPHINE TR ",'3S1l'SAlFOUR LN -_. '~'TMOOEsTO CA 95357-" --'$ --,- Z6.00

,-079-(lo9::ru:s::oOo~-~+GREWAl JASK!RAN---·---·-"------~--· '-"l"'-3si6 BALFOUR LN------TMODESTO-(A""9-S357- $

'o79-009::Gi9-ooo T--OGDEN-ROsru"E&--DESOAAH'A~iR5~w~~-~-~ -~-3'52o'8AlFoliR~-- ." "r'MoDE5Tc-cA95357'--

$

25.00

26.00

26.00l019.ooS:Ol0::0oo- -- 'I FOUNTAIN TIMOTHY J& FOU·NTAiN'OE8oRAHA"--·~-~-'---"" 3524 S'ALFOUit-tN- -,- --~tMODESTOCA'95357

352S-aALfOUR"IN--'...·-----tMoDE5TO cA'9535-7'~ -$~ ----·-£5~riO-.; o79.:oo~oii:OOo-- --- ;-Mlu.SAUDREYC"~~"-'-"~'-"-'"'~"
i ,_____... -~~-~~~-~-..---.,,-

! 07g..o09-G2Z-000 ! COllS LUIS RTR

'--o~:oli{loo' .- -1-MANR!QU=E=Z=U=BA=LD=O;;-;:&~D=O=::RA

; 079-009.QZ4-0mr 'AMEREl CLEVE&:' ROSA------..-----~---'~'·
to1~09-02S.oo0-..r_MIRAill GRACErn~·--·~-·---"~-~~...."-
;__~___~_" ,,,,,,,,_,"~L..~ __.~_.._________"_
! 079-009-026-000 ! lEWMAN¥KUNKlER BRENDA FTR

-- r-36006AlfOURlN- - .>'" 'l~~'ODEST(iCA--95357--'--r----$

-·t"36048ALF~(iUR LN -""'-'''''~'-j MODE5THCA95357''''-t''''f- 26.00

"--"~'-360-.-.-A-lf-O-URLN~-· ,,___ >0 ... "'MO{lESTOCA'9"S3S'j" ""i-$~---T6:oo~

3612 BAlfOUR tN

3616 BAlfOUR LN

-""MooEsTo''CA''953's4'----r''S ,,--. ---26.00"

MODESTOCA 95357 ~--$""---26.o0

:O~-027::000..~---;r-H-ANSEN ER1KA & DAHUN kEITH R'---"'- ..,,, .. ",--- ~-~----3620 BALFOURTN-----'"---~~MOOESTOCA"95357--r-S-"-----16:oo'--
i 019-<109:028-000"-- ~+CHA.VEiAlFONSO & CHAVEZ-GONZAlES iUOY'~ ."*3624 BALFOUR LN"~--------- '--:"'MoDBTocA"9S3si "T~ '$'--- 26.00--

; 079-OOS:-029-OO0- .. ·.. ~' SANQlEniUGO & ZENAIDA " '~-36i8-BAl!:oURLN-"-~--~·-MODmo-CA9s3sT"·: $ .. -~ 26.00-<, .r079-009~30:000---" r"TOMliNS()N MARKS&TOMUNSON JENNIFER D ~~-~~<-- --3631 'BAlfOUR iN MOOESTo-CA95351----S"- --~--'i6:UO-'
!07i-D09=031'(}OO-~!GOVEA PETER C-&CAROL M TRS --------~------"" .. "-;-512 WilMONT tN'-._-_.. .,.. MODESTO C'A-95357---- "--'$ --·---i6.00'--
O~:032:O00 ; -sHElroNcH-RiSnNAD-'-"-"'~---~-------~-"--'- --'-~'~'''' ·'"'----516WllM-O-NT-u;l'-'" ''''--MOoESTo-CA9s-iS7-~~" $' "~~w-~2G:OO-

i07~03iOOo--r FRANCO DANiEl R & TANIA SAUaA-~'--'----'''-'-----~'' '---r 52U W;!lC;M::O;;;N:;T;oLN-;;;--"~'-----""'MOoESTO'CA"953-51 -----$--"'---26.00

$ 26.00

$ 26.00

r079-009..o-37-000~~'iAAMrREiJeSus &iOONA---~~~---'- ·----t-3624HIGHMORE t.N~~.- --- h':1oiie'sTOci-ii53s7 ----26~i:io--~
hm:Q{is::G334100-- HUMAN MARIA lOUi5A-iR'---'------~---·-·---··-- -'-" "(3620 H!GHMOR'tlN~·--j-MoDESTO"CA9i;357'-~ $~ -"~26.00- ~
t~~9.039-0~~=='; WILHELM DENNI5 & WILHELM JANICE -~----~- ..--- -.- T3616 HIGHMORE 'i:'N""--~1 MODESTOCA9S357"" --"'$ ....-_.- 26.00 -,

; 079-<lDS-04O-OOO i AliARRANCEU-AP·ETAi---""--~-··--' ---~-r3s12HlGHM0RElN~'"-'~--j---MoDEsT6CA"9s357" i-~$ .. ' --- 26.00~
t-079:oD9::04i:Qciti'-'-'-( \/iZCARRA·i6SEA-'"-·--~--~-..-~·----- -t'3608HIGHMORE LN "-TMODESTOCA95357-T 'f- "---"26.00'"
I 079..()09--042~OOO·- ~.I. YAU K!NG PO ET Al -·----'~·-·'->·--~---~~t:~~~IGHMORE LN ---..~ ....·t MODESTO'CA95357"--r~$ 26.00

f07S-:00s-ri4~ooo""" ! ZAYASAMIA ·____...._,,_w~__ j 3500HIGHMORHN--~'-'vTMODfSTOCA'95354~'--r-$ --~-2ioo"

1079..009:044=000 -- ·"t"CH1U CHARLES "-~"- .-~~---.---.-.-~,,--~--.. t 3528 HIGHMORE IN -rMOOESio CA 95357-"i>"·"$~--''''~-26.o0--
~-"..----- ' : .-~---.
, 079--Q09-045--000 - --I FORBES DEENA METAL'-.--~~-"---~~--'- --"'3524 HiGHMORE"W-- "l" MOO£STOU;'S5357---;'--f-' 26.00

i 07g.o09-(14&-OriO-'~·":; MINOT S-N'ORA"Ti-M-rNOT BRAO-"'--~-'-"-'--' --- ~3520 HIGHMORElN~--'---~-MOOESTO-CA-95355- "'$' -··...."---26.00"--
L,,_,_________________ :_______:..~v __~ ,.",. _,~ __,~___~--~~---------~---___ ...... >~"---~__,,_,,, .."_~___ ..______,_~_).
i 019-009-04-7-000 ,OU5QiEN ALAN F& DUSCHEN LENNAl 3516 HIGHMORE IN MODESTO CA 95357 "$-'" 26.00
t,--"--~---- ,,~.:"~~----"-----""-,,-,-."-.- ..~------..------... -------.. _,..·_H__~~____"_,, .".......... "'_. -- ....--"----~.-
i 079-Q09..-Q48.000 ) 5PYKSMA GLENN DAVID & CARtA TRS HIGHMORE LN MODESTO CA 95357 $ 26.00
r------~~-.-~-___~_L____~~__~__..______,__.~,,__,,_.._______~ -,,---.--'---~-~-.~ .~~~~---~-,--" ."
! 079-009-049-000 i MAHUSAY SATURNINO & MAtiUSAY PATRICIA MODESTO CA 95357 ----S- 26.00

I 079·DCi9..oS0.000'-- !'~REYNOSO-SOCO~RROGUTIERREZ~---'--~· e·______ MODESTO CA 9S357~"-"-$~·---- 26.00

ja79~-OOO" -, 'rBllL1KOPFGREGORYE&BilUicoPF UNDA M -" . -. ~---..~-~ 3521 BAlfOUR LN -, -.,,~, MODmo CA'9s3Si-'·~--$'--·--·---i6~OO'

I079-OO9..()52-o00~H'~i~"p:rnRSONGAil W& KAREN~--~----~---'-1 3525 BAlfOUR m----'·'TM"ODESTO CA 9535;-:""-$' ~~. -26.00 '
!079-.oo9-053-000 ""'r-PRAKAsH SUS"HEEl & DEY! VINITA '-~--~'-'----"<M"--,, ..·----------t-3529 BAlfOUR LN -----~t-MOOESTO CA 9S3S7--"·>w,s---" - ..- 26.00 <

L-_~~____~_!~.____..,__~.__,___._.__, --'w~---.~'~;-~-----.-.----------i..-~---,,-..-,~~__~____,_'_,,_,~~_:
i 079-009-054--000 ; OSHANA DooNA i 3533 BAlfOUR LN 1 MODESTO CA 95357 j $ 26.00 i
~79-00!Hl55"(){)() 'l--VERSO-LAKENNET"H' & VERSOLA DONNA ~-- --."."-" -'''', 3601 BAlfOUR LN , MODESTO CA 95357 -'-1"""$""""---' 25.00"";

I 079-009-056-000 MARTINEZ RICHARD A & MARTINEZ MARTHA 5 ._-_..... - . ·· ..-'-360S8ALFOU~"--'-~ESro CA 953s4-''''-~f'~- -"26.00~

f 079..009-057-000 j VALAOEZRUSEN --'~-'3609BA~_w- MODESTOcA'9s'isi--;-S"" ·--~oo
~---------, <,~--;--. 1 -- --~-,--,..-.--,..,,---
f 079..Q0S..05S..0 1 HEDRIQ( KENNETH l & HEDRICK MARGJE 3613 BALFOUR LN 1 MODesTO CA 95357 I $ l6.00
f-.~~---------1- -,,"-.....--.."'-,--.-..-~...~-~~~ .....~-.--".-,-""~,,-,--~~,-~----
(079-009-059-000 : WASPE lAWRENCE EMO I 3617 BALFOUR LN ; MODESTO CA 95357 i $ 26.00

r~~~~-... _, RODRIGUEZMAR.I_~_&RODRJGUEZSONIA·--~----- t 3621-BALFOURLN I MODESTO-CA9535i'---T~"$' '--~M-i6.00-
~~i~~~r--I~aSNEROS~£P~~[SNEROS£lvtRA _=t36i58Aif~'"--IMOOEST~m~t~$~ ···~"--i6~oo-"
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OWNER , PROPERTY ADDRESS CITY STATE ZIP ASSESSMENT
MARXMlllER-RONALD &MARXMltllRMARIlEl' ....~ '~'1-363iARDiAAVf' -.. ---·'~rMOo~m-o-CA-9-5-35-7-1--$--··--26-.oil··

- -- - - --'---~-'.--,~---",---.-----~-----.- -" .. ----~.'-..-~--~.- ...---------..--------~---••"---"'..~- -_.........!

CASTELlANOS ROBERT & MARIA t 609 WAODHI. WAY 1 MOOfSTO CA 95357 i $ 26.00 :
'-""'-"~-~~~---~----J----.--.------"f."-.'"'~""""""-----'

079--010--001...QOO

! 613 WADDEll WAY ! MOOESTOCA95357 ; $: 26,00 '

-··o79='oio:.003:000---¥--RIVERA IBUS & HiRMiNA-"--'~'---'---------- .... '-"""5V' WADDEll.WAY---1MOD£ST('-CA-9S357"'~"'-f- .. "----16:00

LEWIS LA VONA l '-+-621 WADDEllWAy~ ..·-·-....tMODBTO CA 95357--t·"'-r----26,00 :

-o79:oiO~(jo-5_0-00- -- ~'--MALOONADO LUIS & MAlDONAtX)''ERENiiiRA·----·--- '''''--"i-625 WADDEll WAY--'~-'~-'~+-MOOESi6CA95357;-$---- 26.00'

079-010-007--000 AISPURQ ROSAtVA P
--_. .

079-010...o08-{lOO HERNANDEZ PONCIANO & CALDERON MARIA N

." f"633 WADDEll WAY

. '-----+-537 WADDELL WAY

MaiESToCA9S3S"7-'''''''-$ 26.00

MODESTO CA 95357 --t---$--~~-~·26.00~;

°079-01O-0Qi=Ooo~'" ."-f>RASAOBINE5ARi&-5ATYAW·-~-'-"'-" ...."~~- "-----.--- ---"-:noo CREEDMOOR AVE ··L..MooisTOCA95357!-S 25.00

"-079-=010::010::000- -"lERINOEGU!lOVciTErrAl'- ".-------~~----~ . '" "~04 CREEDMOOR AVE ' MODESTO CA 95357 t~$' "-"26JJO"
, , !

'079-010:'-Oll::OOO---·_-' TRIO DONNA M ---~--,~~ --.~.-----,,---"- ~~--~~"-"-T3708 CREEDMOOR AVE ...·_·-T MODESTO CA 95357 r-$~--~-i6:oo-

, 079-01o.oiz.ooo- ~ "'"-'"PRASAO RAK~----"'--'"'-- - ...,-"~,,--"-"-.--~ ,_. "--~~:-37U cReEDMOOR AVE --~~MOOESTO CA 953:s7'"·1----f,,--------i6~OO--
r---'---"-- .. "'~,-~-,--,,----~-, '-----------t--- ....---~-----l-----~-..
, 079..010-013-000 ANTONIO MARIA ET Al ; 3716 CREEDMOOR AVE ; MODESTO CA 95357 ; S 26.00

.'__."."_..'_" __. __,_..___ ~__ "__.. "'" .. "..._" ...j._.._~~______ i . _.....l.. __.."...__.~ .."........_.__"'_'
079-010-014--000 STOQ<ANO M!MI M ' 3720 CREEDMOOR AVE. ! MODESTO CA 95357 ; $; 26<00

, 1 ' "
-"wATsoN THOMAS R. &SHARONM-"--~----~' '''-j 3724 CREEDMOOR Avf-'-'-l MODESTO CA 95357 ''''-$~''''~-'''26:00--', '079-010-015-000

079.{l10-017---OOO

079-010-018--000 RAMIREZ GABRIElA

079-010-019-000 CHESlEYJENNIFER V

.... --Y3ns CR£fDMOOR AVE I"MODESTO CA 95357'~--'$'---' -'--26:'00-
.,"'~~'-r3mcRiEDMOOR ;'vE-~-lMOoESTOCA 95357-~ -:~"!- 26.00

- ..-'--.-~ 3736 CREEDMOOR AV'E-- I MODESTO CA 9i~57 --~ .. $"" ·_..........2'6.00
! 3800 CREEDMOOR AVE -~lMi:ii"ESTOCA3s357 "-:--$---26.001
1 3804 CREEDMOOR AVE fMOoEST6CA'9S357--l-"s~'"'-'-----i6:Cio""';,

~Oi9.{l10-0:il.{ioo~--- SAlOANA-eENJAM!N'-'~-~--'-'-'-~"' "'-~.--~-,- ~~--T 3808 CRtEDMOORAVE-~-'-"'MOO£STOCA-95357 -$--~--i6,OO~

079-010..024-000 26.00
>__

~

____

~ _ ~ _ ; .

M.___" ____

, _ ~ ~ _ ~ . _

....__.._ ___ "._____

~

______ •

"079-010-025-000 ; JAMES GLORIA RET At

; MODESTO CA 95357 I $
·....·.. _.-;.-3904 CREEOMooRAV-e"·--M "---MOOESTO-2A953s,-r'- $-"--26.00 .

_L... ____..___.
MODESTO CA 95357 j $ 26.00

;-_.__._..._......- - ._.......,--..-----.~---------~--------- --.-~---,-+
, 079-010-026-000 TOOMBS ROBERT 0 & TOOMBS KIM 3908 CREEDMOOR AVE

3912 CREEDMOOR AVE -- ~ MoDEsTOCA95357 +-'S-_u-261lO·-
:-.-.~ .."".-""... ""'"~"-.

079-010-028-000 BENf'4ETTOANNYT 26.00

079:01'0:03'2.:000-- '-'LAURANCE MICHAEl E & DEBRA ~---'~~'- ..----....~·t-624"cooiNGrON WAY---~tMODESTO CA 95357 $' -·-~--2.6~OO
. 079-010-033-000--- -'--LONEROCHAR'LfS'& LONERO ANNA'M ~ 620 COOINGTON 'WAY -------tMODESroCA 95357-[--$---26.00 :

'''-079-010-034=OOO~-~lOVEALl OENNiSJ& TANG lANNywi; --'t'-3m-DlWNGHAMAVE~'~EsrO CA 953571""·"-S-"·------26-:oo---)

~-079-010_035_ooo~---t·iALfOENNAM ----.~".-~,--..---~- I 3921DJWNGHAMAVE MOOmO(A95357 j -'$-- 26.00-

; 079-CtO-036-{)OO --'-CHARlES TIMOTHY M & CHARlES UsAA'-'--~ _."--. "-~1"3917 DlWNGHAM .~~:__,_.l.. MODESTO CA 95357 t~r"~ --- 26.00~-:
'--079-010-037"'()OO--~"'GAlu-GOS EUDIA I 3913 OllUNGHAM AVE ; MODESTO CA 95357 r $ 26.00

;~079-010:03~~:~.~""!-MM'RUjUAN J & RAQUELcOslO----' ~,---..~,=~"~~J. 3909 D1WNGHAM AVE ____~OE5TO CA 9S35~:~~=,~~='--""·i6.00-';
079-01O-039.QOO '"!,~'PA8tA l-iAfUEET SINGH & PASLAJASBEER SINGH i 3905 DIlLINGHAM AVE ! MODESTO CA 95357 ~ $ 26,00

079-010-040-000 --r--VHAN SUNllA TR --------~-.------ ..... "" ...._._- 3901 DIWNGHAM AVE ---MODESTO (A'95357-T$~"-'"-·-"26.00--·

t""o79-::QiO-Ci4:r.ooo=j PERA ADRIAN 3825 DIlLINGHAM AVE MOO£STO CA 95357 t'$-'''-'-26':OO~~
BRESHEAftS=QONA==LQ='-------~-~--. 3821 DilliNGHAM AVE 1 MODESTO CA 95357 -h--- 26.00....J079-010-042..000

079-01{).-043..QO(1 ORGAOO MIGUEL

! 079-O~04;;:oo:o=:1"H€RNANOU DANN! LEE
f079-OlO-Q4S.ooo ! HO TONY K & HO CLAIRE

!' 079-010-046-000--TCUEVAS JOSf C ET Al
, -,~.-,~ ;~-

Landscape Maintenance Assessment District No.1
2013-2014 Annual Engineer's Report
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3817 OIWNGHAM AVe" i MOO£$TO CA 95357 I $'''''-'--'26.0()"

3813 DIWNGHAM AVE -'--rMODESTO CA 95357 I $ 26.00
+,,===;;7,;:;--+-1== --------'-.-------.-~

3809 D1WNGHAM AVE I MODESTO CA 95357 l $; 26,00
, --~--

38050IWNGHAMAVE l MODESTO CA 95357 $ 26.00

Page 17



2013-1.4

APN OWNER PROPERTY ADDRESS OTY STATE ZIP ASSESSMENT
;~~~7'{'Oii
,~_____ ,___,_.."'. ~'~--------"~-~'----~'''''-- -'-----._--"-.

079--010-048--000

380-iOl'lliNGH'AMAV'f'" '- '}-'M'oo'isTO"o,-95354--';-'" $-' '--26-00'~

3725 DIlliNGHAM AVE ·tMooESTo-Ci95357--~~'$' "'----'26>0'0---GAUD MARllN & GALLO SEATRII

: 079-0i0419'~'-'" SANTOS LUZ MARIA 3721 DilLINGHAM AvE'-'"-'--MODESTO-cA95357----$ " 26-00

! 079-010-050:000' "'-rPEREZ1OSE Pi"iiOSA M~--~~-'---'-----'- ----..~,.. 3717 DlLU-NGHAMAVT- ,---MoomoCA 95357- "$ -...... , -26.00-r0J9..010--051--o00 "., ---iUMAR-ASHm: - ..--.".-..---~,~-------------, .-"" ~'-~-"~3ii3 oiiliNGHAM"AV'C"" MODESTO CA 9535j--"'""-'$"~-" 26.00

--'3"709-DllUNGHAMA\IE-'-~'MODmO'CA9535i~--~' $' ,. -~'-"-26.-00-­

26.00''I" -M-ODesTOCA~953S7-T--$

i-------~--~+--------,~-,-,-.-~---~~--.-.-- .":---.-_~-, .. ,, ",-~~-t-
MODESTO CA 95357 1 $- 079-01(}.054-ooo ; DENEAU JASON & KIMBERLY 3701 DIWNGHAM AVE

3700·DILi.INGHAMA·vi"-·
3704 DILLINGHAM AVE

26.00
i-~--- ,. ,. ,-~----.--,-.-..--. ---.-.--....~--'"...,,~..~-,~"'~---~-,.

.. ;--'MODESTOCA9s354 l-r'--" "--'26~OO- .0794)11..(101-000 ADAMS DONALD KENT & HOllY 6 , ;
--;--"MclDESTO·(A-95357-..-r--r.... 26.00

, ...,'" ------- ,,----------!~----'"
~ll:.oo~ --'UANGJIN & CENCHUNYAN 3708 OIWNGHAMAVE 1 MODESTO CA 95357 "$ . 26.00

I 019-illl:0i)4:000--·-"·~·KOOCHOl'i"NINOUS & DOMAIUNA ''''''-37UDllUNGHAM AVe-"-:T-MoOisT6-CA"95357..~1_,,$~ .. -"--26~OO~'"
f 079-011-oos..i)OO'- A YOUNAN MAruAM--'-----..-~--·- -37160IWNGHAM AvT-'" T,MODESTO CA 95357 -c'~$ .. "'~-:iffoo---

r079-011.DOs-oOO'~· '~'''"RODR[G''UEZ MARCE'i.JNO&-R6DR!GUEZElENA---"~720~OiWNGHAM AVE _____~I"~_~~:sTO~95~i. '''$-- ---26.00-
j~onc~--- "c'H'iJANGS-INVEsTME-NT"iNc- ___ e,~,~ "-~=~~~~]~~~~~~~~~'NG'HAMAV~. ! MODESTO CA 95357 $ 26,00

079-{l11-0Q8-000 ALVES JASON L ,...---~---. .J_~,,~~~L~~~~~~_~~..=-p~'ociESf~~~~~~-'~ .."-s-----ur.iio"
h)79-011--e09::000---:cWONGSHERREl~ : 3804DlLUNGHAMAilE \ MOOBTOCA953S7 $ '~~~--i6Dii
~o7iOU:OlO-OOO~----- SAMO WAY _ ...... , .......------~ ----.------ .."--f~'380iriiwNGHAM-AVE-~p;,oomo-CA953s7·- $""-' -- ---26:00

: 079:0"11=611::000-- ~-KINGSLEY"SRAN~DON K& AMBER N --"'..----,,-- -"~~~>-T '3siioIlUNGHAM Av£-~MODESTO CA 95357-- "''$'" '-'---26.00-­
ro79-01HI12-OOO-~-~~5nllwELLVINCE&ESCOsAREViiYN '''·--"-·~~-·---'~-T38i5DTtiiNGHAM AVE--~-MODBTO-CA 95351 $" 26.00

; o19.ou::oliOOO"· ."'·-ROWE DANIEl'y &"'R-owE MICHELLE-R----'--'-·--~----·e ~3S20 O!WNGHAM AvT--- .-, -MoDESTO CA 95357~- --T ,,- "-'26.0ci-~
~79~-'-+-'LOeAO THOMASA&LOBAO UsA'----·­

il79-Clll:-QlS-OOO .. "'"'-COUTOMAN~------~

3824-o'iLUNGHAMAVE---""MoDESTo'CA'9s'357 '-1- -s-"'''·
"3900'DI-LLINGHAM AVE"-'-"-'~""MODfSTOCA95357

26.00

MODESTOCA9S357 ) '''f''-'--~ 26.00-
'MoiiESrO (A 9S3s7--""""$"-"-~-~26~OO-

L~~4)l1-ml.ooo=-;-MARQUEZ EllZA8ETH K & MARQUEZ RfCHARO'R"---- -~~=-~:6i6,,~~,OiNGT~WA~__.._J ,~~~ESTO ~~S.:5~=~" -$--'~--'
079--011-023-000 -~ 'HA'Mi'LTCiNROS-ERi-A"& HAMILTON KATHlEENA~"" 612 CO01NGTQN WAY 1 MODESTO CA 95357 -- T - --26.00-

j-OMll-Ol4-000 ~ "'"REGALADO-JUAN-nAl :-"608-COOINGTot:tWAy--'1 MODESTOCA953sj" s -~"~26:00'"
~ 019:011-025:000-----~.:~eW~M1GUEL Y,,~ 8EA~~~~~~~_=·--_=__.._~~. 'f~4·EoO'NGT6NwAy""--·-rM6·i:im(J"CA9-s35i' -;-~r-~- 26_00-

; 019-011~o:i6:000-'~' MORALES STACIE A& KENNETH ,-roo-cODTNGTONWAY~-rMOOESTO-CASS3S]' "S"'.. "-"-i6~OO--'

i trn=Oli-ri27-ooo'''---h:-EBONFAANC/SroUi's~'~---~-------'---~ 392S'ELlfNBORO-AVE"-- ... "'r-MonmaCA 953S7"i~'$' '--'-26.00--
~~=':H='28-OOQ=;;:

079-011-030-000

079-011-031-000

079-011-032-000

NAVARRETE RAY JR ET At

MCKAY JAMESA&MCKAYMARYl

FERNANDEZ ELMA ET Al '~'----~~-t3909"Eli.EN"[~OR~oAVE-~-T"Moomo 0.95351"'! $ 26.00

SAlLEY "ELIzABETH M& SAllEY STEVEN R ."·~'''·---·-f3905 ELLENBORO AVE ! 'MODESTO CA 9535'7-":-- $ 26_00

079-all-033--OOQ ....-.; -MANI GYANESH~&~S~H7A~KU~NT=AlA""-~--~ --1'-3-'-0-1'Ei..-cEN8-0-RO-AVE---:-M-O-O-fST-O-CA-'-S3s7~t"$---,,--~26.00-'

079-O1l-034-4lOO

1'- 079-011-035-000

C79-(ll1-036-000

iamu-037-oo:l

079-011-038-000

0]9.011-039-000

lOVEJAMis"H-"&-lbVE BRENDA W '-'''-'~r-382S~iiLEN'BORO-A~-'TMOOESTO CA 9S357 1--$---'26.00 ~

lEVCHENKO LAURIE "'""---'"--~r3s-i'i-UlEN8ORO AVE MODESTO CA 95357 -~J'''$' '.--~:
-t-~DiCHRiSroPHER CHARt.BilUiSAR--~-~-i-i817 ELLENBORO AVE MODESTO CA 95357 ! S 26.00 :

GARRISON 'jAMES"'A"nt --------·..",,·-..,,',,·"·-"-riSi3TLUNBORO AVE I MODESTO CA 95357 "l·""$""~·"-·-~i
GUTIEftREZJOSE'E~--~-----~------'----~3809-EL"iiNBOROAVE-'-----1MODESTO CA 95357 t$-~-~1

,______~______-L-_______, _______,

3805 EltEN80ROAYf I MODESTO CA 95357 '$ 26.00
~--,- ~c-
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A/'N
019-011~O...QOO

l___~_._."

079.oU--042·000

i PROPERTY AOORfSS ; arY STATElIP
r--3&il'EillN8000AVE---~--1MODESTO CA 95357

I

"_.,, 2O.u::14~ ,~--~

ASSESSMENT
$ 26.00

""ALOAWOOD PETER SHUMON & miYIA'-'"-"---- -372s"EtlENBOROA~-TMODE5iiiCA 95357- "-"""$ .----- 26:-0;)
{ ___ _ __•__________,__.j,___________ --_____ c-__,_____._~_

) MORRIS SAMU£l DAVID ITAt 3721 ELLENBORO AVE ! MODESTO CA 95357 $ 26.00

"079:01'1=00:000' -l-'LOPElDIANAMORENO -"•.--..------- 3717ElLENBOROAYf -"---1 MODESTOCA9S-~i'-' $ 26.00--'

.-079::Oii~oo"- ! KEvGHAlDi KARNAVAL& ESTER-,----.-~--~-- "--:--"i7iiELLENBoRO AVE ! MODESTO CA 9s-j57-'--;---"-.r ------26.00 ---'
._L-._____________~__~______ ,_L",___.,,___ -,--4--,,,-,,"""'''-,-------- .,_______.___•

079-01l..()4S,.oOO ! COSTA WILMA 0 & DAVIOJR ' 3709 EllENBORO AVE 1 MODESTOCA95357 "S 26.00

·ci'7s:Q'u:ii4&{}oo·..-----r WRUCKJAMESATR ·""---~·-3705ru.ENsORoAvt--iMoo£5Ti:)CA953S7-·· )"'''$ ,.. --26.~
r"..o79':{)ii~'04i:ooo~-t"CHiH!LJ05EPHiNEuTft -~-----.. i 370lEillNSOROAVE ~··MODESTOCA9SiS7-r-f~~- 26.00 1
! '019.:012--=001-000 t HONSERGER ROBERT & HON8ERGER USA "'~------r54iwADDru: WAY ---+--MOOESTO'CA95357'-'-)'-'- '$"'---'---26:00-'

V 079:Qii·ooi:Ooo-' 't8mA~~~~VilH~ & BETYAGHOUS ,~~DA._"._ 54S-WADOEtlWAy ----~'-MODE5TO0\ 95357 -:-$"---26~O"O-~i
079'(}U~OO3-OOO 1 WONG SAl YING & lIXIAN KUANG TRS 549 WAOOat WAY r-MooESTcicA9s3s71-'s' 26,00

079-OU:004-000'-' tViniETTY ______~_~__~~__'_"~_M__ 53'WADOilL WAY-~MODESTO CA 95357 ';-"$ ---2'6.00 ', ,
079--o12'()05-OOO 'fCHANDATISH&REENA 551 WADDELL WAV '.: MOOESrOCA95357 -";.'~r---26.00-

) j -----+i"oi9:012--:oo&OOO~~fOp;;ou=ws=M..A:c.;;;G'"A"R:;ET;-S;-ET=A..l----- ,-, 60iWAOOEu.~----MOOEsTOcA95357 ~"T~-26~OO-

~79'()12.007--OO0 i"-M-"-lER--jOSEPH D -------<--- " 3700 ELLENBORO AVE -'-MODESTO 0\95357-'-'--$----- --1-6.-0-0-

r07S::Ou---=ooS:OOO ,.. ,. r"OsJM-tic .------ -----~. '3i04EillNBORO AVE. 'r-jI.1QOESTO cA 95357·~->-~f---~-26:00·

079-012-009-000 \ 'MATOS BRUNO 0 & MICHEllE N -~,-------.~ 3708 EllENBORO AVE--,-,,' MODESTO CA9s357'~'$- 26.00

1'019=012-010-000' 'TK1DD BRIAN & K!OO KIMBERlY -~-,--,-~-,---".--.---, "'-'j--3711ELLEN80ROAVE -"--~'OEsTO-CA-9535j $ 26.00

l 079-012-011...Q00 "TeSTRADA JOSE & AUOA --~--,~ I 3716 EUENBOROA.VE MODESTO CA 953Si--- -'-$ '---26.00---;

-'0-79-0--u-..oiz-rioo ·~t· SERRANO GUADALUPE & MARtA ELENA I 3720 EillNBORO AVE i MODESTO CA 95357 -:""-$'-'~~OO"<~
; 079--012-(113·000 MIRANDA CYNTHIA &'MAGANA JOSE lUIS BARAAGAN,,·"---t 3724 EllENBORO'AVE -- i M&}EST(iCA95357--1-"-f"~- 26.00

"~"_~_''''''__ .._ ... _"________.~,__ I -----.-~________t--- _.,,~._,_~_~. "".,_"_"""_"~~~_,_,,,",,,,,,
079-012-014-000 j GlllHARMAIL&DARSHAN ! 38OOEll£NBOROAVE l MODESTOCA953S7 $ 25.00

~ 07g..o12~01S.000----;KRISHNASArfAN&-SlslR"------ I3804 ELl£NBORO AVE ~-MOOESTO0\9'5-35'-'," "$~-<--26.0Cr'-

f"'o79:012~'oi~o---·-troRRAlSANoAA-------~~-~'-----..-r3808"ElLENeOROAvt~-~i'MoomoCA 9535i-";----"f" --".. ,"--, 26J)O"';

ro79--Oi2"(}11~OO : CHUANG TINA Y -~----r 3812 EllENSOOOAVE MOOE'STOCA"95357 -'-s'-~OO·
'07,Hiu:iliS:OOO-·-· AGAS lA"ElYN R .,1

1

. 3816 ELLENBORO AVE MODESTO CA 95351 ----;-'$--26.00-'''"'
L~9-0~:_~~_~~_,__.J_~~~~~ KATHLEEN J ---.:s20 E.llENSORO AVE .1 MODESTO CA 9S357~--~t~$'--- 26.00'~
~ 079-012"()1Q..OOO l BRITZKE GARY T & 8RITZKE PATRICIAL ' 3824 EUENB(}HOAVE MODESTO 095357 1 $ - 26.oo-~
i-079-012--021.000'· --, j PENA BERNIE & PENA TREANNA -"~-"-'---""-~-'3900 EUENBOROAVE - I MODESTO CA 95-357"-j --'s 'M_~~
!~12·022.:oDO' "1" SflTENCOURT JOHN CTRS ET Al .'-'~ci4 ELLENBORO AVE-'---~T0CA95357-' r"·$-~-'--'-26.00 '

~-079:012-023.ooO : SOlOMON llOYD R& SOLOMON JEAN M 3908 ElLENBORO AVE MODESTO CA 95357 ; '--f"---26.00 --

; Om12--02~oOO"-toIUON JOHN'E&CAMMY A 3912 ELLENBORO AVE ~ 'MODESTO CA 9S3S~$'-----26.00 ~,
h}79-0U.m.s:ooO~-'+RODRIGUEZ ALFONSO - "-'-'-'--- 3916 ELLENBORO A\tE MODESTO CA 95357 '''--:S'" 26.00

=~g:O::~2S:(jOO'-- '!----F!-lU-CBJJ--ANTHONY J &. ALUCELU EUZAB~_~_"_,~~_---t 3920 EliEN8OR~O~A7VE;;;o--+_~~~~_~,~~,~_,~t=~~~_ P26__00_~~
079-012-027-000 j MATAjUAN W ETA l 3924 ELLfN80RO AVE MOO€STO CA 95357 1 $ 26.00 ;

fo~i2.:o2fHjOo---t-ROAcHaUC M &·R·~OA:;;;;Cli;;;;NA~N~ETT""E~C:---·----- 556 eODINGTON WAY MOOESTO CA 95357 J-$ ---26:00'-
1 ~79:01UJ29_~~~~~~snN8fViRlY--~------"'----~ -'-:5~5~2~C~OD!NGTON WAY MODESTO CA 95357 ---1-$'---'-26.00~
i019-012-030-(lOO < MCEVENTURES llC 548 eDDINGTON WAY MODESTO CA 95350 I!---2-6~;

j AONEYTAMMYM 544CODINGTONWAY ;;;;ioOBT0CA95357-r"$'- "~~oO~079-012..Q31-OOO

~'-079-::O12-O32-OOO-' .--i 29 SAC HOIDING51LP .,,"_~__~~·540 COOINGTON WAY ~OD~~~.~ 9~357 "r"S--·--i6.oo
r 079'!)12·033-OOO -~T MCBROOM ROONEY 3925 GATESVIlle AVE ! MODESTO CA 95351 ! $ 26.00

1 079--012-034--000 j W!LDEMAN GAlEN J .------~----'-;-. 39ll GATESvtUE AVE -i-MODESTO cA 95354~!- -$~--26.00 :

f079-OU-03S4iio- '-..lAATA;;NA=KAM=C;&CCR~A"T~.;;NAO-;;nO:MO;;;;nt;;y;;------ i 3917 GATESVILlEA~ MODESTO CA 95357 h 2.6.00 ;

f- 079.(}12-Olfi.OOO -t'.,SO;;;;:.IA"'R'"U"'WI<.C&;C;CSO;;;.;;;,A~G7:l"";;;;;lA;;7l---·---- ; 3913 GATESvtllEAVE I MODESTO CA 95357-~f-s-'-- 26.00 '

-"~~~o,;-i_MO...;Um;~~C--------------l j rf019.oU--037..ooo I CHENGWlWAMO 13909'GATESVlUEAVE rMOOESTOCA953571"-S------- 26.00;
, ! <r079-012·038-000 TrORRES VlCOTR MANUel & PANTO.lA MARIA -! 3905 GATBVllli AVE TM'OOE'STO CA95357-t-'$'--~
pi19-012--03£I~OO'-TpAR5OHS NANCY M 3901 GATESVILLE AVE '''f--~
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...
079-OU--040-OO0

OWNER

VOQUYH!EP & PHAN LIEN TRS

"cijs:Qii:Q.ii::Ooo---' -ruERSTERRY~S"&'TJERS lENOR"fC"'~--"-~-""-

.'"--'""~-""" ,,>,' , ...- ~""",. -.---,,------.--~-.BUSH CHARLES f & BUSH DONNA L

079-012-045-000 NYGAARD LEROY ATRS & NYGAARD VERNA F

OO!SHO CATHER!NE

PROP£R1Y AnDRESS COY STATE ZIP
2013-14

ASSfSSMENT
$ 26.003825 GATESVILlE AVE ~'--MOOESTO CA"95357

,- -.~~,"-~"-",-~-,, ~-~."~~---

3817 GATES1ltUEAVE MOO£STOCA95357 $ 26.00

. ~3-.13-GATE=5V1=LL"""CA"V:E "·..--~STO-CA 95357~.~'-$'-- 26.00

3809 GATESVlllE AVE

3805GAIUVfUEAVE

MODe-STOiA 95357-...."'..· '$ ."..~.-, 26.00 'j

-. MOOESTO-CA"9S354 "-,~,, $- .-- - 26.00-

-,~~.~,-"-,,.-- ...-~"-372S GATESVlllE AV£'''-'''''-~:~O CA 95357~"r"$-~"-- 16.00...----.~.-.-...-.-+----_._-_.__........------
,~::~~~:;: _____R:~::;A::::USSEU RAY _,_".w..-__,,_'"' :~:~::::::: .•.____~:~~~~~:::::_.. +,_:""'_.~.__ ::::__
,._~_______._':-w___'_"~~ -._.'"..,___,,~_~~~_____"__ .___ +-___.""___~_;___---.-~.
; 079-012-O=~~________L~~~:~=~EVEN H ,~ ~_~~~~__ " .._. _ ~__~,~,,~_._>, < .,~?"~~~T5VIltE ~~~" ", __~l MO~ESTO ~~~357 ,_!_,_~._~~
079·012~051-O00 PATElJAGUBHAI & PATEL GANGABEN 3709 GATESVIlLE AVE I MODESTO CA 95357 ! $ 26.00

'''~o79:ou:052_ooo----'NEls.oi;n:mER-;'&~NELSON (RES-ENtiA .. ~-~'~-'~" 3705 GATE$VIUEAVE ; MODEsio'CA 95326-t~ "S-----w-26,,00

-07g:(jll:O'S~O-----;~MUToiAcRA!Gj~---- ---,~-~--.-~~~--,- "f ':nOi"GATESVlllEAve-"-'-- I MODESTO CA 95357--: $ -~--~ 26.00

'079-013-001::000 -- ~ -DAVIS KURT ROBERT~-"'" --.~.". 1 521"wAooEllWAY~~'"-"MODESTO CA 95357-- --T-- -..,,~-26.00-

--"0794:113-002-000' .. ,. -+ VARGASi-OWARO'S;·VARGASAACt"iELlE"· ,-~"---,~--- ""Si5"WADDEU" WAY ~-~,+ MODESTO CA 95357 " ,,- -S- ------26:00"

"--""'YMOOEsTO'(i-S5357 ----;-'-"$-'-' 26.00
\ ~~__ ,,____"'_~,_____~_____,__._ ".. "_~~.~" ___~ _____~ ...__'_J.~___"______~._.

GOUVEtA10HN E& GOUVEiA TERRE l 3708 GATESVIllE AVE " .. ·.."4"MODESTOCA9s351'----- $"""""--"-16:00---
;""..._""_~~______L_____~__ ,,,,,~__,,. _"..

079-013-008-000

079-013-009-000 i DElEMOS ALBINA 3712 GATESVIlLE AVE

079-013-010-000 T"NEPTUNE--OENN!S-,,,i"&-NEPTUNEkATHE~RYNE~--'--------- -0" -'---371t5GAmVluiAve--- "'''"'i''MODESTO CA-95357-- I 26.00

,- 079-013~01I.:OOO --...,L,"AYAiAOIEGO ADR!AN-ET AL._-" ..~,--" w--'-----;31zOGATESVILLE AVE ._-" i MODESTo CA9~r-T -"-~2&,,00-

·::~:::--I ::!:~:~:~l~~~~-~==- -=~~=~~=. :::::::~:-=-·I:::~:::~t:~~==~~~'
~- 079-Olioi4000----' --r-iONN-R'OCHELU"-" "-,- ·-'----~~··"-'-·-'"~--3s04GATESVIlLEAVf i MODESTOCA.95357 i-~$ '-"--"26li()'
i.___""___._,__"._____~_J_~._,__",,,"~M.".~~___~_"~__ ,__ "" ,L_______,__~.._ !, ..~_~~__+_ " ______

079-013-015-000 1 HAYNESERICl 3S08GATBVfLLEAVE ! MOOESTOCA95357 ,f' 26.00

" 079-(fi3:oiS=Ooo-~-+-PARKINSONMARK&DtANE-------~'-"" 3812GAillVIllfAVE ! MODESTOCA95357 - t S "'-'--'26.-00""

r"o7~~ii~~~j:Qoo _,r.ftOYm__.~~~l~_~ .~_~,,~_~A,,~"!:~~~"--~ _"- _,__ ,+:~1~.~~~V~::-eA~____~J~OCA,9S357.--~"~-$----'~
019.o13~Ols.-ooo OXFORD DAVID CJR &lUDY D : 3820 GATESVIllE AVE l MODESTO CA 95357 $ 21iOO

>--Oj~:Oi3-019:OOO"'- .-~-YANGVANG Y ~ -----~--,,-.---,,~"'~.. -- ~ .~, -- ---'---"-~---"- 3824 GATESVIllE AV-'---MOOeSTO cA~i5is7 ' "" . $' ----~i6>oO' ~

"'--~-,~,---~'" , ,"'~- - - - ------"'._-----
079-013-020-000 ASCH AlEXlS

079-013-021-000 ROUNGREUANG BOUNLONG
______________4","____,, __"" '''~ ,

> 079-013-021-000 ' GRiSHAM KEVIN ET Al

3900 GAT£S\IJlLf AVE .---'-MOj)mO"i:A9s357---"~$--~OO'

,----'" "." "''' '--"---"--------,---'3904 GATESVillE AVE --"MQ-OESmCA 95357'''--;--$" .~, ""'26.lil
.__._._---------,--"--------+...

MOOESTOCA95357 ----'$------- 26.00-3908 GATES\IllLE AVE

~i,~O~~23~~---~-'1_~END~~~~~,& A16A,_C__~,,_,~____~=~_L 39U~AvE..-·-"- MOO[5TOCA 95ID-~---·$----26~OO
079-013-024-000 'JOlliFF GARTH & KATHERINE i 3916 GATESvtlliAVE MOOfSTO CA 95357 -S-----26.oo

~_.__.______+ ____~~~____~_".~,__".._"'__",,-___~_ ..___i~_~_______; ___~___~_____+__~__________,
i 079-013~025-000 ; SAXTERRACHElA ! 3920GATESVlU.£AVE ,MOOESTOCA95357' $ 26.00
L_~______ ,_"..."'''..'''"'__"''____''''___1_.__"______,,..~,_~, ___'" > _____~,~~ ~_..~_~~_.._,_,_~+_ . - : t~..__,.______""'"'
i 079-013-02&000 : SAMI PRANESH ! 3924 GATESVJU£AVE MODESTO CA 95357 1 $ 26.00

'·W9-013.027~--~RODRiGliEZREYES ii'MARIAC ., ..·..-""-·~--'-~-~~---l536 CODINGTON WAY -----tMODEs'TOCA"95357t'T---26.00-'

~79-0~~.~:.~..__~.~:SERY ~~~~~~~=·=.~'~·=~~~_,_~~=~~~~~~--'~'-'t-532 CODiNGTON WAY "I MODESro~5350--"r $---' 26.00

~79-013~029-000 ; :!"VAtA CLE~ENTE JR & ZAVALA IRM~,__"____~28 eDDINGTON WAY ,--- ! MODESTO CA 95357' ;$--- 26.00

079-013-030-000 'SERRANOGUlllERMOC ! 524COOINGTONWAV j MOOESTQ CA 95357 -'1 $ 26.00

1079-OU:03i:OOO'~:~MIRANDASfRGlO-~--~"~--~-~' 520 COOINGTON WAY '~-r-MOOESTO CA 9S3SF~~r·' $" 26.00

~079-:ru3:ru2..o00'''-' -TORTIZ-£OWAROSSARAH~ ,-~,-"-"-'-'-""'-'"'-'- 3925LAURfNBURG AVE I MODESTO CA 95357 r-f"- 26.00

~mi3:on.:ooo'-:~BElLijSA R 7T ~,.._w____..__,~, 3921LAURENBURG AVE MOOESTQ CA 95357 'r ,~..~ 26,00

Landscape Maintenance Assessment District No.1
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079-013-038-000 JOSEPHSON JOSEPH A & JOSEPHSON $TACEY

079..(}13-O39-O00 RAMIREZ JACOB & ARACEU

079-013-042-000 -WHlruKER""<-REOCM;;;CyS"'TEPHEN & APRIL MARIA

3901LAURENBURG AVE

i 3825 LAUREN8URG'AVE'~'

MODESTO CA 95357 $ 26.00

MODESTO(j:95':iS7~*-'-f -"-'26110-
-;'~MOOESTO CA 95357 ---'$ "-'-'~ 26.00~'

3817LAURENBURG AVE .-.~: MODESTO CA 95357": $ ---i61l0
';'-3si3iA'U!iEN8UfiG'A\7E' ..," ! MODESTO CA 9535i"'"t'-T- -..------.'i6.00"";

079-013--043-000 DASHER LtC
--.-..---".------------.--- ····-----0,,---"----, --- ..---..,,~-,----.----------~__i~--,---~--.;

3809LAUftENBURG AVE ; MODESTO CA 95357 ; $ 26.00 i
'---'079-{)l3-Q4.4":Om}~··-"·-"---ATIiNEllGEORGE K& ATtiNEil jNAAAlir:~1-'''~----'- ---- ""38oS LAURENSURG AVE '~1"MOoESTO cA95357------ ~-..~$---'''-26.00-j
---{179-o-13-·-04-5:000·--'·VE&GosEl:~--~"·---·--- .. , ....-,------------,--~~--------. 3S01LAUREN8URG AVE '~--i MOOESTOCA95357t---S---26.00l

! ~ 1

079-013-04&:000---"'---- DUNN JAY ALAN --------..----.-.. ~---.•-..--, ---<3725 LAURENBURG AVf~" ~rMOOESTOCA---~;"53s7·t--·$-- 26.00, ,
3721LAUREN8URGAVE'-"---'''! MODESTO CA 95357 ~!~~$----26.00-

- 079-Ori~OO - ----TAviiiRCHRIS a'-' ---~'--'<"'"---------'--' --~.. 3717 LAURENBURG AVE ! MODESTO CA 95357 .. ··,---.."'S-,,·......·,,··"..··26:Oo-
__"___.~.__..____~__~_,,__,_______________"_.____~,~_;___.~__"___,,_ .... ________L ____,_,~____~--.i~""'M ____ .~""___"_..,,_...

079-013.Q49-o00 5ABINIANO MARLON N ET Al 3713 I.AURENBURG AVE 1 MODESTO CA 95357 $ 26.00

'-·079-013-050-000 ..--J('APUTOOoNAw"e & LYNDA BINGHAM TRS 3709 LAURENBURG AVE

~~~_ ..._____L.____________i

079.(l13-o52..{)OO"~-..-,.-lCip·E..i'MARIO & LUZ ELVIRA i 3701l.AURENBURG AVE MODESTO cA'95357--"~ -r-·---"~Oo-
~ 079:Oi4..001..ooo--" GARCIA MIGUEl & GARCIA MAR!A-·-..----..---'-! 449 WADDill WAY 'M ....LMOOESTOCA 9535j~"';-·-$----25.00 -

-O'79..Ql.HXi2-oOO-------·-' "f'HONGPHAYCHfT BANOITH -'--'------"------'-r·Si:)iWAOOEllWAY---MOOE5TO~cA"9535T'---~'- $-- .------ 26.00 ",
..0___•____• ____..,_

, ~ , ' " . _ "

___

" ~

079.014-004·000 WIlSON KEWE MICHEllE & RYAN CHRISTOPHER i 509 WADDELL WAY

079-o14-{)05-0oo~"~UN SAM'NAN-G-- .", ...'"-,,-~,,--.~--.---..~- "~!5-13WAOOEllWAY"--

; 0'79-01.f.-019-COO HUYNH NGOC D:._.----.".-~,,-"..._--+..-
079-O14-02()"()OO ! CASTANEDAJOSEJ & MARGARET

079-014-021-000 j GUZMAN MIRIAM & FLORES MARTIN

1" 079-014-02i:OOO"---GANN CHRISTOPHER

! 079-014-023-000" "froRRESJOSE DE JESUS & TORRES MARIA DOLORES
, ~i~~~~
I07io14~or.q:ooo~J, HO KAI-YIN SIlAS & WANG U

,079-014-025.(lOO i SINHA NAVlN & SINGH PRm P

Landscape Maintenance Assessment District No.1
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Al'N
. 079-014-029-000

OWl'lER
PAA5.A"O'SURESH & PRASAD MUNI l

,------------------.-.~"-... "

MlliR NATHAUE

~ROP~_~~RES~____ i cn:'L~~~~2:.~p
511 eDDINGTON WAY MODESTO CA 95357

508 eDDINGTON WAY MODESTO CA 95357,

2013·14
ASSESSMENT
T------~OO·~

S 26.00

504 eDDINGTON WAY --J MODESTO CA 95357~~ -T------2ioo "
.-"-, ..•-~-.---,------~--,---~--.,--.-----;

~-079..o14:m2:::000--- .-~;-- ROCHA SERAPIO g;'MA"iiiA" ~------~--'-'SoOCOOlNGTONwAr'· ! MODESTO CA 95357 S 26.00

ci79~.:oi4:·cii3.:o00- ~- ATWOOD eOBayO~-'-"" - ---------------.,.-,•.. ---t'39i5WiiKESBORO iWE--~Y-MOOESTO CA 9535'7--' '$ "--~i6:00-
• _____~'_ •• m ___"._ _ • _._.~__'___ _ ., •• L _____.._____.~_.__...____..1.__ ___~. __ .•. ________._.
079-014--034-000 BEST JERROUN E 3921 WILKESBORO AVE ! MODESTO CA 95357 i $ 26.00

··079::014:035=OOO·'~~-L~~lSH~~~~.OD~'_~_____._ - -------------,·-·----'T39i7·WtlK£SBORO ;:11'£.-"--"' i"MODESTO CA 9s-is'1' --j-'-r ~"'-- 25.00

-079--Oi4=031i:OOO- KRAUT JOSHUA j ET AL ---~-~-'''l-39i3witXEs-sORO-AVE - -j- MODESTO"CA 95357-r-$-- ---~ 26.00

.. 079:0i4:jj37.:ooo"ICOX~KATHER!NE·&AOANi"s JOSH - .~.-.-..-----.~--~+ 3909 WILKESBORO-AvE"" ... MODmo CA 95357t$--.16:00-'
, "~-~~------_______ "_"l_'_"'_"_'_________W"'~'W______'-,,____i___,__~________,~"_

079-014-038--000 --'j 'TRANTftUNGVfTM--"-- ! 3905WILKES80ROAV£ MODESTOCA95357! $ 26.00

"' -~~~~:~3~~--:-~~~AjOHNNY~'&-~ARGiWTST~:===~-=~~~[~90i_~tKES8~~AVE-=~~'~"-"M~~O CA 953S7-,,·~t:~_ ,~~=-"'-i6.~~,,__
079-014-040-000 YOUNG HOllY M fT AL ~ 3825 WILKESBORO AVE MODESTO CA 95357 . $: 26.00

\'-~o79::Ui4='041:OOO-"--'-FAMA j05ELITO&-FAMADOROTEA~-- -,--------,------'-t'".iiiilW1lKEssoROAVE"' MODESTO CA 95357 't·-$-"--16:OO·~
-,--------1--------------------,.;....,--.----- -__

j 3817W!lKESBOROAVE : MODESTOCA95357 : $ 26.00

i 079::Oi4-Q43-000' ; CABRERA THOMAS & CABRERA1ANET S l ~"'~~~""~----i3-813 WllKBBOR·O~AVE------~; MODEsTOCA 95357----T$"-'~~---i6.Otl'----'
-{j79=Oi4=044-::OOo-~- 'I:" RiVERALOUIS S& L<:lUElLAlrns"--- -----.-,. .."--·"--"'..""-'-,,..·"'----·---13809 WIt.KEsSORO AVE~ --~ -: Moo'mciCA'9S35i---~-"$" ,~-26.00-C

i '

~ O~~:~~~~5-0~-_~-~_':-~ASH8UR__Ni~TiN·'EfAC"------'~~-~--'--··-:.___.___~:~_.~~?~5 W~KES8ORO ~~~_~__.~~_LMOD~ ~~~57 _l-.,,~,_='__=_~~~~,=
:",,~~~~:~.()46-O00 _,J MCN~~Y_:::!CH~,~:.~~~~.~:,Y ~'""~_"'___,,~.. 3801 WilKES80RO AVE MODESTO CA 95357 $ 26.00

079-014-047-000 SKARIA JOSEPH &JOSEPHINE --,----. ; 3725 WiLKESBOROAiit' ." ''''[ MODESTO CA95357-T~P·-·~26:OO'"
-.0:'9-::Oii048:ooo' --I"sA'NS SARV5ATlNDER &--SElB1NDER'K-"~-----~-------t-3721 WllKESaOROAVE--~"~rMOOESTO CA 95357 ""~---'$-'----i6:00
'--079:Oi4-049=OOO'''---~-~BOUcHERGARYC'& 80UCH--ER--OENistK-·-----~7WiiKESaORO AVE-~-' .--- !'MOOmO CA 95357 '$ ----26.00'

"_....... -"----~,,-,,.- _._. --~---,,-------~,,~,,~--, .. -
079.{}14-050-000 POWLEY ANAMARIA -- "-,, -----..-+~3713-WJLKEsBOROAVE--T MODESTO CA 9s35j"~'1""'--$"'"' ,--- 2!rOO'~

,.....079-014.:{lS"i:OOO-- ... -, "PRASAD GfORGE-&P"RASADLAUTA-- ~___~M.__~__'_~ 3709wluceSsoiO'AVE ." -~-r MODEsTO (A 953ij---r--$ '" ""'---26.00

079----014--051-000 FOSTEft .lAMES R , "-----e---3705wliimoRO AVE "'''-~l MODESTO CA9s3S7~1 ~$" "'''~---'2s~OO''

'-079-014.053-000 - jBENJAMlitu'NOA s."EUGENE ~ ...---.----"~,-~-->- 3701 W1LX£5BORO AVE --'; MODESTO CA 95357 i $- ~-~.aO--

'-~679:Ori:'(ioi·ooo"--'''- EMPIRE UNIONSCHooLOisTRICr---..--~-~~'·"-~-" -- 512 'N. Me CUJRE ROAO'"---;M-OO-m-O-(A- 953S'7-r-r'
'~·079-O15--00-2--.(l(l- ~~ "'crrv=O"',"M'CO"'OESm

-~'-~--'-'
079-016-001--000 COlUNS TOMMY S

079-016-002-000 lUND GREG

,,-,,--________..__~ .., __ >_i- ----~ -<"-~.....--.-------_l-----~"~,,
MECHAI.YSWAY ! MODESTOCA95357 i $ -

..·----------t440-WAOoEllWAy---r'MOOESTO CA 95357 ·-1""-$----·2'iioo-·
'---3704WIlKEsBOROAVE ---'~~--;'-'NiCiomo CA 95357 j $-'----w.OO~'

079-iii&:OO3':OOO-'-"~---8-A-R-N-ES-REECE-W-A-YNE-- - ... ".-,-~--.""---.- -------'31Os-W1LXESSORO AVE -,--, MODESTO CA 95357 -r--S- ._- 26.00'-

;-~--,-----~--~~~-~-----,,- -.-----."-~"'- -~,--,,"-~,-' -----,
"079-016--oo<H)OO i BIERMAN ALLEN .~_"~,______,_____~,2_~~~~OROA~:"_,, MODESTOCA9S357! $ ""____~~___

;079·oi~Oos:ooo- \-PRA5AoVUAY---'-·-"""~ 3716 WILKESBORO AVE ,. ___'"'___~~~:ST~ 9~~S7 1~~~_",,~,~6.00 _

-iD9.016-0~·-fGONZAlftIOSE ------~-.-----~" ""~-t-"ii20~OR6-AVE-· MODESTOCA95357 j $ 26,00

"079=cii'&:"oo7..ooo--_
L

YUMANG ELADIO METAL ~---l~jSOOWllKES80RO AvE MODESTO CA 95357 ~--'$-----"-2li"OO~'

~~:~:~~~~~~_~:=r~~oECHST~BAC'H--D-oNA'iD-~''''--..~'~:_-~~_-===~~~~~ES8~ROAVE'=:~";' MO"OesT0CA9illG $__._",--=25.~"
079-016-009-000 ! CANCINO DANIEL D!SU & FEDERICA BERNARTE TRS ! 3808 WILKESBORO AVE 1 MODESTO CA 95357 i $ 26.00

-- - ..~,-~.------."--------- ---...-~--.'------..".--- .."------~--'-----~~-',,'----- -. _.. -,~----~---"
079-016-010-000 I ROSAlESJ05E l & FRANCO MARIA T ' 3812 WilKESBORO AVE MODESTO CA 95357 f $ 26.00

~~~lS:~~l~J_~~~~VER~~R~=&_~_~~I~~R.~~.::.~.~,_,,_~~_._ 3816 WHJ(fS8QRO AVE "j MODESTOCA9sID+'-$~- 26.00--;

019--016-012..000 l MARE!( SErrY J ET Al 3820 WILKESBORO AVE l MODESTO CA 95357 $ 26.00

-079--:ou;.-.on-=oQo---rMUNOZ MAlORIE OAWACEDA -..---.-----.--,----- 3824 WILKES80RO~' -I' MODESTO CA 95351 $ 26.00

"079-0i6=Oi4:000-.-.-TLUZUNARTSM'Gu·EL..oiiiA-NDo-·------~--~-· 3900 WltK£S80RO AVE 1 MODESTOCA9535-7 $ '"~"-2s1iir~

079-016-015-000 r6u KANGYE&"UANG'{iiH"EN-- : 3904"WlLmBOOO'AVE'- '" -'": MODESTO CA 95354 $ 26,00

'079"()1&:in6-OOl)-·-tREED WNESTJR---"'~"-~---------"-i 3908 WILKESBORO AVE ----[MODESTO CA 95357 j $.-~'-'''''~' 26.00-"
I '"' ,

:~~~.017~_~~~~~~~:-===--==~____ .____.___+,~12 ~lLKESBOftOAVE·~"'·--MOoE5TO CA 95357 l~_~__ 2!i~~~;
; 019·016-0l&.{lOO i EASTHAMGLENDAS 3916WllJ(£S80ROAVE _ MOOESTOCA95357 1 $ 26.00

079-016-019-000 i GERSON COREY 3920 WIlK£580RO AVE "--'i-Nio'iJEsTo CA 95357 ts---£6'.oo-';
079-016-02().OOO SOLORIO SAMMY & MARIA l

Landscape Maintenance Assessment District No.1
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~ ~_,, ____ ~~___,_____.__.__ "_ ._,. ~~t:!_~________~,._.,_._
i 079--016-021-000 ~ SINGH AACHAl & AJESH

i-'079-{j'1S:022:000"--~;-TopfiAoR'AN--

landscape Maintenance Assessment District No.1
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440 eDDINGTON WAY

l CITY STATE ZIP ASSESSMfNT \_. -~-'---~-----l"--~ -.----____ ,
: MODESTO CA 95357 : $ 16.00

Page 23



THIS PAGE HAS BEEN INTENTIONALLY LEFT BLANK



MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-293

A RESOLUTION CONFIRMING THE FISCAL YEAR 2013-14 DIAGRAM AND
ASSESSMENT, AND ORDERING THE LEVY AND COLLECTION OF
CHARGES WITHIN LANDSCAPE MAINTENANCE ASSESSMENT DISTRICT
NO.2 FOR DRY CREEK MEADOWS SUBDIVISIONS NOS. 7-10,
CREEKWOOD MEADOWS SUBDIVISION AND YOSEMITE MEADOWS
SUBDIVISION UNITS 1 & 2

WHEREAS, on June 11,2013, the City Council, by Resolution No. 2012-211,

declared its intent to levy charges or assessments for the purpose of administering the

maintenance of landscaping in the public right-of-way within the street medians and

adjacent to the access control walls in Dry Creek Meadows Subdivisions Nos. 7-10,

Creekwood Meadows Subdivisions, and Yosemite Meadows Subdivision Units 1 and 2

under the provisions of California Streets and Highways Code Sections 22500 through

22679, more commonly known as the Landscape and Lighting Act of 1972, and

WHEREAS, the charges against the real property are not levied with regard to

property values but rather by allocated cost reports prepared by the Engineer of Work,

and

WHEREAS, the City of Modesto has determined and certifies that the charges are

either exempt from or in compliance with all the provisions of Proposition 218, which

was passed by the voters in November 1996. The City of Modesto has further

determined the charges are in compliance with all laws pertaining to the levy of such

charges,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby orders the levy and collection of such charges within City of Modesto

Landscape Maintenance Assessment District No.2 for Dry Creek Meadows Subdivisions
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Nos. 7-10, Creekwood Meadows Subdivisions, and Yosemite Meadows Subdivision

Units 1 and 2 for Fiscal Year 2013-14, and in each subsequent fiscal year in which the

charges may validly be levied.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that a certified copy ofthis resolution and

attached documentation shall be delivered to the Auditor-Controller of the County of

Stanislaus for placement of such charges on the 2013-14 County Tax Roll, and in each

subsequent fiscal year in which the charges may validly be levied.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the diagram ofsaid assessment district and

amount of levy thereon is hereby confirmed.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a special meeting of the City Council

of the City of Modesto held on the 7th day of August, 2013, by Councilmember Cogdill,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Muratore, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following votes:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

08l0712013/C&EDlTRochailtem 23

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None
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MODESTO
CALIFORNIA

City of Modesto
lANDSCAPE MAINTENANCE ASSESSMENT DISTRICT No.2

• DRY CREEK MEADOWS SUBDIVISIONS Nos. 7 through 10.

+CREEKWOOD MEADOWS SUBDIVISION.

+YOSEMITE MEADOWS SUBDIVISION UNITS 1 &. 2+
A Landscape Maintenance Assessment District pursuant

to the Londscape and Lighting Act of1972

ENGINEER'S ANNUAL REPORT

FISCAL YEAR
JULY 1, 2013 - JUNE 30, 2014

Prepared By:
Tina Rocha, IFP Administrator

Certified By:
Charles Covolo, Senior Civil Engineer

Accepted By Motion:
Modesto City Council -
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SECTION I HISTORY

On April 4, 1989, landscape Maintenance Assessment District No. 2 ("lMAD No.2") was
formed in accordance with the landscape and lighting Act of 1972 (California Streets and
Highway Code §22500 through §22679) ("the Act") to administer the maintenance of
landscaping in the public right-of-way within the street medians and adjacent to the access
control walls in Dry Creek Meadows Subdivisions Nos. 7-10, Creekwood Meadows Subdivision,
and Yosemite Meadows Subdivision Units 1 and 2. All costs for the lMAD No.2 are funded by
the annual assessments levied on each property within the district. The Act requires several
courses of action on the part of City staff and City Council prior to August 10th of each year.

The Act initially requires the City Council to order, prepare, and file an Engineer's Annual Report
for the City Council. This report is prepared for the purpose of detailing the plans and
specifications for the maintenance of work, the estimates of costs for landscape maintenance
performed by the City Contractor, utility service charges, City street tree pruning costs, City
staff time to administer the maintenance contract, and additional work to be performed by the
City Contractor at the request of the City.

Prompted by negative reserve balances in lMAD No.2, staff successfully completed a
Proposition 218 ballot in June 2000. This ballot added an annual cost of living increase based
on the Building Cost Index ("BCI"). As a result of this ballot, the approved "inflator" adjusts
each year's assessment. California Government Code §54954.6{al and (e) requires that a notice
be mailed no less than 45 days in advance of the public hearing to all property owners if costs
will increase.

Upon City Council's approval of the Engineer's Annual Report, the City Council adopts a
resolution declaring its intent to levy and collect assessments within lMAD No. 2 for the
following fiscal year and schedules a public hearing. This public hearing and proposed
resolution levying the proposed assessments is in accordance with the annual assessment
procedures.

Finally, in compliance with the Act, the City Council conducts the public hearing and adopts
certain resolutions in accordance with the California Streets and Highways Code §22625
through 22641. The City Clerk is required to give the Modesto Bee notice of the public hearing
no less than 10 days prior to the scheduled hearing date. All interested persons are afforded
the opportunity to be heard during the public hearing. Should there be any protests, whether
written or oral, the City Council may choose to continue the hearing to a later date and/or may
change any part of the Engineer's Annual Report to address the concerns of the property
owner(s). The adopted resolution is then forwarded to the Auditor-Controller of the County of
Stanislaus for placement of such charges on the upcoming year's County Tax Roll.

landscape Maintenance Assessment District No.2
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SECTION II ANNUAL ASSESSMENT REVIEW AND SUMMARY

A. PARCEl REVIEW

Total Acreage: 135.20 Acres

Total Assessed Acreage 134.172 Acres

1. Single-Family Residential: 116.087 acres (590 Parcels)

2. Commercial 18.085 acres (18 Parcels)

3. Publicly- Owned 1.028 acres (2 Parcels)
a) One (1) parcel owned by the City of Modesto (0.03 acres) which is

utilized as a traffic island.
b) One (1) parcel owned by the Empire School District (1.0 acres) which is

utilized as its District Offices.

According to the §22663 of the California Streets and Highways Code,
public property owned by any public agency and in use in the performance
of a public function shall not be subject to assessment.

B. ANNUAL ASSESSMENTS

Each parcel receives equal benefits from LMAD ilia. 2. The annual assessment levied
is calculated by dividing the total cost estimate by the total number of acres.

1. The single-family residential properties are levied on a flat rate, which is
calculated by dividing the total cost estimate by the number of residential acres
and subsequently by the total number of residential parcels.

2. Commercial properties are levied based on actual acreage.

The annual assessment is adjusted annually according to the BCI for the San Francisco
Bay Area, as reported in the Engineer IIIews Record the first week of March. The
inflationary adjustment is applied when the district has minimal or negative reserves
to offset the total cost estimates for the upcoming fiscal year. The increase for fiscal
year 2013-2014 is 1.02031299506% (March 8, 2013 BCI = 5248.99 divided by March
12, 2012 BCI = 5144.49). It should be noted that due to the unavailability of the BCI
for the first week of March 2012, the second week reporting (March 12, 2012) was
utilized.

landscape Maintenance Assessment District No.2
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The total annual assessment for LMAD No.2 for Fiscal Year 2013-2014 is $19,127.50.
(Fiscal Year 2012-2013 assessment $18,746.70 x 1.02031299506%).

C. PROJECTED ANNUAL ASSESSMENT SUMMARY

1. Single-Family Residential Annual Assessment - 590 Parcels

2.

$19,127.50
134.172

$ 142.56

$ 142.56
x 116.087
$ 16,549.36

$16,549.36
590

$ 28.04976*

Annual Assessment for fiscal year 2013-2014
Total assessed acres
Annual assessment per acre

Annual assessment per Acre
Residential acres
Total residential annual assessment

Total residential annual assessment
# Parcels
Total residential annual assessment/parcel

* For levying purposes~ the total annual assessment has been rounded to $28.05 per
residential parcel for a total annual residential assessment 0[$16,549.50.

Commercial Annual Assessment - 18 Parcels

Fiscal Year 2013-2014
APN Acres $/Acre Annual Assessment·

079·025·005-000 0.49 $142.56 $ 70.52
079-025-011-000 1.36 $142.56 $ 193.88
079-025-015-000 0.01 $142.56 $ 1.53
079-025-017-000 0.67 $142.56 $ 94.97
079-025-018-000 0.49 $142.56 $ 69.99
079-025-019--000 0.66 $142.56 $ 94.19
079-025-020-000 2.61 $142.56 $ 371.81
079-026-005-000 0.59 $142.56 $ 84.81
079-026-00&-000 0.21 $142.56 $ 30.60
079--026-007-000 0.20 $142.56 $ 27.81
079-026-008-000 1.54 $142.56 $ 219.16
079-026-009-000 0.16 $142.56 $ 23.31
079~O26..()10-000 0.28 $142.56 $ 39.27
079-026-011-000 0.30 $142.56 $ 42.54
079..()26-012-000 0.29 $142.56 $ 41.23
079.(J26-013-OOO 6.37 $142.56 $ 908.63
079-026-014-000 1.36 $142.56 $ 194.52
079-027-097-000 0,49 $142.56 $ 69.40
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D. COMPARISON TO PREVIOUS FISCAL YEAR

The proposed 2013-2014 annual assessment for single-family residential parcels has
increased from $27.48 to $28.05 per parcel. The proposed 2013-2014 annual
assessment for commercial parcels has increased from $139.72 to $142.56 per acre.
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SECTION 3 FINANCIAlS - ANNUAL ASSESSMENT REVENUE &
EXPENSE PROJECTIONS

Estimated FY 2012- Proposed FV 2013
LMAO No.2 Fund 6490

13'

Beginning Fund Balance $ 2,429 $

Revenue (Cost Center 80020)

Special Assessments $ 18,391
,

$

Interest $ (71) $

!rotal Revenue $ 18..320 $

Expenses (Cost Center 80020) Au:ount

Operating Budget

Postage Expenses 52025 $ - $

Water Utility Expenses 53043 $ (2,095) $

Rental of Photocopy Service Supply 53073 $ - $

Repair and Maintenance Services - Landscape 53165 $ (10,868) $

Profe.5sional Services 53300 $ (3,948) $

Services City Forces - lnterfund 54500 $ (3,749) $

ISF - Mail Services - Inside 58010 $ (285) $

Estimated - Water Utility Expenses 53043 $ (300)

Estimated - Repair and Maintenance Services 53165 $ -

Estimated - Professional Services 53300 $ -

Estimated - Services City Forces 54500 $ (385)

Estimated - iSF Moil Services - inside 58010 $ (57)

atal Expenses $ (21,686) $

Ending Fund Balance $ (937) J$

1 The estimated amount shows what has been expended as of04-30-2013. There win be more expenses through

the end ofthe fiscal year (lunel; these are shown as Estimated.

2 The estimated expenditures for FY 2013-14 are based on the revenue that is currently able to be generated wjthin

LMAD No.2. These expenditures do not represent the actual amount needed for a good service level with lMAD No.2.

Budget may be reduced based upon actual FY 2012-13 Ending Fund Balance.

3 Actual revenue received.

4 Proposed levy.

landscape Maintenance Assessment District No.2
2013-2014 Annual Engineer's Report
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(937)

19,128 •
-

19,128

(200)

(3,200)

(50)

(11,306)

(2,000)

(3,651)

-

(20,407)

(2,216)
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SECTION IV MAINTENANCE & PLAN SPECIFICATIONS

Plans and specifications are available for review in the Parks, Recreation, and Neighborhoods
Department, located at 512 Jefferson Street, Modesto, CA. For more information, contact Kelly
Gallagher, Parks Operations Supervisor at (209) 524-2330.

Landscape Maintenance Assessment District NO.2
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SECTION V ANNUAL ASSESSMENT DISTRICT DIAGRAM

,
1

,
i

Assessment District Diagram
Landscape Maintenance Assessment Oistrict No.2

(Ory Creek Meadows Subdivisions No.7 - fO)
(Creelcwood Meadows SuWwision)
(yosemite Meadows Units No. f &. 2)
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SECTION VI ANNUAL ASSESSMENT UST BY PARCEl & OWNER
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'PH OWNER

079-018-010-000 HOLMBERG KR.ISTIN

079-01S.{lll-OOO AGHAS$! SARAH J

079-<l18-012-OO0 STEVENS JAKE l & STEVENS GAIL M

079-018-013-000 AlIZI ROBERT

079-<l18...()14...oo0 MEY ANDREW 5 & KIMLORINA

079-018-015-000 SMITH MillER VElTRENA

079-01&-016-000 TAYlOR RICHARD N & JlllS

079..(}18-.(117-OO0 CUMMINGS ANNIE

079-018-{}1S..oo0 LA CROSS NANCY R

079-01.8-019-000 ATTADAVIO I

079..(}18-020-ooo GOMEZ AliCIA TR

{l79"(}18-021-OOO REO CAPITAL INVESTMENTS &ASSET MANAGEMENT

079-018.-022-000 MURCH PAUL WIlliAM & JENNIFER LVNN

079-Q1.B-023-QOO WENGER DEBORAH J & WENGER DAVID C

079-018-024-000 MADAYAG (ArANA TR

079-018-025-000 PLAUGHER PRESTON SCOTT ET AL

079-018-026-000 CHILDRESS JANET

079-018-027-000 KEM SOKHOM & VANTHA TRS

079..(}18-028-OO0 ROMASANTA CHRISTINE M ET At

079.(118-029-000 DALBURG HOWARD ITAl

079-018...()30-OO0 PIERCE CHARLES l & PIERCE VALERIE A

079..{11S-031-OO0 PANG SUN KIM & l1EV MENG HU TRS

079.()18-032-OO0 MC MIliAN J HEUA Tft

079-018--033-000 GOODWIN BEVERlV

079.()18-034-000 STECKMAN CHRIS 0 & STECKMAN S!iARON A

079.{)1s..035-OOO NICHOLS KATHRYN M

079-018--036-000 WAt:Z. CHRISTOPHER P

079-018--037-000 ROUQiECK BELINDA

079-018-038-000 8RITT SCOTT ALAN

079-018-039-000 MAUl( MOHAMMAD ZAHOOR & NUSRAT NASIM

079-018-040-000 DEHKORDI ROYA K & NIAKAN S!ROOS

079-018-041-000 mENS JOHN l & CARYN e

079..(}18--042-Ooo CAMPBEll KIMBERLY

079-018-043-000 TORRES GINGER lEE & JAVIER V

079-018--044-000 PEREZ ABEL CUEVAS & CANO l<I.EDY

079.(}18-045-O00 PlAClNTAR MARINElA

079-0l8-04fHl00 CASTIllO ISMAEl ET At

079·018-047-000 fAVlLA HORTENOA Y

079-O19-OO1"(}00 ROMERO ALEJANDRO & ROMERO AUOA B

079-019-002-000 SOUZA ROSERT D & SAMANTHA D

079-0 19~OO3-OOO REISDORFF HELEN

079..(}19-OO4-OOO PEREZ WilliAM MEZQUITA ITAl

079-019..(J05-OOO COFFEY STEVE R& COFFEY ANNE LEe

019-019...006-000 GAUOJOSE & GAUD ROSAUA

079-o19..Q07-OOO VAU KiNG PO ET Al

079.o19..Q08-000 SINGH GURlAl

079.019...009-000 CARRASCO GONZAlO C & CARRASCO TERESA V

Landscape Maintenance Assessment District No.2
2013-2014 Annual Engineer's Report

2013--14
PROPERlY ADDRESS OTYSTAT£ztP ASSESSMENT

417 MElBOURNE DR MODESTO CA 95354 S 28,05

3512 ASHEBORO LN MODESTO CA 95357 S 28.05

3516 ASHEBORO LN MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28..05

3520 ASHEBORO LN MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

3524 ASHEaORO LN MODESTO CA 95357 $ 2.8.05

3528 ASHEBORO LN MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

3532 ASHEBORO LN MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

3536 ASH EBORQ LN MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

3540 ASH EBORO LN MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

3544 ASHEBORO LN MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

3600 ASHEBORO LN MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

3604 ASHEBORO LN MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

3608 ASHE80RO IN MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

3612ASHEBOROLN MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

3616 ASHESORO LN MOOmO CA 95357 $ 28.05

3620 ASHEBORO IN MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

420 ANSONVillE IN MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

416 ANSONVIllE IN MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

412 ANSONVillE IN MODE-q"OCA 95351 $ 28.05

408 ANSONVlillLN MOO£STO CA 95357 $ 28.05

404 ANSONVillE IN MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

400 ANSONVILLE lN MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

409 ANSONVillE LN MODESTO CA 95354 $ 28.05

3529 EffiNGHAM LN MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

3625 EFFINGHAM IN MODESTO CA 95357 S 28.05

3621 EFANGHAM IN MOOESTOCA95357 $ 28.05

3617 EfFINGHAM LN MOOESTOCA 95357 $ 28.05

3613 EfANGHAM IN MODESTO CA 9S357 $ 28.05

3609 EFANGHAM LN MOOESTOCA 95357 $ 28.OS

3605 EFFINGHAM LN MOOESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

3601 EFFINGHAM IN MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

3537 EFF!NGHAM IN MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

3533 EFFINGHAM tN MODESTO CA 95357 $ 211".05

3529 EFFINGHAM LN MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

3525 EFFINGHAM IN MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

3521 EFfINGHAM LN MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

3517 EFFINGHAM IN MOOESlO CA 95357 $ 28.05

3513 EFFINGHAM LN MOOESTOCA95357 $ 28.05

425 WADDEll WAY MOD£STO CA 95357 $ 28.05

421 WADDEll WAY MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

417 WADDELL WAY MODESTO CA 95354 $ 28.05

413 WADDEll WAY MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

409 WADDEll WAY MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

405 WADDELL WAy MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

401 WADDEll WAY MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

400 WADDEll WAY MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28,05

404 WADDElL WAy MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05
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Al'N OWNER

079-019-010-000 GAYLOR MATTHEW

079-O19-011..(}OO LOPEZ MARGARITA

079-019-012-000 MORALES RODO!.fO E1 AL

079..(J19-l)13-Ooo CASTEUO RlCHARD M

079·019-014-000 JOTIKA. PRIYA ET AL

Q79..(l19-01s-GOO LAMBERT STEVEN T & RENATA W

079-019-016-000 QAV!SJAYNJR& DAVIS KIM M

079..019-017-000 GRUENHAGEN ASHLEY N IT Al

079-019-018-000 GAlVAN SALVADOR R

079..(l19-019-OOO ENGLEMAN ALEXANDER C ET AL TRS

079-019-020-000 ZARAGOSAZACK MART!N & ZARAGOSA EUZABETH ANN

079-019-021-000 KIMBROUGH JOANNE M

079-019-012--000 MICO RICARDO G & MARfA REGINA l

079-019-023-000 RAMIREZ STANLEY 0 ET Al

07W19-024-000 LOUCKS DAVID GEORGE &JOSEFA M TRS

079-019--025-000 5ENGSOURITH PENG & INTHAVONG CHANPHENG

07S-{\19-{l26-000 OHIR5UNIl

079-019-027-000 NAVARRO NAPOLEON & NAVARRO MARIA CHERYl

079..o19..o2S-000 WAlKER KINDRA K& MC COY BRUCE

079-019-029-000 TRAWICK VERNON R& CLAUDEITE

079-Q19-030-000 LA PLACA SONDRA ET AL

079·019-031-000 GALVAN DIEGO

079-019-032-000 TERESI G PETER

079-019-033-000 NAVARRO FERNANDO

O]9.()19..o34-000 OSHANAASNAT

079-019-035-000 ALVlZO LETlCIA

079-019..()3&.oOO PHANOWONG ALEXANDER

079-019.o37..(){)Q GRIFFfTH JACK E& GRifFITH MEUNOA 0

079-O19"()38-000 FEDERALNAT!ONAL MORTGAGE ASSN

079-019-039-000 KARRAS CHRI5nNA CATHLEEN

079..(l19..040-000 APPlEBY DOMINIC M & CANOl C

079-019-041-000 RODRIGUES SllVINOJ ET Al

079-019-042-000 WIllIAMS MICHAEL & SARIAH

079-019-Q43-000 LEFEVRE PETER A TR

079-O~ RUTSCHOW PHIUP Z & lOAN A IR5

079-01S-{)4S-OOO URIBE IRENE

079-019-046-000 ENRIQUEZJOHANNA

079-<l19-047-OOO ACHTENHOtZ ZINOVY TR ITAL

079..020-001-000 GONZAlES GABRIEL D & GONZALES SHARON

079-020-002-000 PRASAD KAMlESH ET Al

079-020-003-000 MORONES MICHAEL 0 & MORONES CONSUELO M

079-020-004-000 OVERWEG DAVID A & OVERWEG CATHIE

079-020-005-000 MCE VENTURES llC

079-Q:zo.oG6-000 RODRIGUEZ RUBEN G & RODRIGUEZ ROSEMARY

079-020-007..000 MONSON STEPHEN

079-020..008-000 JOHNSON JAYNE MARIE & LEONARD TEED

079-O:ro.OO9-OOQ BfTTEN(ORT JOHN CTRS ET AL

Landscape Maintenance Assessment District No.2
2013-2014 Annual Engineer's Report

2013-14
PROPfftTY ADORESS CITY STAIf ZIP ASSESSMENT

408 WADDEll WAY MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

412 WADDELL WAY MODESTO CA 95361 $ 28.05

416 WADDELL WAY MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

3712 lOUISBURG AVE MOOESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

3716 LOUISBURG AVE MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

3720 LOU15BURGAVE MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

3800 LOUISBURG AVE MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

3804 lOUISBURG AVE MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

3808 lOUISBURG AVE MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

3812 LOUISBURG AVE MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

3815LQUISBURG AVE MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

3820 LOUISBURG AVE MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

3824 LOU!SBURG AVE MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

3900 lOUISBURG AVE MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

3904 LOUISBURG AVE MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28..05

3908 LOUISBURG AVE MODESTO CA 95357 $ "'.05

3912 LOUISBURG AVE MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

3916 LOUtS8URG AVE MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

3920 LOUISBURG AVE MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

420 eODINGTON WAY MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

416 COD!NGTON WAY MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

412 CDDlNGTON WAY MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

4OaCOOINGTON WAY MODESTO CA 95354 $ 28.05

3909 WILMINGTON WAY MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

3905 WILMINGTON WAY MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

3901 WILMINGTON WAY MODESTO CA 95355 $ 28.05

3817 WilMINGTON WAY MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

3813 WILMINGTON WAY MODES.TOCA 95357 $ 28.05

3809 WILMINGTON WAY MOOESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

3805 WILMINGTON WAY MODESTO CA 95354 $ 28.05

3801 WILMINGTON WAY MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

3729 WILMINGTON WAY MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

3725 WILMINGTON WAY MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

3721 WILMINGTON WAY MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28,OS

3717 WILMINGTON WAY MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

3713 WILMINGTON WAY MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

3709 WILMINGTON WAY MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

3705 WILMINGTON WAY MOOESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

341 WADDell WAY MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

337 WADDEll WAY MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

333 WADDELL WAY MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

329 WADDELL WAY MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

325 WADDELL WAY MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

321 WADDELL WAY MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

3700 VANCEBORO cr MOOESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

3704 VANCEBORO CT MODESTO CA 95357 $ "'05

3708 VANCEBORO CT MODESTO CA 95354 $ 28.05
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.... OWNER.
079-020-010-000 HUlA DAVfD W

079..020-011..000 RUIZ NEMORIO & UOUVINA

079.()20-012-OOO THORNTON LAWRENCE R& JUDITH A

079-02(l..O13..(lOO l£f€.VRE pmR A TR

079..020-014-000 KIM EDDIE & KI HYUN

079-020-015-000 MORI HOWARD & MORI KEW a

079-020.-016-000 BRAVO GONZALO & MARIA

079-{}2(}"o17-OOO olmz LUOtA MORALES

079-020-018-000 HORSTMAN DAVID

079-{}20-019-OOO EGSIKUADJE JOHN N & EGSIKUADJE LUCKY E

019-020..020-000 CHAND PR:EM & CHAND B!NDRA MATI

079-020-021-000 CHAN NORMAN NOM & YEH SHERRY HSIN JU

079-020-022-000 GARCIAJOSE H & MARTHAJ

079-{J2:0-023-OOO VAN TREASE ROSERT & VAN TREASE PATRICIA K

079-020-024-000 SCOTT JOSHUA THOMAS

079-020-025-000 MARkS STEVEN R

079-020-026-000 WATSON GAYLE

079-020-027-000 JOHNSON ERMA

079-02(}.Q28-000 GANJEH JANET TR

079-020-029-000 TERESI GUIDO PETER

019-01Q..03O-OO{) MATHMANY BOUNETEU

079-020-031-000 RAMIREZ MOISES & ROSINA

079-020-032-000 GIRARD THOMAS F& GIRARD CATRINA

019-{l2Q..033-000 ESCAMIllA AUGUSTIN JR & ESCAMILLA USAA

019-020-034-000 MAWlUN TERESITA M

079-020-035-000 IBARRA LOUIE JR & IBARRA KRIST'!'

019-0:zo..o36..O(JO CORT€ZJOSE O£ JESUS & HIDALGO ESMERALDA

079-{)20-031--OOO CAST£LLANOS RIGOBERTO & MARIA

079-D21-OO1-OOO MEUUS AARON M

079-021-002-000 SINGH KRISHAN

079-021-003-000 LOGAN MERCY ET AL

079-021..Q04.000 GREENJIM

079-021-005-000 KEMSOKHOM

07g.Q21-006-000 DE HARTERICA & CHANTENE M

079-021-007-000 TAcxm MICHAEL DEON & GWENDOLYN SUE IRS

019-021...Q08..000 LIANG lIN & CEN CHUNVAN

019-021-009-000 AMANT DARCY & KYLE (

079-021-010-000 YAU KING PO ET Al

079-021-011-000 LASITER UNOSEY & PAMELA

Q79-011...(Jl2-OOO GONZAlfS JOHN V & JEANETIE D

079-021--013-000 ROYSDON JASON J& ANGELA 0

079-021-014-000 MCGillRICKEY

079-021--Ol5-OOO PRASAD JAG & UTlA

079-021-016-000 SECERMJACINTO & SECERRA MARlA

079-021-017-000 TOVARJES5EA & TOVAR: TERESA M

OJ9..021-Ql.&.OOO aOUATHONG BOUNPHENG & KHAMKEO

079-O2l-Ol9-OOO CASTRO JESUS R& CASTRO ESTHER M

landscape Maintenance Assessment DIstrict No.2
2013-2014 Annual Engineer's Report

2013--14
PROPERTY ADDRESS OTYSTATEliP ASSESSMENT

3712 VANCESORO cr MODESTO CA 95357 $ 18.05

3716 VANCEBORO IT MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

3717 VANCEBORO CT MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

3713 vANCEaORO cr MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

3709 VANCEBORO CT MOD€STO CA 95357 $ 28.05

3705 VANCEBORO cr MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

3700 WILMINGTON WAY MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

3704 WilMINGTON WAY MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

3708 WILMINGTON WAY MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

3712 W!tMINGTONWAY MODESTO CA 95357 $ 2a05

3716W1LMINGTONWAY MODESTO CA 95351 $ 28.05

329 HIGH POINT CT MODESTO CA 95351 $ 28.05

325 HIGH POINT CT MODesTO CA 953S7 $ 28.05

321 HIGH POINT cr MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

317 HIGH POINT CT MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

316 HIGH POINT CT MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

320 HIGH POINT CT MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

324 HIGH POINT cr MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

328 HIGH POINT CT MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

329 MACONCT MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

325 MACONCT MODmo CA 95357 $ 28..05

321 MACON CT MODESTO CA 95355 $ 28.05

320MACONCT MOQ€5TO CA 95357 $ 28.05

324 MACON CT MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

328 MACON CT MOOESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

3908 WtLMINGTON WAY MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.U5

400 COOINGTON WAY MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

404 COOINGTON WAY MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

404 N MC CLURE RO MODESTO CA 95354 $ 28.05

400 N MC (LURE RO MODBTO CA 95357 $ 2a05

328 N Me (LURE RD MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

324 N MeCtuRE ftO MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

320 N Me CLURE RD MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.U5

317 MELBOURNE OR MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

321 MElBOURNE OR MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

325 MElBOURNE OR MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

329 MEl80URNE DR MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

333 MELBOURNE OR: MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

3512 EffJNGHAM LN MOO€STO CA 95357 $ 28.05

3516 EFFINGHAM LN MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

3520 EFFINGHAM LN MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

3524 EFFINGHAM LN MODESTO CA 95355 $ 28.05

3528 EFFINGHAM LN MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

3532 EFFINGHAM LN MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

3536 EFfiNGHAM LN MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

3600 EFfiNGHAM LN MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

3604 EfFINGHAM LN MODESTO CA 95351 $ 28,05
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APN OWNER

079-011.o1Q.OOO HERNANDEZ ROBERTO & CARMEN C

079..021-021-000 TELO $AJMIR & I<R1ST!NA CREEL

079-02.1-022-{lOO FOUNTAIN DESORAH A TR

019-021-023-000 YOUNG MALVINJAMESJR & UNDA

079.021-024-000 OAVISSAStL

079-O21-O25-{)OO LARSON SIMON A &. JEANNIE LTRS

079-021-026-000 WIll!AMS RENEE E

079-021--027-000 GOMEZ ALICIA TR

079-O21.{l28-000 GARCIA LUIZ JOE SR & LUPE ANN TRS

079-{l21-O29--000 HARRiS SHAUN N

079-021-030-000 TOWNLEY PERRY & BRENDA

079-021-031-000 MILLER JOSEPH R ET AL

079-021-032·000 ZOKARI MOHAMMED & TINA

079-011../)33-000 COX BERNICE U TR

079-021-034-000 COULlQALY llC

079-021-035-000 MORREll ERNEST DAVIS & MORREtl KATHERINE YVONNE

079-02HJ36"OOO lYTEl-STARKS THOMAS

079-021-037-000 BANI( OF AMERICA NA

079-021-038-000 SEETAD-CH!NG & BEE SUE CHEN

079-021-039-000 MANGAL SHIU PRASAD ET Al

079-021-040-000 HARlESS KEVIN

079...Q:21-Q41-OO0 WILUAMS ROGER K& LOUISE GTRS

079-{121-042-OO0 OUVAREZARNOLD & OUVAREZOARlENE

079-021-043-000 MUSE MARTIN D & OWENS OLNIA

079--021-044-000 CAPPS FRANKliN) & 5USANNJ TRS

079-021-045-000 RUIZ CARLA P

079-021-Q46-000 AHLSTRAND GARY J SR & PAMELA M TR5

07.9-021-Q47-OOO AHlSTRAND GARY J SR & PAMElA M IRS

079..()22-o01-OO0 KUWAMOTO RANDY Y

079"()12-002-OO0 MEDEIROS DOROTHY JEANN!NE 1R

079--022--003-000 RODRIGUEZ ELENA

079-021-004-000 ARTEAGA RAUL A ET AL

079-Dn....oo5-OO0 MARTIN RONALD l & MART!N FAITH A

07~2-006-000 ARROYO MARGAR!TA

079-022-007-000 RADLOFF HAROlD TRS & RADLOFF M KATHLEEN

079-022-OQ8.000 CRANE CHARUE

079-022-009-000 LOBAUGH DUANE

O"]9"()22-01Q..OOO TORRES AlfREDO & TORRES RAQUEl

079-022-011-000 PAL PARBfN & ROSHNI

079..(J2:2"'()12·000 JAUREGUI PEDRO A & GUADALUPE VTRS

Q19.(J22-013-OOO CASTRO DAVID & ANGELA

079-{)22../)14--000 ITANEN MAIU( E& KIMSERlY D

079-022-015-00{) LOURENCO ASHU

079-022-016-000 SINGH JOGINDER

079-<122-017-000 HORNE RICHARD R& KATHY J

079-022...Q18-000 CHAND ROVlNESH

079-022-019-000 CARLSON JOHN HENRY & GAYlEN TR5

Landscape Maintenance Assessment DIstrict No.2
2013-2014 Annual Engineer'S Report

2013--14
PROPERTY ADDRESS QTYSTATEZIP ASSESSMENT

3608 EFfiNGHAM IN MOOESTOCA 95357 $ 28-05

3612 EFFINGHAM IN MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

3616 EFFINGHAM LN MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

3620 EFFINGHAM LN MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

3624 EFfiNGHAM LN MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

3628 EFFINGHAM LN MODESTO CA 95357 $ 2aos

3632 EFFINGHAM IN MODESTO CA 95357 $ 2&.05

336 ANSONVillE LN MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

332 ANSONVILLE I.N MQOESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

328ANSONVILLE LN MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

324ANSONVILLE LN MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

320 ANSONVIllE LN MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

3533 DOTHAN DR MQOESTO CA 95357 S 28.05

3629 DOTHAN DR MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

3625 DOTHAN DR MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

3621 DOTHAN DR MODESTO CA. 95358 $ 28.05

3617 DOTHAN DR MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28..05

3613 DOTHAN DR MODESTOCA 95357 $ 28.05

3609 DOTHAN DR MOOESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

3605 DOTHAN DR MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

3501 DOTHAN DR MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

3537 DOTHAN DR MODESTO CA. 95357 $ 28.05

3533 DOTHAN OR MODESTO CA 95357 S 2''''5

3529 DOTHAN DR MODESTO CA 95350 $ 2&'05

3515 DOTHAN OR MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

3521 DOTHAN OR MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

3517 DOTHAN OR MODESTO CA 95357 S 28.05

3513 DOTHAN DR MODESTO CA 95357 $ 231)5

316 N Me CLURE RD MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.0S

312 N Me CLURE RD MODESTO CA 95355 $ 28.05

308 N Me CLURE RD MODESTO CA 95354 $ 28.05

304 fit MC ClURE RO MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

301 MELBOURNE DR MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28,05

305 MelBOURNE DR MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

30S MElBOURNE OR MQOESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

313 MELBOURNE OR MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

3512 DOTHAN DR MODESTO CA 953S7 $ 28.05

3516 DOTHAN DR MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

3520 DOTHAN DR MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

3524 DOTHAN OR MODESTO CA. 95357 $ 23.05

3528 DOTHAN DR MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

3532 DOTHAN DR MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

3536 DOTHAN OR MODESTO CA. 95351 $ 18.05

3600 DOTHAN OR MaDma CA 95357 $ 281lS

3604 DOTHAN DR MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

3608 DOTHAN OR MODESTO CA 95357 $ 2• .os
3612 DOTHAN OR MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05
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Al'N OWNER
079-D23-D14-000 ENOS JEREMY

079-023-025-000 V!CfOR!A ROBERTO

079-023-02&000 ALONSO MIGUEL

079-023-021-000 GAUD SANTOS &. GALLO fEUPA

079-023-028-000 HAll$HARON

079-023-029-000 DE GUZMAN PEPITO V & RAQUEZA 5 TR5

079-023-tBO-OOO PRASAD NILESH

079-023"'03H1OO BANUElOS MARTHA A

079-023-032-000 5!lVARICKA

079..(l23--033..{)OO NEWMAN SUSAN ET Al

07M23-034-QO/) WARDA JENN!FER &. BEN

079-O23-035.{1OO ACOSTA GARY SIMON TRS & ACOSTA SYlvtA ANN

079-023-036-000 ESTRADA RICHARD THOMAS &. 5BR.ANTl-£STRAOA JOANNE

079-023-039-DOO AGUAYO ESMERALDA LOPEZ

079-023-040-000 MARTINEZ DAVID & MORENO MARlSSA

079-O23-041.{)00 PONTE JOSEPH JOAQUIN JR &. PONTE ViRGINIA RUTH

079-023-042-000 TOWNSEND DONAW 1< & JOYCE A TR5

079-023-043-DOO FAGUNDES ANTONIO l & HAIR lACQUEUNE K

079-023-044-000 TOWNSEND DONALD!{ &'JQYCE A TR5

079-023-045-000 IMMEDIATO KEITH A ITAL

079-02)..046-000 lOBATO JOSE 8 ITAL

079-O23-1)47..(lOO PRASAD CHANDRA SEN &. DAYA WAn TR5

079-(}23-048-Ooo PINEDA MARIBEl

079-023-049-000 COCHRAN PAT

079-023--055..000 Bua NICOLE R

079423-0S6-{)OO eORK VIRGINIA l & BORK RICHARD 0

079-023-057-000 JOHNSON JEffREY T &JQHN50N SUZANNE T

079-023-058-000 GONZALES DANIEU

079-023-059-000 CAGUIAT RICAlYN T

079-023-060-000 SELLERS SHERRY l

079,;)23-061..000 flORES CRISTIAN A

079-023-062-000 MORA DELMA & MIGUEl

079-023-063--{)OO VYSORNEVVERNON E& vyeORNEYVIRGINlA C

079-023-064-000 SAALWAECHTERJENNIFER PATRIOA ET Al

079-023-065-000 LALNEAlE Ie:

079-023-066-000 VANDER HEIDE RALPH PETER JR & KATHRYN NABZESKA

079-023-067-000 RODRIGUEZ MElCHOR M ITAL

079-023-068-000 KNOEPflE RACHEl RENEE

079-023-069-000 HENRYJill

079-023-070-000 51MMAlY NICK & KEOSOUKANANH AM

079-023-071-000 BRYANTTOOO A & KIMBERLY 0

079-023-073-000 BOTEllO ALMA C

079-023-075-000 DOW STEPHEN C

079-024-001-000 lYEK lySlRI & MIN DAiSY

07g..{)24-002.Q00 PERElMJENNlfERA

079·024-00]..000 GAROA DWAYNE & KRlsn

079-024-004-000 FAUlKNER JAMES & SHARON D

Landscape Maintenance Assessment Dlstnct No.2
2013-2014 Annual Engineer's Report

2013-14
PROPERTY ADDRESS CITY STATE ZIP ASSESSMENT

3532 JARENA DR MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

3600 JARENA DR MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

3604 JARENA DR MODESTO CA 95357 $ 2&-05

3608 JAAENA DR MODESTO CA 95357 S 28.05

3612 JMENA OR MODESTO CA 95357 $ no,
245 GElf LN MODESTO CA 95357 $ 2&-05

241GEtfLN MODESTO CA 95357 S 28.05

237GElFLN MODESTO CA 95357 $ 2a05

233 GElf LN MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28",'

229 GE:lf LN MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

225 GELf tN MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

221GElfLN MOOESTO CA 95354 S 28.05

217 GflHN MODESTO CA 95357 $ nos
3529 ANNISTON cr MODESTO CA 95350 $ 28.05

3525 ANNISTON cr MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.0$.

3521ANNlSTON Cf MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28,05

3517 ANNlSTON CT MODESTO CA 95354 $ 1JlD5

3513 ANNISTON IT MODESTO CA 95357 $ 2&05

3512 HAllSBORO CT MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28""

3516 HAUSBORO CT MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

3S20 HAllSBORO CT MOO£5TO CA 95357 $ 28.05

3524 HAU580RO CT MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

3528 HAllS8ORO CT MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.0,

3532 HAU58ORO CT MODESTO CA 95357 $ nos
3529 HAllSBORO CT MODESTO CA 95357 S 28.05

3525 HALlS80RO cr MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

3521 HAllSBORO CT MODESTO CA 9S354 $ 28.05

3517 HAllSBORO CT MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

3513 HAllSBORO CT MOOESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

240GflfLN MODESTO CA 95357 S 28.05

2366flfLN MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

232 GElf LN MODESTO CA 95357 $ nos
228 GELf LN MODESTO CA 95357 $ nos
214G£lFLN MOOESTO CA 95357 $ 28,05

nOGELFlN MODESTO CA 95357 $ ',,",5

216 GElf IN MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

3533 ANNtSTON CT MODESTO CA 9S357 $ 28.05

3537 ANNISTON CT MODESTO CA 95357 S 28.05

3536 HAUSBCRO CT MODESTO CA 95357 S 28.05

3540 HAUSBORO CT MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

3541 HAllSBORO CT MODESTO CA 95357 $ ''''''
3533 HAU58ORO CT MODESTO 95357 CA $ 28.05

3537 HALlSBORO CT MODESTO 95350 CA $ =,
128 N MC CWRE RO MODESTO CA 95354 S 28.05

132 N Me (tURE RD MOOESTO CA 95354 $ 28.0,

136 N MCClURE RD MODESTO CA 95357 $ 2llili

200 N MC CWRE RD MODESTO CA 95357 $ 2llili
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Am OWNER

079-{l2S.0lS--000 CYPRESS EQUITIES GROUP IU tp

079-025·017..000 BEARDEN FAMILY UMITED PARTNERSHIP

Q79-Q2S"()18-OOO BEARDEN FAMilY UM!TED PARTNERSHIP

079-025-01s.ooo DJUllC

079-{l25-{lZo.ooO CYPRESS EQUITIES GROUP 1IIlf'

07.9...o16...t)OS-OOO MC DONALDS CORP

079.()25-OO6-000 LEONG JICK C TRS & lEONG AUCE NG

079..026-007·000 LEONG JICK CTRS & LEONG AUCE N<i

079"()26A)08...Q00 CREEKWOOD PlAZA llC

079..()Z6-009-000 CREEKWOOO PLAZA LLC

079-O26..()10·000 CRE£KWOOO PLAZA LLC

079-026-011...000 CR£EKWOOD PlAZA LLC

079-026-012...QOO CREEKWOOD PlAZA LLC

079-025--013-000 CREEKWOOD PLAZA LLC

079-02&-014-000 PAWOS ENTERPRISES

079-027-001-000 ESPINOZA EVERADO & MARIA LUZ

079-027-OO2.{)OO BERGSTROM ROBERT E & UNDA RTRS

079-027-003-000 G!lBERTlVNETTE & LANCE

079"()27..Q04..000 GREWAL MANMEfl & JASKIRAN

079"()27-0OS..QOO V!LLALPANDO H£RIBERTO & ROSA

079-027-006-000 GAllO JOE & ROSALIA

079-027-OO7..OQO VHANSUlEEV

079-027-008-000 ORTIZ AlfJANDRA

079-027·009-000 ADAIR KENNETH l

079"()27·010.000 MAKASYUK GUADALUPE

079..()27..()ll..ooo HIATTRALPH W TR

079"'()27-012-OOO GIRTON BROOKS C

079-{l27-O13-OOO TERRA MATTHEW ET AL

079-027-014-000 CASTlLLO ANGElICA ITAL

079-027·015-000 DARPINlAN JANE LEE

079-027-016-000 AWARD PROPERTIES

079...(l27"()17-OOO GUPTlllCAROlVNS

079-027-018-000 YOUNAN ALBERT M ITAL

079-027...()19--O(lO BUROU VASILE & TABITA

079-027..Q10-000 KANNO JANET

079-O27-{)21-OOO BELTRAN RAMON F

079-027..022...000 URYTRAC'fl

079-027-023-000 NIElSEN MARt:: C

079-027-024-000 TINOCO REBECCA K

079-027-025-000 STRAIT AARON 0

079..Q27"'()26-000 AQUINO NESTOR JOSE P &AQUINO WCILLE J

079-027"'()27-OOQ SlClVGIEl ROGER JOSEPH & SZCZYGiEl MONICA R

079-027-02&-000 ANDREINI CHRIS PAUL & VIQ.;Y ANN TRS

079-027-029-000 lINDSAY STANLEY & MICHELE

079-027-030-000 M & M PROPERTIES INC

079-027-031-000 TOOMEY MICHAEL & WANDA

079-027--032-000 NAIDU LATCHMI & NAIDU KRISHNA

Landscape Maintenance Assessment District No.2
2013-2014 Annual Engineer's Report

21313·14
PROPERlY ADDRESS OlY STATE ZIP ASSESSMENT

oCREEKWOOO OR MODESTO CA 95354 $ 1.53

3513 YOSEMITE BLVD MODESTO CA 95357 $ 94.97

OYOSEMlTE8LVD MODESTO CA 95357 $ 59.99 ,
3601 YOSEMITE BLVD MODESTO CA 95357 $ 94.19

117 CREEKWDOD OR MODESTO CA 95354 $ 371..81

3801 YOSEMITE BLVD MODESTO CA 95357 $ 84.81

YOSEMITE BLVD #A MODESTO CA 95357 $ 30.60

YOSEMITE BLVD #S MODESTO CA 95357 $ 27.81

YOSEMITE BLVD MODESTO CA 95357 $ 219.16

YOSEMITE BLVO MODESTO CA 95357 $ 23.31

YOSEMITE BLVD MODESTO CA 95357 $ 39.27

3801 YOSEMITE BLVO #7 MODESTO CA 95357 $ 42.54

YOSEMITE BLVD MODESTO CA 95357 $ 41.23

3S01 YOSEMITE BLVD MODESTO CA 95357 $ 908.53

3801 YOSEMITE BLVD MODESTO CA 95357 $ 194.52

3701 JUlENE DR MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

3705 JUlENE DR MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

3709 JULENE DR MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

3713 JULENE OR MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

3717 JUlENE DR MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28..05

3721 JULENE DR MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28-05

3725 JULENE OR MODESTO CA 95353 $ 28.05

3801 JULENE DR MODESTOCA 95357 $ 28.05

3805 JUlENE DR MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

3809 JUlfNE DR MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

3813 JULENE OR MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

3817 JUlENE OR MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

3821 JULENE DR MODESTO CA 95358 $ 28.05

3825JULENE OR MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

3901 JULENE OR MOOESTO CA 95157 $ 28.05

3905 JULENE DR MODESTO CA 95351 $ 28.05

3909 JULENE OR MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

3913 JULENE DR MOOESTO CA 95354 $ 28.05

3908JULENE DR MODESTO CA 95355 $ 28.05

3900 JULENE DR MODESTO CA 95357 S 28,05

132ANASTASIA DR MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

228 ANASTASIA OR MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

224 ANASTASIA DR MODESTOCA95357 $ 28.05

220 ANASTASIA OR MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28,05

215 ANASTASIA DR MOOESTOCA 95357 $ 28.05

212 ANASTASIA DR MODESTOCA 95357 $ 28.05

208 ANASTASIA OR MOOESTO CA 95354 $ 28.05

204 ANASTASIA DR MOOESTOCA 95357 $ 28.05

200 ANASTASIA DR MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

3824 TROON PL MOOESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

3820 TROON Pl MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

3815 TROON Pl MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05
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... OWNER
079-Q28-030..{JOO HERNANOEZJOSEJ & CASTRO GAVY

079-028-031..QOO CAPISTRAN JUAN & BARRAGAN EUSA

Q79..{lZ8-032...ooo YOUNGER ROGER

079-028-033-000 HOUSE DENNIS L& BONITA E'IRS

079-028-034-000 PRASAD RESHMi D

079-028-035-000 HUEY JAMES W ITAL

079-028-036-000 BARRAGAN JESSE & BARRAGAN OUVIA T

079-028-037-000 OCHOA PAULO & MENDOZA MARlA DE JESUS

O19..o28-()40-000 UTILE EULAUA 5

079-iWHl41-OOO MOOREJOHNATHAN & DEBRA

079-028-042..(l()O BUSTAMANTE GONZALO & BUSTAMANTE lUZ

079-028-043-000 VICTORINO CHRISTOPHERJ & KRIST! M

079-028-044-000 TAYlOR JIMMY R& SHEILA W

079-028-045-000 SANDOVAL JUAN E & ANA UDIA ACEVEDO DE

079-028-.04&-000 MCEVENTURES ue

079-028-047-000 AlBERTO SILVIA

079-02&-048-000 YOUNGER RONALD & YOUNGER LYDIA

079-028-049-(lOO PORRES MARIA

079-028-050-000 ATK!NS DEBRA MICHEllE

079-o28-051-{}OQ HINISH LONNIE 0 & PAMELA K TR5

079-028-052-000 HOOK JEFFREY AUEN & HOOK KIMBERLYANN

079-028-0534JOO ZAMORA ANTONIO S& ZAMORA MARIA A

079-028-054-000 TANNER N1CHELLE N

079-028-055-000 C05TAJOf & COSTA MARY

079-028-056-000 CORRBA ADRIANA M

079-028-057-000 JIMENEZ NARCISO & JIMENEZ ROSA

079-028-058-000 DAVIS BARBARA A

079-Q28-059-000 HANNINK DOUG & KATHY TRS

079-028-060-000 WArnE AARON K& JUUE R

079-028-061..(}OO NORTON STANLEY W & NORTON lAURIE K

079-028-062-000 OBRIAN EFRA!N ET Al

07!J.028-065-000 BROWN TANYA M

079-028-066-000 BOSMA. KRISTI K & BOSMA STEVEN R

079-028-067-000 RODRIGUEZ AlFRED 1& JUUA L

079-01.8-068-000 05NER05 HEBER & CISNEROS ROSAUNA

07!:Hl28-069-000 OTY OF MODEsTO

079-028-0JO.OOO TOMA mANIA y

079-028-071-000 HERNANDEZ SALVADOR & BELTRAN MARIA T

079-028-072-000 lAGAN JASON

(I7g-028-Q73-000 HARDIN MIKE A

079-028-074-000 SANGHA Dll8AG SINGH ET AL

079-028-015-000 PADilLA RODRIGO

079-028-076-000 WIKA GARY l & W1KA PEGGY A

079-028-077-000 SOTO GILBERTa & SOTO MARlA

079-028-078-000 PEREZ VALENTINE M ITAl

079-028-079-000 MENDOlA U8ERATO ET At

079-028-080-000 SUMTER JASON ET Al

Landscape Mamtenance Assessment District No.2
2013-2014 Annual Engineer's Report

2013-.14
PROPERTY ADDRESS ctTYSfATE ZIP ASSESSMENT

3920 WESTFAlllN MODESTO CA 95350 $ 28.0S

3924 WESTFAU LN MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

3925 WESTFALL LN MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

3911 WESTFALL LN MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

3917 WESTFAU IN MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

3913 WESTFAU LN MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

3909 WESTfALL IN MODESTOCA 95357 $ 28.0S

3901 WESTfALL LN MOOESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

3936 El PORTAlPL MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

257 SENnNEL DR MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.0S

253 SENTINEL DR MODESTO CA 9$355 $ 28.05

249 SENTINEL DR MODESTO CA 9S357 $ 28-05

245 SENTINEl DR MOOESTOCA95357 S 28.0S

241 SENTINEL OR MODESTO CA 95357 S 15.05

237 SENTINEL DR MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

233 SENTINEl OR MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

229 SENTINEL DR MODESTO CA 95355 $ 28.05

225 SENTINEL DR MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

221 SENTINEL DR MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

217SEN71NELOR MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

213 SENTINEL OR MODESTO CA 95357 S 28.05

20S SENTINEL DR MODESTOCA 95357 $ 28.05

112 SENTINEL DR MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

2155ENTINELDR MODESTO CA 9S357 S 28.05

228 SENTINEL DR MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

236 SENTINEL OR MODESTO CA 95357 S 28.05

240 SENTINEL OR MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

244 SENTINEL DR MODESTO CA 95350 $ 28.05

39055ENTINELCT MOOESTOCA 95357 $ 28.05

3908 SENTINEL CT MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

3904 SENTINEL CT MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

313 YOSEMITE MEADOWS MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

309 YOSEMITE MEADOWS MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

305 YOSEMITE MEADOWS MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

301 YOSEMITE MEADOWS MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

o YOSEMITE MEADOWS MODESTO CA 95357 $ .
241 YOSEMITE MEADOWS MOOESTOCA95357 $ 28.05

237 YOSEMITE MEADOWS MOOfSTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

ill YOSEMITE MEADOWS MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

229 YOSEMITE MEADOWS MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05

225 YOSEMITE MEADOWS MODESTO CA 95351 $ 28.05

221 YOSEMITE MEADOWS MODESTO CA. 95357 $ 28.05

217 YOSEMITE MEADOWS MODESTO CA 95351 $ 28.os

213 YOSEMITE MEADOWS MOOESTOCA 95351 $ 28.05

209 YOSEMITE MEADOWS MODESTOCA 95357 $ 28,05

3929 WESTfALL LN MOOESTOCA 95357 $ 28.0S

3928 W€STFAU LN MODESTO CA 95357 $ 28.05
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APN OWNER
079"{)18-081-OOO NAVARROJOSER

Landscape Maintenance Assessment District NO.2
2013-2014 Annual Engineer's Report

PROPERTY ADDRESS
3931 El PORTAL Pl

2011-14
alY STATE ZIP ASSESSMENT

MODESTO CA 95357 $ 18.05
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-294

A RESOLUTION CONFIRMING THE FISCAL YEAR 2013-14 DIAGRAM AND
ASSESSMENT, AND ORDERING THE LEVY AND COLLECTION OF
CHARGES WITHIN THE SHACKELFORD LANDSCAPE AND LIGHTING
DISTRICT

WHEREAS, the City of Modesto has by Resolution No. 2013-212, adopted on

June 11, 2013, declared its intent to levy charges or assessments for the purpose of

administering the maintenance of seventy-seven 200-watt high pressure sodium street

lights in the Shackelford Landscape and Lighting District under the provisions of

California Streets and Highways Code Sections 22500 through 22679, more commonly

known as the Landscape and Lighting Act of 1972, and

WHEREAS, the charges against the real property are not levied with regard to

property values but rather by allocated cost reports prepared by the Engineer of Work,

and

WHEREAS, the City of Modesto has determined and certifies that the charges are

either exempt from or in compliance with all the provisions ofProposition 218, which

was passed by the voters in November 1996. The City of Modesto has further

determined the charges are in compliance with all laws pertaining to the levy of such

charges,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it orders the levy and collection of such charges within City ofModesto Shackelford

Landscape and Lighting District for Fiscal Year 2013-14, and in each subsequent fiscal

year in which the charges may validly be levied; that a certified copy of this resolution

and attached documentation shall be delivered to the Auditor-Controller of the County of
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Stanislaus for placement of such charges on the 2013-14 County Tax Roll, and in each

subsequent fiscal year in which the charges may validly be levied.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the diagram of said assessment district and

amount oflevy thereon is hereby confirmed.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a special meeting ofthe City Council

of the City of Modesto held on the 7ili day of August, 2013, by Councilmember

Gunderson, who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by

Councilmember Geer, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the

following votes:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES; Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

08l0712013;C&EDffRochalltem 25

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None
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SECTION I HISTORY

On June 29, 1999, the Shackelford Landscape and Lighting District ("Shackelford LLD") was
formed in accordance with the landscape and lighting Act of 1972 (California Streets and
Highway Code §22500 through §22679) ("the Act") to install and maintain streetlights to deter
crime, promote traffic safety and help law enforcement officers. All costs for the Shackelford
ltD are funded by the annual assessments levied on each property within the district. The Act
requires several courses of action on the part of City staff and City Council prior to August 10th

of each year.

The Act initially requires the City Council to order, prepare, and file an Engineer's Annual Report
for the City Council. This report is prepared for the purpose of detailing the plans and
specifications for the maintenance, operation and servicing of the District, including, but not
limited to the materials, equipment, labor and administrative expenses. The following services
maintain facilities and improvements provided by the District as a special benefit to the parcel
owners within the District; the cost of the services is paid entirely by the assessments levied by
the District:

• Payment to local utility company for monthly power costs of energizing street
lights in the District

• Payment to local utility company for maintenance of street lights in the District
that the utility company owns (usually those lights that are mounted on wooden
poles)

• Maintenance provided by the City of Modesto for street lights in the
District that are owned by the City of Modesto (usually those lights that are
mounted on steel poles)

Upon City Council's approval of the Engineer's Annual Report, the City Council adopts a
resolution declaring its intent to levy and collect assessments within the Shackelford lLD for the
following fiscal year and schedules a public hearing. This public hearing and proposed
resolution levying the proposed assessments is in accordance with the annual assessment
procedures.

Finally, in compliance with the Act, the City Council conducts the public hearing and adopts
certain resolutions in accordance with the California Streets and Highways Code §22625
through 22641. The City Clerk is required to give the Modesto Bee notice ofthe public hearing
no less than 10 days prior to the scheduled hearing date. All interested persons are afforded
the opportunity to be heard during the public hearing. Should there be any protests, whether
written or oral, the City Council may choose to continue the hearing to a later date and/or may
change any part of the Engineer's Annual Report to address the concerns of the property
owner(sJ. The adopted resolution is then forwarded to the Auditor-Controller of the County of
Stanislaus for placement of such charges on the upcoming year's County Tax Roll.

Shackelford Landscape and Lighting District
2013-2014 Annual Engineer's Report Page 2



SECTION II ANNUAL ASSESSMENT REVIEW AND SUMMARY

A. PARCEl REVIEW

There are 495 residential parcels within the Shackelford lLO, unless otherwise
determined.

B. ANNUAL ASSESSMENTS

Each parcel receives equal benefits from the Shackelford tLD. The annual assessment
levied is calculated by dividing the total cost estimate by the total number of parcels
within the Shackelford lLD.

The total annual assessment for the Shackelford LlD for Fiscal Year 2013-2014 is
$28,688.50. This is based on the amount needed for Fiscal Year 2013-14 based on
projected expenses and fund balance.

C. PROJECTED ANNUAL ASSESSMENT SUMMARY

Residential Annual Assessment - 495 Parcels

$28,688.50
495

$ 57.96

Annual Assessment for fiscal year 2013-2014
# of Parcels
Annual assessment per parcel

D. COMPARISON TO PREVIOUS FISCAL YEAR

The proposed 2013-2014 annual assessment for residential parcels has increased
from $52.28 to $57.96 per parcel.

Shackelford Landscape and lighti ng District
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SECTION 3 flNANCIALS - ANNUAL ASSESSMENT REVENUE &
EXPENSE PROJECTIONS

Shackelford LtD Fund 6470
Estimated FY

2012-13'

Beginning Fund Balance $ 12,636 1$

Revenues (Cost Center 80015) Account

Special Assessments 47051 $ 22,356
,

$
Interest Revenue on Bank Account 48010 $ 45 $

!Total Revenues $ 22,401 $

Expenses (Cost Center 80015) Account

Operating Budget

Postage Expenses 52025 $ - $

Electricity Utility Expenses 53040 $ (14,946) $

Services City Forces -Interfund 54500 $ (7,915) $

Estimated ~ Postage Expenses 52025 S -

Estimated ~ Electridty Utility Expenses 53040 S (3,501)

Estimated - Services City Forces - Interjund 54500 S (1,583)

Total Expenses $ (27,945) $

Ending Fund Balance $ 7,093 1$

1 The estimated amount shows what has been expended as of 04-30-2013. There will be more expenses through the

end of the fiscal year (June); these are shown as Estimated .

Actual revenue received.

proposed levy.

Proposed FY

2013-14

71093

28,688

-
28,688

(200)

(23,000)

(3,701)

(26,901)

8,ll8O

3
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SECTION IV MAINTENANCE & PLAN SPECifiCATIONS

Plans and specifications are available for review in the Parks, Recreation, and Neighborhoods
Department, located at 512 Jefferson Street, Modesto, CA. For more information, contact Kelly
Gallagher, Parks Operations Supervisor at (209) 524-2330.

Shackelford Landscape and Lighting District
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SECTION V ANNUAL ASSESSMENT DISTRICT DIAGRAM

Assessment District Diagram
Shackelford Landscape and Lighting District

250 125 0 250

t"""'\p.**- ;Feet
DeW: SJ3./20f3

Shackelford Landscape and lighting District
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SECTION VI ANNUAL ASSESSMENT LIST BY PARCEl & OWNER

!\P' OWNER

038-02S-001-000 SERRANO ANTONIO H & SERRANO MARIA G

03S-02g..oQ2--OO0 STILLE JERRY

038-028-003-000 STIllE JERRY

038"()28-004-000 STillE JERRY

038--028-005-000 GARCtA VALENTIN

038-028-006-000 CARDENASJOSEJ

038-02S·007-000 RAMIREZ MARIA ELENA

038-028-008-000 GARIBAYAUDEUA

038-028-009-000 ANDREWS WKf J & CAROLYN M

038-028-010-000 OLGUIN RACHEL 0 TR

038-028-01l~OOO YEPEZ fFREN & YEPEZ GUADALUPE OCHOA

03g.{)28-012-000 MENDOZA EDGAR

038-028-013-000 ANGUIANO IGNACIO & ELVIRA

038-{)28..o14-0oo HERRERA MARIA

038-028-0l.5..ooo AMESCUAJOSE

038-018-011K)OO CORRAUCSE & AUOA

038-028-017-000 MARTINEZ JOHN

038-028-018"000 GARZA JOSE R & GARZA ROSA E

038-028-019-000 ACOSTA ISABEL

038-028-020-000 DIAl RODRIGO

038-028-021~000 CASTILLO RAUL D & CASTIllO ANGELA F

038-028-022-000 SAHOTA HAR\'INDER SINGH

038-028-023-000 SOSA EFREN M & ANDREA A

038'()28-02o\-.OOO HO CHINJUI & FAN MINGJEAN

038-028-025--000 DIANDA RE8ECCA LEE

038-028-026-000 FLORE5 RAUL CASTillO & CASTIllO BRAUllA A

03g...{)28-027-OO0 NATH LEl(HRAM

038-028-028-000 HERNANDEZ DE VARGAS MARIA SAWO

03.lUl28-029-OO0 BEAS MARIANO & MARIA C

038-028-030·000 RON MARCEUNO & EDELMIRA

038-028..Q31·000 ARRO'tO ISMAEl GARIBY ET Al

038-028-032·000 AVILA OCTAVIQ S

038-028-033-000 MARES CARLOS

03~28-034-000 WAUA(EEONA

038-028-035'()OO NICKSRYAN

038-028-03&-000 TAYlOR JUANITA 8

038-028-037-000 GARIBAY ET All5MAEl

038-028-038-000 1RWILlO SALOME l & IT UX

038-028-039-000 BEIREIS ROBERT

038-028-Q40.000 SANDOVAL CARMEN ET At

038-028-042-000 CARUSO SHOPPING CENTER INC

038-028--048-000 KNIGHT EllEN FAITH TR

038'{)28-051...QOO CARUSO SHOPPING CENTER INC

038.029-001--000 DUARTE FEUPE a

038-029-002-000 CARRIUO JOSE A

Shackelford landscape and lighting District
2013-2014 Annual Engineer's Report

2013-14
PROPaOY ADDRESS em STATE ZIP ASSESSMENT

1328 CROWS lANDING RO MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

oCROWS lANDING ao MODESTO CA 953SS $ 51.96

1328 CROWS LANDING RD MODESTO CA 95351 $ 51.%

115 RIO GRANDE AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

119 RIO GAANO£ AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 51.%

123 R!O GRANDE AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

127 RIO GRANDE AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

131 RIO GRANDE AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

201 RIOGRANO€ AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

205 RIO GRANDE AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

109 RIO GRANDE AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

213 R.IO GRANDE AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 51.96

217 RIO GRANDE AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

221 RIOGRANDEAVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

225 RIO GRANDE AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

119 RIO GRANDE AVE MODESTO CA 95351 S 57.96

301 RIO GRANDE AVE MOOESTOCA 95351 $ 57.%

305 RIO GRANDE AVE MODfSTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

309 R!O GRANOEA'VE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

313 R!O GRANDE AVE MODESTO CA 95351 S 57.96

317 RIO GRANDE AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

321 RIO GRANDE AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

1315 SANTA FE AVE MODESTO CA 95353 $ 57.96

1319 SANTA F£AVE MODESTO CA 95357 S 57.96

Ul3 SANTA FE AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

1327 SANTA FE AVE. MODESTO CA 95351 S 57.96

343 RIO GRANDE AVE. MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

320 RIO GRANDE AVE MOVESTO CA 953S4 $ 57.96

318 RIO GRANDE AVE MODESTO CA S5358 S 57.96

316 RIO GRANDE AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

306 RIO GRANDE AVE MODESTO CA 95351 S 57.96

302 RIOGRANOEAVE MODESTO CA 09535 $ 57.96

230 RIO GRANDE AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

225 RIO GRANDE AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

2n RIO GRANDE AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

218 RIO GRANDE AVE. MODESTO CA 95351 S 57.96

214 RIO GRANDE AVE. MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

210 RIO GRANDE AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 51.96

206 RIO GRANDE AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

204 RIO GRANOE AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 51.96

128 RIO GRANDE AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 51.96

202 R.IO GRANOf AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

1418 CROWS lANDING RO MODESTO CA 95351 S 57.%

2215CHOOlAVE MODESTO CA 95354 $ 57.96

225SCHOOlAVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 51.96

Page 7



APN OWNER
038-029-003-000 GRAGG EUGENE tARDY

038..Q29..()Q4...O{)O HENDRtX SHIRLEY

038-029"()Os.oOO RODRIQUEZ MARY P

038-019-00fHJOO MEZAIS1ORO

038·029-OO7..{}()() BURRO'WS DELORES I

038-029-008-000 ALBERTO LUCAS & MODESTA

038-019..(l()9.O00 ALBERTO LUCAS & ALBERTO MODESTA

038-029-01O-aOO SWARTS JACK OOEll

038-029--011..()OO ANGELES REM!GIO & SANCHEZ DELFINA

038-029-012..000 JIMENEZ JOSE l & JIMENEZ E5PERANZA G

038-029-013-000 LARA JOSE A & lARA BERTHA A

038-029-014-000 f1ERROANTHONY A

038-029..015-000 GAYlfNOVI L

038-029-016-000 PENA ARruRO & PENA ARCEUA

038-029--017-000 JIMENEl-FUENTES ROGELlO & JIMENEZ SELENE

038"()29..()lB-Ooo MODESTO eTY Of

038-029-019-000 VIUA ROGEUO ET Al

038--029..020-000 llAMAS H!LDA MARIA

038..(]29·021"(]00 TORRES MARIANO M & TORRES ELVERtA K

038-029--022-000 HOOVER ROBERT SJR TR ET Al

038-029--c23-000 AGUA'IO ISMAEl

038..(]29-024-000 ORTEGA RODOlf0 ITAl

038-029"(]25-0oo GUDINO fRANOSCO & GUDINO GUADALUPE

038...()29--026-000 MODESTO CiTY SCHOOL OIST

038--029-027-000 VANKIRK VENOY & ET UX

038"(]29--028-0oo VANKJRKVENOYV TRS & VANKIRK MARJORIE H

038-{l29.029-QOO VANKiRKVENOY V TRS & VANKIRK MARJORIE H

038-029·030-000 VANKIRK BlONDEll TR

038-029-033-000 AGUIlERA CONNIE HEIRS OF

038-029-034-000 V1RK OAVINDER 5 & SARBJIT TR5

038..029-035-000 GARCiA JOSE & SOFIA TRS

038-029"'{}36-000 SERRANO VICTOR & GUADALUPE

038-029--031...Q00 MARTIN WltuAM RTRS & MARTIN JUDITH l

038-029-038-000 MARTIN WIWAM RTRS & MARTIN JUDITH

038-{l29-039-ooJ GAruBAY MARIA DE JESUS

038-029-040-000 GARCIA ROBERTO PETAL

038-029-041...Q00 ARNETT SANDRA JEAN ET AL

038-025-042-000 TORRES SIXTO A & GALVAN OHUA RORES

038-029-043--000 HERNANDEZ ASCENC!ON & LUCIA

038-029--044-000 CASTlUOALMA

038-029-04S..QOO DURAN GLORIA M

038-029-046-000 DIAZROORIGO

038-029-047-000 BAAAIAS lOSE & BARAJAS MARIA

038-029--{)4&-Ooo JIMENEZANTON!O F & JIMENEZ TERESA F

038-02:9--049-000 PUUOOJOSE GET Al

038-029--Dso..ooo ACEV6ANGEl& ACEVES ELVA

038-O29-051..()OO lOPEZ NESTOR

Shackelford Landscape and Lighting District
2013-2014 Annual Engineer's Report

2013-14
PROPERTY ADDRESS CfIY SfATE ZIP ASSESSMENT

219 SCHOOL AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

3015CHOOlAVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

3055CHOOLAVf. MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

309 SCHOOL AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

313 SCHOOl AVE MODESTO CA 95351
,

$ 57.96

317SCHOOLAVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

321 SCHOOlAV£ Ma{)£STO CA 95351 $ 57.96

325 SCHOOL AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

329 SCHOOtAVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

333SCHOQtAVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

3265CHOOlAVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

1233 SANTA FE AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

1237 SANTA FE AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

1241 SANTA FE AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

124SSANTA FE AVE MODESTO CA 95358 $ 57.96

SCHOOlAV£ MooillO CA 95351 $ 57.96

3185CHOOlAVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

314 SCHOOL AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

310 SCHOOL AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

306 SCHOOL AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

3025CHOOtAVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

2265CHOOl AVE MOOESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

2225CHOOlAVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

SCHOOL & BOWIE AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

SCHOOL AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

206SCHOOlAVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

202 SCHOOL AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

US 5C.IiOOl AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

116 SCHOOlAVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

U30 CROWS LANDING RD MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

123& CROWS LANDING RD MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

1246 CROWSLANOING RD MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

1178AROZZlAVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

BAROZZlAVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

125 BAROZZl AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57<96

m 8AA0ZZI AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

2018AROZZI AVE MODESTO CA 95361 $ 51.96

205 BAROm AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

209 BAROZZI AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

213 BAROlZi AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

2l18AR0lZi AVE MOOESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

ill 8AROlZJ AVE MooeSTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

229 BAHom AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

3018AROZZJ AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

3058AROZZJAVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

309 BAROZZtAVE MOOESTOCA9S351 $ 57.96

313 BAROZZf AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96
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,--
Al'N OWNER

038-029-052-000 (ASTIUQ MARIA

038-029-053-000 GARIBAY!SMAfl

038..()29-0S4-OOO MARnNfZ ANTONIO & MARTINEZ GEORGINA M

03B-D19-055-000 CALDERON lUIS & VIRGINIA CACHU

038..(J29-{lS6-000 MARTINEZ lOSE JESUS TRS & MARTINEZ MARIA
ESCAMillA

03a.o19-057-OOQ MARTINEZ SALVADOR IT Al

038-029...Q58..000 BRISENO JOSE & CAMACHO MJREVA SOSA

038"()19-059-GOO MENDOZA GILBERTO

038-029-060-000 CAlDERON MANUEL ET Al

038-029..001-000 GOODRICH PATRICIA A

038-029-062-000 LOPEZ NICOlAS

03&-029·063-000 GAACIA FEliPE 0 & GAROA CHRlsnNA

038-029-064-000 GARCIA MARIO A & GARCIA MARY G

038-029-065-000 JIMENEZ PETRA

038-019-066-000 sam RAUL

038-029·067-000 MORENO MARTIN DE SANTIAGO & MARISOl

038-029-{168-000 JAUREGUI JESUS

038-D29-06S-OOO ALVARADO SALVADOR & ALVARADO MARIA E

038-029-070-000 NELSON MARY E ET AL

038-029-071-000 MARTIn JUDITH l TR

038-029-072-000 BIG PROPERTY INVESTMENTS LLC

038-029-073-000 ES.PINOOlA ROSARIO T

038-029-074-000 FEUX RAFAELA

038-029-075-000 FELIX RAFAflA

038-029-076-000 TAYlOR BENNIE W jR ET Al

038-030-001-000 El DORADO MARKET INC

038-030-0-02-000 eH SET FREE CHRISTIAN FEllOWSH

038-030-003-000 fi DORAOO MARKET INC

038-03(l.-()Q4-(lOO MODfSTO OlY SCHOOLS

038,.()30-OOS-000 MODESTO OTY SCHOOLS

038-O30-005-{lOO MODESTO CflY SCHOOLS

038-030-007-000 CHGQOOF

038-030-0-10-000 BECERRA REFUGIO & ARMAS BENIGNA

038-030-011-000 BECERRA REFUGIO E& ARMAS SENIGMA

038-030-013-000 GALVAN ROBERTO

038-030-015-000 RIOSHENRYV & RIOS LYDIA F

038-030-016-000 CARDENAS VIDAL & CARDENAS SOCORRO

038-031){)17-OOO MUNOZ CRtSOFORO R

038..()30-0lB-OOO GARCIA FRANCISCO J

038-030-019-000 KETNER ET Al vERA W

038-030-021-000 CAMARGO LAURA A ET Al

038-030-022-000 SAlDANA JUAN 0 & ET UX

038-030-023-000 SHERMAN DAVID HTft

038-030-024-000 MORENO CARLOS & MORENO EVA

038-030-025-000 MURIllO ARMANDO & AREllANO CONSUElO

038-030-026-000 LUNAjOSE GUADALUPE jR

Shackelford landscape and lighting District
2013-2014 Annual Enginee"s Report

lOU--14
PROP£RTY ADDRESS em STATE ZIP ASSESSMENT

317 BAROm AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57,96

321 SAROZZl AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57,95

1305 SANTA FE AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

1309 SANTA FE AVE MODESTO (A. 95354 $ 57.96

322 BAROZZ1 AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

318 SAROZZI AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

314 BAROm AVE MODeSTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

310 BAROZZI AVE MODESTO CA 95350 $ 57.96

306 BAROZZl AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

302 BAROZZI AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

230 BAROZZI AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

n6 BAROZZI AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

222 BAROZZI AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.95

218 BAROZli AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

214 BAROZZ! AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

210BAROZZl AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

206 BAROlZ! AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.95

201 BAROZZl AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

128BAROZZIAVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

BAROZZIAVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

120 BAROZZl AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

116 BAROZZI AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

1304 CROWS LANDING RD MODESTO CA 95350 $ 57.96

1312 CROWS LANDING RD MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

no SCHOOL AVE MODesTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

1104 CROWS LANDING RD MODESTO CA 95358 $ 57.96

110 £l PASO AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

1108 CROWS LANDING RD MOOESlU CA 95351 $ 57.96

El PASO AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

116 El PASO AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

120 El PASO AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

124 ElPASO AIJE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

208 El PASO AVE MODESTO CA 95358 $ 57.96

212 ElPASO AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

218 El PASO AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

304 El PASO AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

308 El PASO AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

312ELPASOAVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

316 El PASO AVE MODESTO CA 95350 $ 57.96

320 El PASO AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

1113 SANTA FE AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

329 CftOCKETI AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

325 CROCKETT AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

32.1 CROCKE1T AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

317CROCKffTAVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

313 CRoacETI AVE MODESlU CA 95351 $ 57.96
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API< OWNER
03S..(l30-017..{)QO PADilLA MARIA MAGU1N

(J3&-030-028-000 GOMEZ REfUGIO

038-03Q.(}2g.ooo VENEGA£.ZENDE1AS EVANGELINA

038-030-(130-000 MURIllO SUSANA

038-03(}'()31-Ooo MECCA DIANE MARIE

038-030-032--000 CARRERA ZOllO & IRMA

038-030-<133-000 RAM RAMANJIT

03&.030-034-000 o DANiEl DANNY LLOYD jft

03S·03()'{}35-000 NAVARRO FRANoseo & NAVARRO ROSA 0

038-030-03&.000 LUNA JESUS

038-030-037-000 LUNA FRANctSCO ITAt

03&-030-03a..ooo LUNA JUAN I & IT UX

03B..fl30-039-000 KINGSTON PAm CAINE E:T Al

038-030--040-000 MARTINEZ MOISe:s ET Al

038-lJ3G-041-QOO LUNA CARLOS & LUNA LETICIA

038~03(H)42-OO0 GONZAlEZ MANUEl

038-03CHl43-OQO MEDINA HERlBERTO

038..Q30-044-000 MENDOZA ERIKA NUNEZ

038-030-046-000 GARlAJOSE R08ERTO & GARZA ROSA E

03&..03O..(J4HlQO UNARES FEUPE P & UNARES MARTHA A

038.030-048-000 CHGODOF

038-030-049-000 ROMERO ROSALVA l

038-030-050-000 PARSONS JOSEPH j TR

038-03O-{}S1-OOO REYESJOSEG

032-030.(IS2'(){){} MElGOZA CR!STOBAl & ANITA

038-(l31-OO1-O00 RAMIREZ FERNANDO

038-031-002-000 RAMIREZ FERNANDO

038-031-003.-000 AGUllfRA SALVADOR

038.031-004.000 MENDEZ LOURDES

03!Hl31-OO5-000 SCRUGGS JOSEPH M & LINDA J TRS

038.031-006-000 FAJARDO JOSEPH Jft

033-031-007-000 PADlUA FRANCISCO C& PADilLA MARIA E

038-031-008-000 ROOR!6UEZ RUBEN GARZA & ROSEMARY

038-031-009-000 GARClAIRMA

038-o3HHO-OOO GOOLSBY STEVEN W ET At

038-031-012-000 GOOLSBYWAYNER

038.031-013-000 INIGUEZ JORGE 5

038-031-014-000 GAlVAN MARIA ANGELICA

038-031-015"()0{I FRANCOJOSE A & FRANCO HORTENCIA P

038-031.(116-000 SAlGADO REFUGIO ET Al

038-(131-017-000 lEW JO€

038-031..018-000 MERlW£THER $ANDYY

03g...{)31-019.(jOO GUZMAN jUUAN M & MOTA-GUZMAN DELIA

038-031-020-000 ESPINOlA lAlARO

038-031-021-000 TORRES MARGARITa M

038-031-022-000 MADRIGAlGUILLERMO ET At

038-031-023-000 GIlMORE DANIEl

Shackelford landscape and lighting District
2013-2014 Annual Engineer's Report

2OlH4
PROPERlY ADDRESS OTY STATE ZiP ASSESSMENT

309 CROCKETT AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

305 CROCKffi AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.95

301 CROCKm AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

233 CROCKfTI AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

229 CROCKETT AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

225 CROCKETT AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

1120 SOWlE AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 51.96

llOCROCkETT AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

224CROCKETfAVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

228 CRQCKETT AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

232CROCKEIT AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

300 CROCKETT AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.%

304 CROCKElT AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57,96

308 CROCKETT AVE MOOESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

311 CROCKffi AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 51.96

316 CROCKETT AvE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

320 CROCKETI AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

UllSANTAfEAVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 51.96

232 El PASQ AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

300 ElPASOAVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.95

200 ElPASO AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

220 ElPA$O AVE MOOESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

224 El PASO AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

326 ElPASO AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

328 El PASO AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

930 CROWS lANDING RO MOOESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

938 CRows lANDING RD MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

111 PUEBLO AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 51.96

USPUEaLOAVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 51.96

U9 PUEBLO AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

201PUE8l0AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 51.96

20S PUEBLO AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.95

209 PUEBLO AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

213 PUEBLO AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

217 PUEBLO AVE MOOESTO CA 95351 $ 57c%

229 PUEBLO AVE MODESTO CA 9S351 $ 51.96

233 PUE8LQAvE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 51.96

303 PUEBLO AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ S7.96

305 PUEBLO MODESTO CA 95351 $ 51.96

309 PUEBLO AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.95

313 PUE8LOAVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

317PUEBlOAV£ MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.%

321 PUEBLO AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

325 PUEBLO AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

921SANTA FE AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

1007 SANTA FE AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

324 PUEBLO AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 51.%
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.... OWNER
o311.o31"{)24...QOO MENDOZA ENRIQUE T & MENDOZA IRMA A

038-031·025-000 CARDENAS JESUS ITAl

038.031-02&-000 fUNK MARIA

038-031...a27-OOO R088INSjAMES P & ROSBINS PATRICIA C

038-031-028-000 CASTRO RAYMOND & CASTRO MAtnHA E

038-031-029-000 GAlV1N JOSE l

038-031~O30..()OO SIGALA STEVE & TERESA

038-031-031-000 PEN01.£Y CtAy

038-031~O32·000 ESCOB£DO MICHIi<Q

038-031~O33-000 ABSHER GlO8AllNVESTMHITS INC

038-031-034-000 ABSHER GLOBAL INVESTMENTS INC

038-031~035-OOO CABRERA AGUSTIN

03&-031-036-000 SIGALA STEVE & TERESA

038-031...a31..QOO MAOJUGAL RAFAELA

038-031-038-000 OCHOA JOSE lUIS

038-031-039-000 LARACONSUElO M

038-031-040-000 PELAYO MARYlU

038-031-041-000 DEA Silty & FRANCES Y

03a.o31-042-000 KEERAN DANG

038-031-045-000 GUAiAROO HECTOR

038..()31~046-OOO GUAJARDO HECTOR

038-031447-000 PORRAS SlXTO

038-031-048-000 LOZAN05ANOfIA WZ SUAREZ

038..031·049-000 FlORES MIGUElANGEl

038-031·050-000 R£VH05OJORGE

038-031-051-000 CENTENO MARIA

038-03H152-OOO ORTEGA GIl8ERTO H & ORTEGA FRANCISCA

038-031-053-ilOO ORTEGA GI1.8ERTO H & ORTEGA FRANCISCA Z

038-031·054-000 BEiT='..NCOURT LULA JENE

038-031-05s.ooo MENDEZ lOURDES

038-031-056..000 YEFREMENKO ALEKSANDR

038..031-057..000 LOlTROBERT l & ET UX

038-031·058-000 FlORES ADRIANA

038--031-0S9-000 FlORES ADRIANA

038--031~060-000 GARZA ESPERANZA

038--031-061..000 GARZAJOAQUIN j JR & GARZA GRACIELA

038-031-062-000 GARlAJOSE ROBERTO & GARZA ROSA E

038-031·063-000 MENDElLOURDES

038-O31~064-000 GARZAJOSE ROBERTO & ROSA E

038-031~06S-OOO GARZAJOS£ R& GARZA ROSA E

038-031-066-000 GOMEZJU5T1NO

038-031-067..000 GOMEZJUSTINO & GOMEZ MARTINA

038-0:31~068-000 DICkENS iCATHERINflTR

038--031..Q69-000 JOHNSON DAVlDJ & JOHNSON LAVEtDAC

038-031-070-000 CASTIllO RU8EN & CASTIllO M MAGDALENA

038-032--002-000 MENDOZA ROBERTO & LMER

038-032"003-000 GORDO BRUCE ANTHONY

Shackelford Landscape and LIghting District
2013-2014 Annual Engineer's Report

2013-14
PROPERTY ADDRESS CItY STAT£2IP ASS£SSMENT

320 PUE8LO AVE MODESTO CA 95355 $ 57.96

316 PUEBlO AVE MOGmO CA 95351 $ 57.96

312 PUEBto AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

308 PUEBLO AVE. MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

304 PUEBLO AVE MOOESTO CA 95351 $ 57.95

300 PUEBLO AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

132 PUEBLO AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.95

228 PUEBLO AVE MODillO CA 95351 $ 57.95

224 PUE8lO AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.95

220 PUEBLO AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

220 PUEBLO AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

212 PUEBLO AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

208 PUEBLO AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57,96

204 PUEBLO AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

200 PUE810AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

U8 PUESlOAVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

U4PUE810AVE MOGESTOCA95351 $ 57.96

120 PUEBLO AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.95

116 PUESLO AVE MODESTO CA 953S1 $ 57.95

1010 CROWS LANDING RO MODESTOCA95351 $ 57.96

1014 CROWS LANDING RD MODESTO CA 95358 $ 57.96

1024 CftOWS LANDING RO MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

117 El PASO AVE MODESTO CA 95358 $ 57.96

121 E!. PASO AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

USEl PASD AVE MODESTO CA. 9S351 $ 57.96

129 £L PASO AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.95

201 £l PASO AVE MODESTOCA9S351 $ 57.95

205 EL PASO AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.95

209 El PASQ AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ S7.95

213 El PASO AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

221 El PASO AVE MODESTOtA 95351 $ 57.96

lliElPASOAVE MODESTO CA 9S351 $ 57.96

129 El PASO AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

233 El PASO AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 51.96

301 EL PASQAVE MODESTO CA 953S1 $ 57.96

305 El PASO AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

309 El PASO AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 51.96

313 EL PASO Ave MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

317 El PASO AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57,96

321 £l PASO AVE MOOESTO CA 95351 $ 57.%

325 El PASO AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

1019 SANTA FE AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

1002 CROWS LANDING RD MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

221 PUEBLO AVE MOOESTOCA95351 $ 57.96

225 PUEBLO AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

924 CROWS LANDING RD MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

132 PECOS AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

Page 11



... OWNER

038-032-004-000 GARCIA FERNANDO

038-O32~OO&OOO CORTEZ EDDIE T

038-03HI07-OQO CORTEZ EDDIE T

038-032-oog..ooo ZENDEJAS ZENAIDA

038-032..009-000 INIGUEZ BERNABE ET AL

03a.o32-010-00Q INIGUEZ ISMAEL & JNIGUEZ MARIA G

038-032-011-000 ASCENCIO MARTIN G ET AL

038-032-012-000 WHITE GARY l & WHITE MARY

03g..o32~013-OOO BRIONES GUADALUPE

038-032-014-000 YOUNG RUTH

038-032-015-000 CERVANTES JUANA LAURA ROSAS

038-{132-O16-000 INIGUEZ BERNABE ET AL

038-032-018..000 LOMSERA aNECINO V ITAl

038-032..019-000 TANAKA TAD TADASHI TRS & TANAKA EVA WONG

038-!l32-02D-OOO ALVAREZ JUAN & ALVAREZ SOCORRO

038-032-02.1·000 FLORES PEDRO & ET UX

038-{)32-Q22-000 MALDONADO MARIO

038·032·023-000 FERNANDEZ JESUS M

038-032..(}24-000 TANAKA TAO TADASHI TRS & TANAKA EVA WONG

031J.032-027·000 SAMRAN SOHAN

038-032-028-DOO WILUAMS MARTHA IT At

038-032-031-000 WONG ERNEST H & KlOCKO ANNE LTRS

038-032-032·000 SAMRA GURMIT

038'(}32-033-000 PENALOZA FRANCISCO M

0~32-o3~ SOLORIO DANIElSR & SOLORIO SHERRY A

03&.032-036-000 GARDA MARIANO & GARCIA ELVA

038-032-031.000 VALENCIA HUMSERTA M

038-032-039-000 MENDOZA. ROBERTO & lIV1ER

03s.o32·040-000 STANISLAUS COUNTY OF

038-033·003..Q00 MENDOZA ROBERTO & UVIER

038-03HJ04-000 MENOOZA ROSERTO & LlVIER

038-033·OO5"{)OO SUMPTER HENRY C m

038-033·00&.000 NAVARRO RAMON H & JUSTINE

038-033-007--000 TUCKER I(RISTY

038·033·OO8...QOO CORTEZ ED

038-033--009-000 GILMORE DANIEL A

038-033-011-000 MENDOZA ROBERTO & UVIER

03s.o33-012-OO0 MENDOZA ROBERTO & UVIER

038--035-002-000 RIVERA CONSUELO B

03g...o35-003-000 DUONG SUNSHINE & WEBB NICHOLAS E

03s.Q35..Q04-000 lOPEZ MARTIN & PATRICIA

038-03s.oos-ooo NINO ALBERT AGUIRRE

03&-035.QOS-OOO GILL RUPINDER K

038.(J3S-007-QOO REYNOSO ALBERTO ROMO

Q3&-035-008-Ooo SRINKMAN LQUAIN TR

038-035-009-000 OEl VALLE ROCIO

038-035-010..000 CASCADE ClEANING SERVICES

Shackelford Landscape and Lighting District
2013-2014 Annual Engineer's Report

ZOlJ.14
PROPERTY ADDRESS Dn STATEZIP ASSESSMENT

208 PECOS AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

101 RITA CT MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

l05RITACT MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

109 RITA CT MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

113 RITA CT MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

117R!TACT MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

121 RITACT MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

118RITACT MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

114R:/TAO" MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.%

110 RrTACT MODESTO CA 95351 $ 51.96

105 RITACT MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

102R!TACT MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

10911TA CT MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

113UTACT MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.95

117UTAa MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

122UTACT MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.%

llSUTACf MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.%

114UTACT MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.%

110UTACT MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

913 SANTA FE AVE MODESTO CA .95351 $ 57.9.

9175ANTAFEAVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

105 UTA CT MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

10511TA cr MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.95

220 PECOS AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

214 PECOS AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 51.96

328 PECOS AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

9(19 SANTA FE AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

900 CROWS LANDING RD MODESTO CA 95358 $ 57.96

PECOS AVE MODESTO CA 95358 $ 57.96

10:5 PECOS AVE MODESTO CA 9S351 $ 57.96

121 PECOS AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.%

127 PECOS AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

101 PECOS AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

209 PECOS AVE MODESTO CA 9S351 $ 57.96

215 PECOS AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 51.96

225 PECOS AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

109 PECOS RD MODESTO CA 9S351 $ 57.96

854- CROWS LANDING RD MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

912 SANTA FE AVE MODESTa CA 95351 $ 57.96

9185ANTA FE AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

920 SANTA FE AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

924 SANTA FE AVE MODESTO CA 95354 $ 57.96

928 SANTA FE AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

932 SANTA FE AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

936 SANTA FE AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

1002 SANTA FE AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

1006 SANTA FE AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96
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"N OWN'"
038-035-011-000 SMG DEVELOPMENT LLC ET Al

038-{)3$...012-Ooo KEM SOKHOM & VANTHA TRS

038-035..015-000 SIKKASATlSH ET Al

038-035*016-000 (HEENUtlC

038-03s..017·0oo PERDUE GARY lYN

038-035-018-000 HERNANDEZ MARIA G ITAl

038-035-019-000 MURILLO GUlllERMINA

038-03S.020-ooo VIANA 05WAlDO E

038-035-021-000 TOVARMANUEL& ROSIE

038-o35-02H)00 HERNANDEZ MANUEL & HERNANDEZ MARIA

038-035-023-000 DIAl RODRiGO

038-035..()14--OOQ Gil RlCARDO

038-035-025-000 WEUS FARGO BANK NA

038-035..025-000 ESCALANTE OSCAR

038-035-027-000 DE LA TORRE MIGUEL ET Al

038-035-028-!lOO PAOtUAJAIME & ROSE FONSECA DE

038-035-029-000 VElASQUEZ ERIK NEVAREZ

038-035-030-000 HERNANOElANTON!O & GUADALUPE

038-035-032..(J00 ANGlIN JAMES JR &. ET UX

038-035·033-000 ANGUN JAMES R &. ANGUN ALETA M

038-<J35-034-000 ANGUN JAMES JR & ET UX

038-03S-{}35-OO0 R RENTALS liC

0.38-035-036-000 GARCIA RAMON & ET UX

038..o3S-037-OQO PIMENTAL JOSE AGU!lAR &. ENEOEUA A

038-035-038-000 MACEDO ENRIQUE

038..035-039-000 OlVERA EMETERIO &. IT UX

038-!l3S-040-000 KAUR MAN.I!T

038-035-041-000 CHAVEZ MANUEL G & ET UX

038-03.5-042-000 SARRAGAN JOHN J & lETICIA R

038-03.5-043-000 GOMEZ lETlOA ITAl

038-035-044-000 SANTANA ElSA

038-035-045-000 VASQUEZ AlfREDO & ET UX

038-035-045-000 SARRAZAAlfONSO LEON

038-035-047-000 KEM SOKHOM & VAN"THA TRS

038-035-048-000 CAtDEFtON PEORO & CALDERON MARIA DE lOURDES

038-035-049..000 TORRESJQSE

038-035-050-000 RAMIREZAGUSTIN 1R

038-035-051-000 NAVARRETE JAVIER

038..o35-052'()OO SALDANA HIlARIO

038-035-053--000 GARZA JOSE ROBERTO & ROSA ELGNA

038..Q35-054-000 GARZA JOAQUIN JR

038-035-0'55-000 JONES RfCHARD J

038-035·056-000 SANCHEZ ANTONIO R & SANCHEZ MARIA

038..Q35-057..o00 PERKINS STEVEN A & ELSSY E

038..()35-058,oOO ALEMAN MARIA HEIRS OF ET Al

03g...()35-059..000 [}AllIS MIKE & SHERYL

038-035-062.(lOO GALVAN AUCtA

Shackelford Landscape and lighting District
2013-2014 Annual Engineer's Report

2013·14
PROP£RTY ADORESS CITY STATE liP ASSESSMENT

1010 SANTA FE AVE MODESTO CA 953$1 $ 57.96

1014 SANTA FE AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

1028 SANTA FE AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

1029 ALAMO AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

1023 AlAMO AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

1019 ALAMO AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

1015 ALAMO AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

1011Al..AMOAVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

1007 ALAMO AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

:1001 ALAMO AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 51-96

937 ALAMO AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

933 ALAMO AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

929 ALAMO AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.%

925 AlAMO AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.95

921ALAMOAVE MODmO CA 95351 $ 57.95

917 ALAMO AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

913AlAMOAVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

412 PECOS AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

916 AlAMO AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

910 AlAMO AVE MODESTO CA. 95351 $ 57.96

9Z4ALAMOAVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

928 ALAMO AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

932 AtAMO AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

936 ALAMO AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.95

1002 ALAMO AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.95

1OO6ALAMOAVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

101OALAMOAVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.95

1014 ALAMO AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

1018AlAMOAVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

lO24ALAMOAVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

505 El PASO AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

1029 BOULDER AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

1025 BOULDER AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

lll1l80ULDERAVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57,96

1019 BOULDER AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

1017 8OUlO£R AVE MOOESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

1007 BOUlDER AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

1005 BOUlDER AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

10018OUlOER AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

935 SOULOER AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

931MAINST MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

927MAINST MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

923 MAIN ST MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

919 MAIN ST MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

1026 BOULDER AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

53GPEC05 MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

SUAlAMOAVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96
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.... OWNER

038-037-005-000 OIAZNOE

0384)37-00&-000 LOPEZ ENRIQUETA P& ANTONIO

038-037-007-000 VASQUEZ JOSE &. CASTILLO ANGELA ESTER

038-037-flO8..000 AVILA MIGUElA

038-O37~ GUllERJIEZ GUADALUPE

038-037-OlO-{lOO PEREZ VICENTE & EVANGEUNA

03ll-037-o11-OOO GONZALEZ YOLANDA V

038..(137-O12~OOO ROMERO ADRIAN

038-037-013-·000 GOMEZ LUIS 511. &. GOMEZ JUANA

038-037-014-000 GARZA JOAQUIN JR

038-037-015-000 ASCENOO MIGUEL G & ASCENOO HERMEUNOA F

03s.o37-016-000 KAUR MANJIT

038-037-017-(100 GARZA ES?ERANZA

038..(137..018-000 DUONG SUNSHINE NHU & WEBB NICHOlAS E

038-037...{)]9.000 MAl MICHAEL

038-O37~20-OOO CONTRERAS RICARDO

03g..o31·021..000 RODR.IGUEZ AZUCENA

038-037-022-000 GARCIA MARIBEl

038-037-023-000 GALVAN ROBERTO & GALVAN EMMA

038-037~O24-000 OOiQA GEORGE

038-037-025-000 KIOO JUNE CITAL

038-037--026-000 KIOD JUNE C & KIDO RAlPH

038-037-027-000 KIDOJUNE

038--037-028...000 MODESTO CITY OF

038-037-029-000 GAlVAN ROBERTO & EMMA

038--037-032-000 RIVERA JESUS & RIVERA MARIA C

038-037-033-000 ?ELAYO OSCAR

038-037-034-000 PElAVO OSCAR

038-037-03$-000 LOPEZ VICTORIANO A & IT UX

038-037-036-000 ?EREZAUREUO & PEREZ MARIA ROCIO

038-037-037-000 PELAVO ARTURO & PELAYO EOELMIRA S

03a-o.37~038-000 ESTRADA MARIA ElENA

038-037-039-000 VASQUEZAPOLINAR

03S-037...()40-OOO OSUNAANTON!O V HEIRS OF

03s..o37-041-OOO OSUNA ISIDRA

038-03Hl42-OOO RIDS HENRY V & RIDS LYDIA F

D38-037-()43-OOO GARZAJUAN?

038--037-044-000 GARlAJUAN PA8LO

038-037-045-000 CHOUDERYTARIQ & FARZANA TRS

038-031-046-000 GARZA JUAN PABLO

03s..o37-047-OOO TEMPle ROSA DE SARCN

038-031-048-000 MaFIC EQUITY CONSULTANTS

038-037-G49..QOO GMOA ELPIOIO

038-037.oso.ooo HORN AOEUA II.

038-037-OS1-OOO COllAZO GlLOARDO A & CHAVEZ ROCtO

038-037-052-000 ZERMENO REFUGIO & MARIA

03S-{)37...Q53-000 ANGUN JAMES jR &. ET UX

Shackelford Landscape and Lighting District

2013-2014 Annual Engineer's Report

2013·14
PROPERTY ADDRESS ClTY STATE liP ASSESSMENT

1325 BOULDER AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.95

132180ULDER AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

1317 BOULDER AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

1313 BOULDER AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

1309 BOUlDER AVE MODESTO tA 95358 $ 57.96

1305 BOULDER AVE MODESTO CA 95351 S 57.96

1301 BOULDER AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

1245 BOUlDER AVE MODESTO CA 95351 S 57.96

124180ULDER AVE MOOESTOCA95351 $ 57.96

1237 BOULDER AVE MOOESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

1233 BOULDER AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

1229 BOULDER AVE MODESTOCA95351 $ 57.96

1225 BOULDER AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

122180ULDER AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

1217 BOULOERAVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

5268ROAOWAYAVE MOOESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

522 BROADWAY AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

518 BROADWAY AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

514 BROADWAY AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

510 8ROADWAV AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

506 BROADWAYAVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

502 8ROAOWAY MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

1218 ALAMO AVE MODESTO CA 953S1 $ 57.96

ALAMO AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.95

U26 ALAMO AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

1234AlAMO AVE MODESTOCA95351 $ 57.96

1238 AlAMO AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

1242 ALAMO AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

1246 ALAMO AVE MODESTO CA 953S1 $ 57.96

1301 AlAMO AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

1306 ALAMO AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

1310 ALAMO AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

1316 AlAMO AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

1318 ALAMO AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

1322 ALAMO AVE MODESTO CA 95350 $ 57.96

1326 Ai.AMO AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

1330ALAMOAVE MODESTO CA 9.'.i351 $ 57..96

13~AI.AMOAVE MOOESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

1336 ALAMO AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

511 RIO GRANOE AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

421 RIO GRANDE AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

1333 ALAMO AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

1319 AlAMO AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

1325 ALAMO AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

1321 AlAMO AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

1311 AlAMO AVE MODESTO CA 95351 S 57.96

1313AlAMO AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96
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APN OWNER
038-037...(}54-OOO MORENO MANUEL & DE LA TORRE HILDA

038-037-057-000 VUTOMTR

038-037...Q58·0oo BARliEY WILLA M EST OF

03S"(}37-059-{)DO VASQUEZ-JOSE ATILIO

038-037...Q60-OOO lOMEllGU5TAVQA

038-037-{)61...ooo W~NTERS HERMAN C& SHIRLEYJ IRS

038'{)37-O62-O00 ORn::GAANGELA

038-C37..(l6J..QOO ORTEGA GILBERTO H & ORTEGA FRANCISCA

038--037-064-000 PEREZ LUtS A ET Al

038-037·065--000 GONZAlEZ JORGE AYALA & A'fALA PETRA

038--037-O66-{)OO ROMERO ALEJO S& ROMERO FRANCISCA

038-037-067-000 DE LEON HECTOR 5

038-037..Q6g...ooo CHAIREZJOHNY LOPEZ ET AL

038-037·069-000 RIOS JUVENTINO

038..o3NJ7()..OOO SANDHU PARAMVfER

038-037-071..()OO GAROA VERONICA C

038-037-072..000 TElLECHEA FLORENTINO JR & TEUECHEA10SEFINA Ii

038-03HI7J.OOO HENDRIX GUYlANN J

038.{l37-O74-000 MARTINEZ MARIA DE JESUS ITAt

038-037·075-{)OO DE IA TORRE HUGO

038--037.(l76.QOO MNOARiURO

038-037-077-000 DE I.A RIVA JOEL

038..Q37"'()78-000 ROMO MARTIN & ROMO ANA lUZ

03fHl37·0]S.OOO OCCA INVESTMENT GROUP ltC

038.037-080-000 RAS8ERRYMIlTON ET At

038..037-081-000 SOTO MARY ET Al

038-037-082..000 RAMIREZ RENE

038-037.Q83.()00 COX ClEDOUS E

038-037-084-000 DEA BillY &. FRANCES

038-037--085-000 GUIUEN lUIS MARIO

038..o37..Q86-000 NORTH CAlINVE5TOR5 lLC

038-037-087-000 TEMPLE BAUTISTA ROSA DE SARON !NC

038-037-088-000 Of ASAMBlfAS DE mos BUEN SAMA

038-037-089-000 RUElAS fEUPE

038"'()37-09Q..OOO RANGELJAVlER& MARIA

038-038--001--000 BEST REAL ESTATE INVESTMENT INC

038..038-002-000 JIMENEZVlCTOR ITAl

038-03s.oo3.000 FLORES AGUSTIN & FLORES IRENE M

038..()38-004-000 TURNER REBECCA

038-038-005-000 TIJRNER REBECCA

038-038-006-000 AMEZQUITA OUVJA & IGNAQO

038-038-007-000 ARREO.UlN PABLO

O38-038-00a.ooo ARREQUIN PABLO

038-038-009-000 GRAOIUA ANTONIO & UR5UA PIEDAD

038-038-010-000 GRANADOS JAONTO ITAl

038-038-011-000 GARZA JOAQUIN JR

038-033-012-000 ROMERO BAUDEUO SR ET Al

Shackelford Landscape and Ughtmg Dlstnc!
2013-2014 Annual Engineer's Report

2013-14
PROPERlY AODRESS CITY STATE2lP ASSESSMENT

1309 ALAMO AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

1245 ALAMO AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

U41 AtAMO AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

U37 ALAMQ AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57,96

1233 AlAMO AVE MOOESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

1229 ALAMO AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

U25 ALAMO AVE MODESTO CA 95358 $ 57.96

1221 ALAMO AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

1217 AlAMO AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

1109 ALAMO AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

4228ROADWAYAVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 51_96

418 BROAQWAYAVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

4148ROADWAYAVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

410 BROADWAY AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

4068ROAOWAYAVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

U18SANTAFEAVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

1222 SANTA FE AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

1226 SANTA FE AvE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

1230 SANTA FE AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

1234 SANTA FE AvE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

1242 SANTA FE AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

1246 SANTA FE AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

1302 SANTA FE AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

1306 SANTA FE AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

1310 SANTA FE AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

1314 SANTA FE AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

1318 SANTA FE AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

1322 SANTA FE AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

13l6SANTAFEAVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

1330 SANTA FE AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

1334 SANTA FE AvE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

411 RIO GRANDE AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

525 RIO GRANDE AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.915

1130AlAMO AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

1301AlAMOAVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

611 RIO GMNDE AVE MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

1333 MA(N ST MODESTO CA 9S351 $ 57.96

1329 MAIN ST MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

1325 MAIN ST MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

1321MAlNST MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

1317 MAJN 5T MODESTO CA 95351 $ 5736

1313 MAIN5T MODESTO CA 95350 $ 57.96

1309 MAIN ST MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

1305 MAIN ST MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

1301MAlNST MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

U45MA1NST MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96

1241 MAIN ST MODESTO CA 95351 $ 57.96
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-295

RESOLUTION APPROVING A SECOND AMENDMENT TO THE MASTER
AGREEMENT FOR AUDITING SERVICES BETWEEN THE CITY OF
MODESTO AND MOSS-ADAMS, .LLP; AND AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR, OR
HIS DESIGNEE, TO EXECUTE THE AMENDMENT TO AGREEMENT

WHEREAS, Section 900 ofthe Modesto City Charter provides that the City

Auditor shall be appointed by and serve at the pleasure of the City Council of the City of

Modesto, and

WHEREAS, the City Council desires to amend the Master Agreement for

auditing services with the firm of Moss-Adams, LLP extending the term ofthe

Agreement from July 1, 2013 to June 30, 2014, and

WHEREAS, the compensation amount needs to be amended to include an

additional amount not to exceed $150,000,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves an Amendment to the Master Agreement for auditing services

with Moss-Adams, LLP.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Mayor, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to exeeute the Amendment to the Master Agreement.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager is hereby directed to

prepare all necessary budget amendments to implement the provisions of this resolution.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 13th day of August, 2013, by Councilmember Burnside,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Lopez,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

ATTEST:

By: -==~':14~~=-=-=-=-=--:--­
LCALA WOOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-296

RESOLUTION APPROVING AN OUTSIDE SERVICE AGREEMENT
BETWEEN THE CITY OF MODESTO AND PACIFIC SOUTHWEST
CONTAINER INC., FOR AN UPGRADE TO THE WATER SERVICE FROM A
2-INCH TO A 4-INCH SERVICE FOR THE PROPERTY LOCATED AT 4530
LECKRON ROAD IN MODESTO, (APN: 009-018-046) AND AUTHORIZING
THE CITY MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO EXCUTE THE AGREEMENT

WHEREAS, the property located at 4530 Leckron Road is not connected to City's

water system, and

WHEREAS, this property is located outside Modesto City limits, and Inside the

City's Sphere ofInfluence, and

WHEREAS, this property is inside, contiguous to, or near the former service area

ofthe Del Este Water company, and

WHEREAS, the property owner is requesting an upgrade to the water service

from a 2-inch to a 4-inch service, and

WHEREAS, City staffhas completed an analysis and determined that it is

reasonable for the City of Modesto to extend water service to this property, and

WHEREAS, it has been determined that a sufficient quantity of potable water is

available for normal usage by the proposed development, and

WHEREAS, the water connection fees will be paid and associated permits be

obtained prior to beginning any on site construction, and

WHEREAS, that the property owner enters into an outside service agreement for

water with the City, as required for water service outside ofCity limits.
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NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City ofModesto

that it hereby approves the outside service agreement for the property located at 4530

Leckron Road, in Modesto APN (009-018-046)

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute the agreement.

The foregoing documents were introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City ofModesto held on the 13th day of August, 2013, by Councilmember Burnside,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Lopez,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

ATTEST: -f~~~~~~~~~~~
STEPH NIE LOPEZ, City Cl rk

::PROVED~
SUSAN CALA WOOD, CIty Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-297

RESOLUTION APPROVING A WILL SERVE LETTER FOR THE PROPERTY
LOCATED AT 4530 LECKRON ROAD, MODESTO (APN: 009-018-046) TO
CONNECT TO THE CITY OF MODESTO'S EXISTING WATER SYSTEM, AND
AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO SIGN THE
WILL SERVE LETTER

WHEREAS, on May 22, 2012, the City Council approved a resolution number

2012-203, and

WHEREAS, it amended City of Modesto Municipal Code section 11-1.05 and

Council Policy 5.001 relating to water connection charges, and

WHEREAS, it required that the City Manager upon the recommendation of the

Director responsible for utility system planning to request City Council approval for all

extensions ofwater and sewer services into unincorporated areas, and

WHEREAS, the property located at 4530 Leckron Road in Modesto, is not

connected to City's water system, and

WHEREAS, this property is located outside Modesto City limits, and

WHEREAS, City staffhas completed an analysis and determined that it is

reasonable for the City of Modesto to extend water service to this property, and

WHEREAS, it has been determined that a sufficient quantity of potable water is

available for normal usage by the proposed development, and

WHEREAS, the water connection fees are paid and associated permits be

obtained prior to connecting to the City water system.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves the Will Serve letter for a property located at 4530 Leckron Road

(APN 009-018-046) in Modesto.

08113IZ0I3/C&EDiBSandhuJItem 6 2013-297



BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to approve the Will Serve letter.

The foregoing documents were introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City ofModesto held on the 13th day of August, 2013, by Councilmember Burnside,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Lopez,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

By: ------PH~~~~~~~-------
SUScu'",-,n OOD, City Attorney

0811312013IC&EDIBSandhulltem 6 2 2013-297



MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-298

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE AWARD OF BID FOR THE FURNISHING
OF BIO-SOLIDS REMOVAL AND LAND APPLICATION SERVICES FOR THE
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS, WASTEWATER DIVISION, TO
SYNAGRO-WWT, INC., SUISUN CITY, CA, FOR A TWO (2) YEAR
AGREEMENT WITH THREE (3) ONE-YEAR EXTENSION OPTIONS AT THE
SOLE DISCRETION OF THE CITY, AND AUTHORIZING THE PURCHASING
MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO ISSUE A PURCHASE AGREEMENT FOR
AN ESTIMATED ANNUAL COST OF $100,050

WHEREAS, the City Manager authorized the Purchasing Manager to issue formal

Request for Bids (RFB) for the furnishing ofbio-solids removal and land application

services, and

WHEREAS, the Purchasing Division issued RFB No. 1213-28 Bio-Solids

Removal and Land Application Services to fourteen (14) prospective bidders, eight (8) of

which were local vendors and posted the RFB on the City's website, and

WHEREAS, bids were formally opened in the City Clerk's Office. Two (2)

companies chose to respond, neither ofwhich were local vendors, and

WHEREAS, both companies provided responsive and responsible bids, and

WHEREAS, based on providing the lowest responsive and responsible bid, City

staff recommends the award of bid for the furnishing ofbio-solids removal and land

application services for the Department ofPublic Works, Wastewater Division, to

Synagro-WWT, Inc., Suisun City, CA, for a two (2) year agreement with three (3) one-

year extension options at the sole discretion ofthe City, for an estimated annual cost of

$100,050, and

WHEREAS, Modesto Municipal Code Section 8-3.203 generally requires all

purchases, which meet or exceed $50,000 for material, equipment or contractual services

to be formally bid. The award of bid for the furnishing ofbio-solids removal and land
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application services for the Department of Public Works, Wastewater Division, to

Synagro-WWT, Inc., Suisun City, CA, conforms to Modesto Municipal Code 8-3.203,

and

WHEREAS, funds are budgeted in Fiscal Year 2013-14 for the furnishing ofbio-

solids removal and land application services in Appropriation Unit: 4210-54312-53100.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby authorizes the award of bid for the furnishing ofbio-solids removal and

land application services for the Department of Public Works, Wastewater Division, to

Synagro-WWT, Inc., Suisun City, CA.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Purchasing Manager, or his designee, is

hereby authorized to issue a purchase agreement for an estimated annual cost of

$100,050.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting ofthe Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 13th day of August, 2013, by Councilmember Burnside,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Lopez,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

ABSENT: Councilmembers: None

ATTEST: ~~~~~~~~~~~
(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

By: =:-:-:-:--:A~~?k.:=-:::---,---
SUSAN CALA WOOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-299

A RESOLUTION APPROVING SUBMITTAL OF A GRANT APPLICATION TO
THE FEDERAL TRANSIT ADMINISTRATION (FTA) REQUESTING $1,587,719
IN FTA CONGESTION MITIGATION AND AIR QUALITY (CMAQ) FUNDS
AND RESCINDING RESOLUTION NO. 2013-189

WHEREAS, the Federal Transit Administration (FTA) has been delegated

authority to award federal financial assistance for transportation related projects, and

WHEREAS, the City of Modesto has provided all annual certifications and

assurances required by the FTA for CMAQ funding, and

WHEREAS, Resolution No. 2013-189 incorrectly indicated the amount of

CMAQ to be received and should therefore be rescinded, and

WHEREAS, the amount ofCMAQ funds shown in the Program of Projects

attached to this resolution is correct, and

WHEREAS, the CMAQ Projects for the City of Modesto shown in the attached

Program of Projects are eligible to receive $1,587,719 in CMAQ funds, and

WHEREAS, the projects shown in the attached Program of Projects are included

in the Federal Transportation Improvement Program (FTIP) adopted by the Stanislaus

Council of Governments, and

WHEREAS, the grant for Federal assistance will impose certain obligations on

the City of Modesto and may require the City to provide the local share of the project

cost.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City ofModesto

that Resolution 2013-189 is hereby rescinded.
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BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the submittal of an application on behalf of

the City ofModesto to the Federal Transit Administration for $1,587,719 in CMAQ

funds is hereby approved.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute and file the annual certifications and assurances and other

documents the FTA requires for awarding a federal assistance grant.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute all necessary grant documents with the FTA on behalf of the City

of Modesto.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a meeting of the Council of the City of

Modesto held on the 13th day ofAugust, 2013, by Councilmember Burnside, who moved

its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Lopez, was upon roll

call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councihnembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

By: ________~~~~~-----------
SUSAN
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ATTACHMENT

Federal Transit Administration

Program of Projects

Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality Projects Awarded to the
City of Modesto by StanCOG

FTA Fund Availability CMAQ $ 1,587,719

FTA Project Description Total Local FEDERAL

Purchase Replacement Buses $1,268,933 $92,310 $1,176,623

Bus Station/Stop Improvements $200,000 $22,940 $177,060

Preventive Maintenance AVL System $260,880 $26,844 $234,036

Total $1,729,813 $142,094 $1,587,719



MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-300

A RESOLUTION APPROVING SUBMITTAL OF A GRAl~T APPLICATION TO
THE SAN JOAQUIN VALLEY AIR POLLUTION CONTROL DISTRICT
(SJVAPCD) REQUESTING $135,000 IN NEW ALTERNATIVE FUEL VEHICLE
PURCHASE GRANT FUNDS

WHEREAS, the San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District (SNAPCD) is

awarding grant funds to public agencies for the purchase of new alternative-fuel vehicles,

and

WHEREAS, the City of Modesto, Fleet Services Division has budgeted funds in

the Fleet Replacement Fund for fiscal year 2013-2014 for the purchase of nine (9) new

Zero Emission Vehicles which are eligible to receive grant funding, and

WHEREAS, the City of Modesto has provided all documentation and assurances

outlined in the application guidelines, and

WHEREAS, if awarded, grant funding will impose certain reporting obligations

on the City of Modesto.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves the submittal of an application to the San Joaquin Valley Air

Pollution Control District for $135,000 in grant funds for thc purchase of nine (9) new

Zero Emission Vehicles.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute all necessary grant-related documents with the SJVAPCD, and

enter into an agreement to receive grant funds (if awarded) on behalf of the City of

Modesto.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a meeting of the Council of the City of

Modesto held on the 13th day of August, 2013, by Councilmember Burnside, who moved

its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Lopez, was upon roll

call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

08/13/2013IPW/SFischio/Item 9

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

ATTEST:
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-301

RESOLUTION APPROVING A SECOND AMENDMENT TO AGREEMENT
WITH HARRIS & ASSOCIATES, INC. FOR CONSTRUCTION MANAGEMENT
SERVICES OF THE CARPENTER ROAD BRIDGE SEISMIC RETROFIT
PROJECT AT AN ADDITIONAL COST OF $ 201,811.58 TO THE ORIGINAL
AGREEMENT, FOR A MAXIMUM TOTAL AGREEMENT AMOUNT OF
$1,288,217.58, AND AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER, OR HIS
DESIGNEE, TO EXECUTE THE SECOND AMENDMENT TO AGREEMENT

WHEREAS, on March 6, 2012, by Resolution No. 2012-085, the City Council

awarded the construction contract for the Carpenter Road Bridge Seismic Retrofit

Project, and

WHEREAS, this project is currently under construction with estimated

completion in November 2013, and

WHEREAS, current City staff resources lacked the expertise and staffing levels

required to perform the construction management and inspection duties for a project of

this size and complexity, and

WHEREAS, therefore, on March 27, 2012, by Resolution No. 2012-123, the City

Council approved the consultant agreement with Harris & Associates (Harris) to provide

construction management and inspection services for the project in the amount of

$1,086,406, and

WHEREAS, on August 14,2012, by Resolution No. 2012-334, the City Council

approved an amendment to Harris' agreement to allow for the addition of a sub-

consultant, as well as to extend Harris' time ofcompletion from May 31, 2013, to July

31,2013, and

WHEREAS, this amendment used realized cost savings at that time and resulted

in no additional cost for the time extension, and
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WHEREAS, at this time, a second amendment to Harris' agreement in the amount

of$201,812 is necessary to extend the completion time of Harris' services through

November 30,2013, and

WHEREAS, Harris' current agreement budget is based on completion of

construction in July 0[2013; however, the current actual construction completion date is

November 7,2013, and

WHEREAS, the extended construction duration is primarily due to unforeseen,

additional constraints in the project's environmental permits involving work in the

Tuolunme River streambed, and

WHEREAS, the construction delays caused by these permit constraints were not

apparent until after award of the construction contract, as well as the approval of Harris'

original agreement, and

WHEREAS, City staff, Harris, the contractor, and the consulting design engineer

have since worked to amend the environmental permits to significantly reduce the

duration of construction from what it would have been under the original permit

requirements, and

WHEREAS, however, since Harris's current agreement budget is based on

construction completion in July of2013, additional budget will still be necessary to

continue providing services through November 2013, and

WHEREAS, the proposed amendment to Harris' agreement will allow them to

continue providing construction management and inspection services through the

remainder of project construction, and
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WHEREAS, both the FHWA and Caltrans are in agreement with this proposed

amendment, and have authorized the additional funds for these costs, and

WHEREAS, therefore, staff recommends approval of the proposed second

amendment to agreement in the amount of$201,811.58 to extend Harris' time of

completion date to November 30, 2013, and

WHEREAS, staff recommends a second amendment to agreement with Harris, as

the City does not have the staffing level or subject matter expertise to perform

professional services for the City's Carpenter Road Bridge Seismic Retrofit project, and

current workload levels do not provide for timely in-house solutions/responses,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City ofModesto

that it hereby approves a Second Amendment to Agreement with Harris & Associates,

Inc. for Construction Management Services of the Carpenter Road Bridge Seismic

Retrofit project at an additional cost of$ 201,811.58 to the original agreement, for a

maximum total agreement amount of$I,288,217.58.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute the Second Amendment to Agreement.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 13th day of August, 2013, by Councilmember Burnside,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Lopez,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

By:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

A WOOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-302

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE REMOVAL OF THE BOLLARDS ON 10TH

STREET BETWEEN J AND K STREETS AND INSTALLATION OF THE
TRAFFIC CONTROLS NECESSARY FOR VEHICULAR ACCESS AND
DIRECTING STAFF TO REPORT BACK TO THE CITY COUNCIL ONE YEAR
FROM THE DATE OF REOPENING REGARDING THE EFFECTS ON
BUSINESS SALES AND BUILDING VACANCY RATES

WHEREAS, in June 2012, the City Council commissioned the Downtown

Hospitality Program (DHP) to find ways ofmaking Downtown Modesto more attractive

and hospitable to visitors, businesses, residents and investors; and

WHEREAS, the program is a collaboration of the City, Downtown Improvement

District, Chamber ofCommerce, Convention and Visitors Bureau, Alliance and other

downtown stakeholders and interested parties; and

WHEREAS, early on, the DHP established three (3) committees (Operations,

Promotions and Economic Development) to conduct research and develop

recommendations; and

WHEREAS, the Operations Committee's (the Committee) research showed that

the section of 10lb Street between J and K Streets generally sees very little activity when

the City-County building is closed, many people have difficulty finding businesses in this

section due to limited visibility, and that this section has an unusually high vacancy rate;

and

WHEREAS, upon reviewing into the success rate ofother downtown pedestrian-

only streets (pedestrian malls), the Committee found that of the 200 created nationwide,

approximately 90% have been reopened to vehicles, because they were found to be

unsuccessful in sustaining business; and
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WHEREAS, the Committee discovered that commercial real estate professionals

were being told by tenants who are interested in opening a business downtown that they

would be willing to go anywhere but the closed section of lOth Street; and

WHEREAS, Tenth Street is a City-owned public street and there are no

records of it being officially closed; and

WHEREAS, the Committee surveyed all the restaurants and retail establishments

along the subject section of 10th Street (between J and K Streets) to obtain input on

allowing vehicular access and found unanimous support; and

WHEREAS, at its March 20, 2013 meeting, the Downtown Improvement District

Board considered the proposal and voted unanimously to recommend the City remove the

bollards and allow vehicular access on the street; and

WHEREAS, this item was considered by the City's Safety and Communities

Committee on June 10,2013, who recommended the item be considered by the City

Council; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it finds as follows:

A. lOth Street between J and K Streets has a 50% vacancy rate and struggles to
sustain businesses;

B. Maintaining a vibrant Tenth Street Place Plaza relies on the success of
businesses within the section of lOth Street, between J and K Streets;

C. Removing the bollards on lOth Street between J and K Streets and installing
the traffic controls necessary to allow vehicular access would provide for
greater business exposure, thereby potentially improving business activity;

D. Many other communities have seen great success with the reopening of
pedestrian-only streets to vehicular travel;
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E. The apparatus necessary for the reinstallation of the bollards on lOth Street
between J and K Streets will remain in place, allowing the street to be
reclosed for events or permanently reclosed where desired.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto that it

hereby authorizes removal of the bollards on lOth Street between J and K Streets and

installation of the traffic controls necessary for vehicular access and directs staffto report

back to the City Council one year from the date of reopening regarding the effects on

business sales and building vacancy rates.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City ofModesto held on the 13th day of August, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Gunderson, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers: Geer, Gunderson, Lopez, Mayor Marsh

NOES: Councilmembers: Burnside, Cogdill

ABSENT: Councilmembers: Muratore

(SEAL)

By: -:::::-::-:::-:-:--:AfiJ;;.zt;J~=::-::::--:---­
SUSJ-ti'V'lfiLCALA WOOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-303

RESOLUTION APPOINTING BRENDA THAMES TO THE EQUAL
OPPORTUNITYillISABILITY COMMISSION

WHEREAS, Section 1102 ofthe Charter of the City of Modesto authorizes the

City Council to appoint members to various Boards and Commissions, and

WHEREAS, the Economic Development Committee met on August 5, 2013, and

recommended appointment of Brenda Thames to the Equal Opportunity/Disability

Commission.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City ofModesto

as follows:

SECTION 1. BRENDA THAMES is hereby appointed to the Equal

OpportunitylDisability Commission with a term expiration of January 1,2017.

SECTION 2. The City Clerk is hereby directed to transmit a copy ofthis

resolution to the newly appointed member of the Equal OpportunityIDisabi1ity

Commission, and the Secretary thereof.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced in a regular meeting of the Council of

the City ofModesto held on the 3'd day of September, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Muratore, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

:~PROV~:
SUSJIINIA ALCALA WOOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-304

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE SOLE SOURCE CONTRACT WITH
SYNERGETIC CONSULTING, RENO, NEVADA, FOR THE DEVELOPMENT
OF A CUSTOMIZABLE WEB APPLICATION FOR THE BUILDING SAFETY &
NEIGHBORHOOD PRESERVATION DIVISION, AND AUTHORIZING THE
CITY MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO EXECUTE A CONTRACT FOR AN
ESTIMATED TOTAL COST OF $36,000

WHEREAS, the City of Modesto Community & Economic Development

Department (CEDD) has utilized Accela's Tidemark system since 1998 for issuing and

tracking various permits, code enforcement and plan checks; and

WHEREAS, Stanislaus County was also using Tidemark for planning services;

and

WHEREAS, in 2011, the City and County worked collaboratively on an RFP for

a new system, hoping to streamline services for citizens by combining efforts with shared

technology, thereby improving services; and

WHEREAS, the RFP was issued and the review committee recommended

Accela's flagship system; and

WHEREAS, the Accela system included up-to-date technology and improved

functionality; and

WHEREAS, the most notable functional enhancements were web-based services

for citizens and mobile technology for staff; and

WHEREAS, the City'S share of the Accela system was cost prohibitive at

approximately $1,000,000, and licensing would have been maintained by the County; and

WHEREAS, these factors necessitated the City withdrawing from the project; and
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WHEREAS, CEDD still desires to improve services and has researched interim

solutions until such time as a complete upgrade can be accomplished; and

WHEREAS, in cooperation with City IT, CEDD has found a system which

interfaces to Tidemark and provides a web portal which will allow staff to accept,

review and issue building permits and also allows permit customers to manage their

inspection processing using the Web; and

WHEREAS, Synergetic Consulting is the only company that offers web-based

integrated modules for Accela' s Tidemark Permitting system; and

WHEREAS, City Information Technology staff has verified this fact with Accela;

and

WHEREAS, the Modesto Municipal Code, MMC 8-3.203, generally requires all

purchases, which may meet or exceed $50,000.00 for material, equipment or contractual

services to be formally bid; and

WHEREAS, there are exceptions to the rule set forth in the Modesto Municipal

Code; and

WHEREAS, one such exception, MMC 8-3.204 (b), which states that where the

Purchasing Agency's requirements can be met solely by a single article or process; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby authorizes the sole contract with Synergetic Consulting, Reno, Nevada, for

the development of a customizable web application and authorizes the City Manager, or

his designee, to execute a contract for an estimated total cost of $36,000.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 3rd day of September, 20l3, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Muratore, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

By: ~~~P-~~~:~~~~-----­
ALCALA WOOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-305

A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE,
TO EXECUTE A CONSULTANT AND CONFIDENTIALITY AGREEMENT
WITH CENTERRA CAPTIAL TO WORK ON THE BEHALF OF THE CITY OF
MODESTO FOR THE ACQUISITION OF PROPERTY BETWEEN 9th AND 10TH

STREETS AND G AND II STREETS FOR THE PROPOSED SUPERIOR COURT
OF CALIFORNIA, STANISLAUS COUNTY PROJECT

WHEREAS, the City of Modesto is currently in negotiations with the State of

California for the acquisition ofproperties located within the boundaries of G and H

Streets and 9th and 10th Streets, and

WHEREAS, this is the site for the proposed Superior Court ofCalifornia,

Stanislaus County proj ect, and

WHEREAS, Centerra Capital is assisting the City of Modesto in the negotiations

for acquisition with the various property owners within the site, and

WHEREAS, Centerra Capital will be paid a three percent (3%) commission for

the sale of the City-owned parcels to the State of California; funding for which will come

from the sale of the parcels and be based on the sale price. and

WHEREAS, under the agreement with the State of California, all properties

within the site must be acquired by the City of Modesto before being sold as a single

transaction to the State of California,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby authorizes the City Manager, or his designee, to execute a consultant and

confidentiality agreement with Centerra Capital to work on the behalf of the City of

Modesto for the acquisition of property between 9th and lOth Streets and G and H Streets

for the proposed Superior Court ofCalifornia, Stanislaus County project.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 3rd day of September, 2013, by Councilmember Cogdill,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Lopez,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Lopez, Mayor Marsh

Gunderson

Muratore

By: --=~~(#~~~-:-:-___
r¥ 'C'IL,-,ALA WOOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-306

RESOLUTION APPROVING A WATER WILL SERVE LETTER FOR THE
PROPERTY LOCATED AT 720 GLENN AVENUE, APN:056-045-015 TO
CONNECT TO THE CITY OF MODESTO'S EXISTING WATER SYSTEM, AND
AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE TO SIGN THE
WILL SERVE LETTER

WHEREAS, on May 22, 2012, the City Council approved a resolution number

2012-203, and

WHEREAS, it amended city of Modesto Municipal Code section 11-1.05 and

Council Policy 5.001 relating to water cormection charges and

WHEREAS, it required that the City Manager upon the recommendation of the

Director responsible for utility system planning to request City Council approval for all

extensions of water and sewer services into unincorporated areas.

WHEREAS, the property located at 720 Glerm Avenue, Modesto, is not

cormected to City'S water system and

WHEREAS, this property is located outside Modesto City limits and

WHEREAS, City staffhas completed an analysis and determined that it is

reasonable for the City of Modesto to extend water service to this property and

WHEREAS, it has been determined that a sufficient quantity ofpotable water is

available for normal usage by the proposed development and

WHEREAS, the water cormection fees are paid and associated permits be

obtained prior to connecting to the City water system.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves the Will Serve letter for a property located at 720 Glerm Avenue

Modesto.

0910312013IC&EDIBSandhu/l'em 6 2013-306



BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to approve the Will Serve letter.

The foregoing documents were introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 3rd day of September, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Muratore, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

09!03!2013!C&EDiBSandhuJItem 6

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

ATTEST:
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-307

RESOLUTION APPROVING AN OUTSIDE SERVICE AGREEMENT
BETWEEN THE CITY OF MODESTO AND JOSE JESUS TEJEDA AND
HERMINIA V. TEJEDA, HUSBAND AND WIFE AS JOINT TENANTS,FOR
WATER SERVICE FOR THE PROPERTY LOCATED AT 720 GLENN
AVENUE, (APN: 056-045-015) AND AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER, OR
HIS DESIGNEE, TO EXCUTE THE AGREEMENT

WHEREAS, the property located at 720 Glenn Avenue is not connected to City'S

water system, and

WHEREAS, this property is located outside Modesto City limits, and outside the

City's Sphere ofInfluence, and

WHEREAS, this property is inside, contiguous to, or near the former service area

of the Del Este Water company, and

WHEREAS, City staff has completed an analysis and determined that it is

reasonable for the City of Modesto to extend water service to this property, and

WHEREAS, it has been determined that a sufficient quantity ofpotable water is

available for normal usage by the proposed development, and

WHEREAS, the water connection fees will be paid and associated permits be

obtained prior to beginning any on site construction, and

WHEREAS, that the property owner enters into an outside service agreement for

water with the City, as required for water service outside ofCity limits.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves the outside service agreement for the property located at 720

Glenn Avenue, Modesto APN (056-045-015)
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BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute the agreement.

The foregoing documents were introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 3rd of September, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Muratore,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

By:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

ALA WOOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-308

RESOLUTION APPROVING AN OUTSIDE SERVICE AGREEMENT
BETWEEN THE CITY OF MODESTO AND JOSE JESUS TEJEDA AND
HERMINIA V. TEJEDA HUSBAND AND WIFE AS JOINT TENANTS FOR
SEWER SERVICE FOR THE PROPERTY LOCATED 720 GLENN AVENUE IN
THE BRETE HARTE DISTRICT, MODESTO, (APN: 056-045-015); AND
AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO EXCUTE
THE AGREEMENT

WHEREAS, the property located at 720 Glenn Avenue is not connected to City's

sewer system, and

WHEREAS, the property is located outside Modesto City limits, and inside the

City's Sphere ofInfluence, and

WHEREAS, the property is inside the Modesto Municipal Sewer District No. I,

and

WHEREAS, THE City of Modesto can and is willing to provide domestic sewer

to the subject area, and

WHEREAS, the Stanislaus County Redevelopment Agency installed complete

sewer infrastructure in the" neighborhood" and individual laterals to each parcel to

connect the property to the City of Modesto's sewer system, and

WHEREAS, consistent with adopted LAFCO Policy 15, the extension of sewer

service is proposed to remedy a health and safety concern in an area with failing septic

system, and

WHEREAS, the installation of the sewer service lines will upgrade the

infrastructure in this already developed unincorporated area to facilitate a later

annexation, and
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WHEREAS, the sewer connection fees shall be paid and associated permits be

obtained prior to beginning any on site construction, and

WHEREAS, that the property owner is required to enter into an outside service

agreement for sewer service with the City

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves an Outside Service Agreement for the property located at 720

Glenn Avenue Modesto (APN 056-045-015).

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute the Agreement.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting ofthe Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 3rd day of September, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Muratore, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:
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Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

ATTEST:
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-309

RESOLUTION AMENDING THE FISCAL YEAR 2012-2013 AND FISCAL YEAR
2013-2014 ANNUAL OPERATING BUDGETS

WHEREAS, a financial analysis has been completed and it has been determined

that a budget adjustment is required to the Annual Budgets of the City of Modesto for

Fiscal Year 2012-2013 and Fiscal Year 2013-2014,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves amending the Fiscal Year 2012-2013 and Fiscal Year 2013-2014

annual operating budgets as shown in Exhibit A, which is attached hereto and

incorporated by reference herein.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Director of Finance, or her designee, is

hereby authorized to take the necessary steps to implement the provisions of this

resolution.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of the

City of Modesto held on the 3rd day of September, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Muratore,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following votes:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

By: -=:~~~~~c:-::-::~::----c-­
SUSANA LeALA WOOD, City Attorney
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EXHIBIT A

FISCAL YEAR 2012-13

POLICE DEPARTMENT

City Council, September 3, 2013
Monthly Budget Adjustment Report

A budget adjustment in the amount of $172,328, over multiple divisions, is necessary to
increase the Fiscal Year 2012-13 Overtime expense budget, reduce the Direct Charge-Intrafund
expense budget by $30,234, and increase the Direct Charge revenue budget in the amount of
$142,094 to account for overtime costs received from Grants and outside service contracts from
March 01, 2013 through June 30, 2013,

A budget adjustment is necessary to recognize $70,000 in unbudgeted Direct Charge
Agreement revenue and reallocate to Salary and Benefit expense over multiple divisions within
the Police Department

A budget adjustment is necessary to recognize $149,000 in unbudgeted Outside Services
Agreement revenue and reallocate to Services City Forces-Intrafund over multiple divisions
within the Police Department

PUBLIC WORKS
A budget adjustment is necessary to transfer $400,000 from Bus Fixed Route MAX Reserves to
Transit Maintenance for increased diesel costs during Fiscal Year 2012-13,

A budget adjustment is necessary to establish a transfer in the amount of $1,120,000 from Fund
4211, Wastewater Development Fees Fund, to Fund 4210, Sewer Operations, to remunerate
costs associated with Capital Improvement Project 100546 - Wastewater Phase 1A Tertiary,

A budget adjustment is necessary to establish a transfer in the amount of $7,671,699,
$5,477,285 from Water Bond Proceeds (Fund 4130), $295,632 from Developer Fund Proceeds
(Fund 4101) and Water Fund Reserves (Fund 4100) to the Water Capital Improvement Fund,
Fund 4180, for Fiscal Year 2012-13 eligible expense reimbursement relating to Capital
Improvement Projects,

An adjustment is necessary to transfer funds in the amount of $45,615 from Surface
Transportation Fleet Replacement Fund 1709 to Fleet Replacement Fund 5410 for Purchases
made in FY 12/13: (1) Concrete Grinder, (1) Concrete Push Truck, (1) Hybrid Sedan, (1) Mid­
size Sedan, (1) Kaufman Trailer

An adjustment is necessary to transfer funds in the amount of $255,538 from Water Fleet
Replacement Fund 4109 to Fleet Replacement Fund 5410 for Purchases made in FY 12/13: (1)
'Y. Ton Truck w/Utility, (2) Backhoe Loader, (1) Trailer

An adjustment is necessary to transfer funds in the amount of $818,222 from Waste Water Fleet
Replacement Fund 4219 to Fleet Replacement Fund 5410 for Purchases made in FY 12/13: (2)
3-Axle Vacuum Truck, (2) Mid-size Sedan

An adjustment is necessary to transfer funds in the amount of $13,700 from General Fund Fleet
Replacement Fund 5410 to Fleet Replacement Fund 5410 for Purchases made in FY 12/13: (1)
Chevrolet Impala 1LT



City Council, September 3,2013
Monthly Budget Adjustment Report

Page 2 of 2

An adjustment is necessary to transfer funds in the amount of $48,238 from TRRP Fleet
Replacement Fund 6799 to Fleet Replacement Fund 5410 for Purchases made in FY 12/13: (1)
John Deere Tractor

FISCAL YEAR 2013-14

COMMUNITY AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT
A budget adjustment is necessary to recognize $385,000 in unbudgeted Federal Cal-Trans
revenue and reallocate to various expense lines associated with project #100633, Right Turn
Lane - Prescott & Plaza Parkway.

A budget adjustment is necessary to recognize $490,000 in unbudgeted revenue from the State
of California Department of Transportation and reallocate it to Capital Improvement Project
100762, Retime Outside Downtown, for costs associated with a future consultant contract.

PARKS, RECREATION AND NEIGHBORHOODS
A budget adjustment is necessary to reduce Property Expense in Compost Fund (4890) by
$51,919 and establish a loan payment transfer from Compost (4890) to Sewer (4210) in the
amount of $165,919 for the transfer of the 65 acre Jennings compost site as authorized by
Council on 7-9-13, Resolution 2013-257.

A budget adjustment is necessary to establish a $100,000 transfer from Fund 4891, Solid Waste
Fund, to Fund 4892, Green Waste Fund, and increase Professional Services in the Green
Waste Collection Division by the same amount for energy efficiency improvements of the green
waste crew area.

A budget adjustment is necessary to establish a $100,000 transfer from Fund 4891, Solid Waste
Fund, to Fund 4890, Compost Fund, and increase Professional Services in the Compost
Operations Division by the same amount for movement and construction of the modular office
building to serve as an education center in times when school tours are conducted, and store
promotional items used for Earth and, Home shows, etc.

On June 25, 2013, by Resolution 2013-232, Modesto City Council approved the budget for
Capital Improvement Project #100766, Urban Greening. A budget adjustment is necessary to
establish an expense and revenue budget in the amount of 75,004 as the adjustment was
inadvertently omitted when this item that was approved.

PUBUCWORKS
A budget adjustment is necessary to reallocate $574,041 from Capital Improvement Project
100687, Airport Water Main, which is now complete, to Capital Improvement Project 100357,
Modesto System Improvements, to fund future projects in Fiscal Year 2013-14.

A budget adjustment is necessary to allocate $292,540 from Water Fund Reserves to Capital
Improvement Project 100761, Kavanagh Water Main Replacement, for additional costs due to
the expansion of the scope of work originally associated with this project.



MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 20l3-310

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE REJECTION OF THE BID FOR THE
PURCHASE OF A TRUCK WITH SERVICE BODY FOR THE PUBLIC WORKS
DEPARTMENT, WATER DIVISION THROUGH THE FLEET SERVICES
DIVISION, AND AUTHORIZE THE PURCHASING MANAGER TO RE-ISSUE
FORMAL REQUEST FOR BIDS (RFB) FOR THE PURCHASE OF A
TRUCKWITH SERVICE BODY

WHEREAS, the City Manager authorized the Purchasing Manager to issue formal

Request for Bids (RFB) for vehicles and equipment, through various competitive

processes, with the Purchasing Division corning back to Council for award authorization.

The truck with service body is included in the new vehicles and heavy equipment list

authorized by the City Manager, and

WHEREAS, the purchase ofa new truck with service body will support a new

meter installation crew, which Council approved in the FY2011112 budget, and

WHEREAS, the additional metering crew is needed in order to meet State

Assembly Bill 2575 which requires that urban water suppliers install water meters on all

service connections by the year 2025, and

WHEREAS, the Purchasing Division issued RFB No. 1213-31 for the purchase of

a truck with service body to twenty-four (24) prospective bidders and posted the RFB on

the City's website. Two of the bidders are located within Stanislaus County, one of which

is a local vendor. The prospective local vendor could not provide this type of vehicle

competitively and elected not to submit a bid, and

WHEREAS, bids were formally opened in the City Clerk's office. One company

chose to respond. The company provided a responsive and responsible bid, however, the
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pricing submitted exceeded pricing for the same vehicle with service body purchased in

January 2012, by $72,724, and

WHEREAS, this is a customized truck that requires a specialty body builder. The

body builder of the vehicle purchased in January 2012 did not bid due to internal

company issues. City staff has located other body builders that will be able to submit a

bid upon re-issue of the RFB, and

WHEREAS, sufficient funds are budgeted in Fiscal Year 2012-13, in account #

5409-53246-57003, and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby authorizes the rejection of the bid for the purchase ofa truck with service

body for the Public Works Department, Water Division through the Fleet Services

Division.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Purchasing Manager re-issue formal

Request for Bids (RFB) for the purchase ofa truck with service body.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 3rd day of September, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Muratore, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:
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Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-311

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE AWARD OF BID FOR THE FURNISHING
OF CL2 GAS CHLORINE IN ONE TON CYLINDERS FOR THE PUBLIC
WORKS DEPARTMENT, WASTEWATER DIVISION, TO SIERRA CHEMICAL
COMPANY, SPARKS, NV, FOR A TWO (2) YEAR AGREEMENT WITH
THREE (3) ONE-YEAR EXTENSION OPTIONS AT THE SOLE DISCRETION
OF THE CITY, AND AUTHORIZING THE PURCHASING MANAGER, OR HIS
DESIGNEE, TO ISSUE A PURCHASE AGREEMENT FOR AN ESTIMATED
ANNUAL COST OF $75,005, AND OVER FIVE (5) YEARS OF $375,025

WHEREAS, CL2 Gas Chlorine in one ton cylinders is used by the Public Works

Department, Wastewater Division, to chlorinate and disinfect the City's final effluent into

the San Joaquin River during the discharge season from October through May, as

required by the City's permit, and

WHEREAS, the City Manager authorized the Purchasing Manager to issue a

formal Request for Bids (RFB) for the furnishing of CL2 Gas Chlorine, and

WHEREAS, the Purchasing Division issued RFB No. 1213-32 CL2 Gas Chlorine

in One Ton Cylinders, to ten (10) prospective bidders, none of which were local vendors,

posted the bid on the City's website. No local vendors can provide this type of product,

and

WHEREAS, bids were formally opened in the City Clerk's office. One company

chose to respond. There are only two (2) vendors in California that can provide CL2 Gas

Chlorine in one ton cylinders. The vendor in Southern California received the RFB

packet and elected not to submit a bid, and

WHEREAS, based on providing a responsive and responsible bid, City staff

recommends the award of bid for the furnishing of CL2 Gas Chlorine in one ton cylinders

to Sierra Chemical Company, Sparks, NY, and
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WHEREAS, Modesto Municipal Code (MMC) Section 8-3.203 generally requires

all purchases, which meet or exceed $50,000 for material, equipment or contractual

services, to be formally bid. The award of bid for the furnishing of CL2 Gas Chlorine in

one ton cylinders to Sierra Chemical Company, Sparks, NV, for the Public Works

Department, Wastewater Division, conforms to the Modesto Municipal Code, and

WHEREAS, sufficient funds are budgeted annually in the following appropriation

unit: 4210-54312-52190, and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby authorizes the award of bid for the for the furnishing of CL2 Gas Chlorine

in one ton cylinders for the Public Works Department, Wastewater Division, to Sierra

Chemical Company, Sparks, NV, for a two (2) year agreement with three (3) one-year

extension options at the sole discretion of the City, and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Purchasing Manager, or his designee, is

hereby authorized, to issue a purchase agreement for an estimated annual cost of $75,005,

and over five (5) years of$375,025.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 3n
! day of September, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Muratore, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM­
\

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

By:
~~~~7T~~.-=~~~~-------

CALA WOOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-312

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING A CONTRACT EXTENSION WITH GILTON
RESOURCE RECOVERY/TRANSFER FACILITY, INC., MODESTO, CA, FOR
THE FURNISHING OF GREEN WASTE RECEIVING AND TRANSFER
SERVICES FOR THE PARKS, RECREATION, AND NEIGHBORHOODS,
SOLID WASTE DIVISION FOR AN INITIAL ONE YEAR AGREEMENT WITH
TWO (2) ONE-YEAR EXTENSION OPTIONS AT THE SOLE DISCRETION OF
THE CITY, AND AUTHORIZING THE PURCHASING MANAGER, OR HIS
DESIGNEE, TO ISSUE A PURCHASE AGREEMENT FOR AN ESTIMATED
ANNUAL COST OF $60,000, AND OVER THREE (3) YEARS OF $180,000

WHEREAS, the City uses rear loading "packer trucks" to pick up green waste and

urban forestry materials (tree branches, large prunings, stump grindings, and other green

waste materials) once a month from residential pruning and City tree pruning programs at

various locations throughout Modesto. These materials are taken to the City'S Compost

facility at 7007 Jennings Road. Approximately 16,000 tons ofpruned refuse and urban

forestry materials are collected annually and composted, and

WHEREAS, each collection vehicle holds about seven (7) tons of green waste.

The Compost facility is located approximately eleven (11) miles from the center of

Modesto. The average round-trip drive time is forty-eight (48) minutes, so City crews

spend a large proportion of their time transporting material to the facility, and

WHEREAS, to minimize the transport time, in 2008, the Council adopted

Resolution 2008-466, which authorized using Gilton Resource Recovery/Transfer

Facility, Inc., to receive, bulk, green waste and transfer the waste to the Compost facility.

When City staff collects green waste in parts of the City that are close to the transfer

station, the packer trucks dump their loads at the Gilton site. Three (3) packer truck loads

are then loaded into a larger transfer truck for transport to the Compost facility. By using
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the transfer point, the packer trucks have more time to collect materials at the curb, which

reduces labor and equipment costs, and

WHEREAS, the Solid Waste Division will be assessing possible alternatives for

transporting green waste to the Compost facility. In the interim, there is an ongoing need

for a licensed hauler to provide this service. Gilton Resource Recovery/Transfer Facility

is the only company in Modesto that can provide these services, and

WHEREAS, Modesto Municipal Code Section 8-3.203 generally requires all

purchases, which meet or exceed $50,000 for material, equipment or contractual services

to be formally bid. However, there is one exception to the Code, Section 8-3.204 (c),

where the Purchasing Manager, in his discretion, may determine that calling for bids on a

competitive basis as set forth in Section 8-3.203 is undesirable due to exigent

circumstances, and

WHEREAS, sufficient funds are budgeted annually in the following appropriation

units: 4892-37035-54602 and 4892-37035-54603, and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby authorizes a contract extension with Gilton Resource Recovery/Transfer

Facility, Inc., Modesto, CA, for the furnishing of green waste receiving and transfer

services for the Parks, Recreation, and Neighborhoods, Solid Waste Division for an

initial one year agreement with two (2) one-year extension options at the sole discretion

of the City, and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Purchasing Manager, or his designee, is

hereby authorized, to issue a purchase agreement for an estimated annual cost of $60,000,

and over three (3) years of$180,000.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting ofthe Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 3rd day of September, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Muratore, was upon roll eall carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO ORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

By: ______-7~~L---------------­
SUSANA
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-313

RESOLUTION ACCEPTING THE WORK BY KNIFE RIVER CONSTRCUTION
FOR THE "HILLTOP AREA STRENGTHEN AND REPLACE WATER SYSTEM
PROJECT" AS COMPLETE, AUTHORIZING THE CITY CLERK TO FILE A
NOTICE OF COMPLETION WITH THE STANISLAUS COUNTY RECORDER
UPON RECEIPT OF APPROVED WARRANTY BOND, AND AUTHORIZING
PAYMENT OF AMOUNTS TOTALING $1,005,397

WHEREAS, a report has been filed by the Director of Utility Planning and Projects

that the Hilltop Area Strengthen and Replace Water System Project has been completed by

Knife River Construction, in accordance with the contract agreement dated December II,

2012,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that Hilltop Area Strengthen and Replace Water System Project is hereby accepted as

complete from said contractor, Knife River Construction, that the City Clerk is authorized

to file a Notice ofCompletion with the Stanislaus County Recorder upon receipt of

approved Warranty Bond, and that payment of amounts totaling $1,005,397 is authorized

as provided in the contract.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Couucil of

the City of Modesto held on the 3rd day of September, 20l3, by Couucilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Couucilmember

Muratore, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Couucilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

By:
SUSAN
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Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Guuderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-314

RESOLUTION APPROVING THE PREQUALIFIED CONSULTANT LIST,
CONSISTING OF OF ENGINEERING, INC., NORTHSTAR ENGINEERING
GROUP, INC., AND O'DELL ENGINEERING, FOR CIVIL ENGINEERING
SERVICES FOR VARIOUS CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (CIP)
PROJECTS FOR A PERIOD OF ONE YEAR, WITH THE POSSIBILITY OF
TWO ADDITIONAL ONE-YEAR EXTENSIONS AT THE WRITTEN
APPROVAL OF THE DEPARTMENT DIRECTOR

WHEREAS, over the next several years, based on the Utility Planning & Projects

(UP&P) Department's workload and staffing experience, there are a number ofcrp

projects that may require outside consultant services, and

WHEREAS, retaining a prequalified as-needed list of consultants allows the

department to have quicker access to specific engineering design services when needed,

and

WHEREAS, this eliminates the need to send out repetitive Requests for

Qualifications for projects of similar scope and/or type, saving stafT time and project

costs, and

WHEREAS, in accordance with Adruinistrative Directive 3.1, Selection

Procedures for Professional Consultants Who Provide Architectural & Engineering

Services for Capital Projects, staff solicited and formally advertised a Request for

Qualifications to 20 local engineering firms for land survey, civil design, and drafting

services, and

WHEREAS, staff received seven Statements of Qualifications (SOQs), and

WHEREAS, after careful review ofthe SOQs by Public Works and UP&P

Department staff, the following were selected as the three most qualified firms: DF

Engineering, NorthStar Engineering Group, and O'Dell Engineering, and
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WHEREAS, when as-needed land survey, civil design or drafting services are

required for Capital Improvement Projects with a total budget of $2 million or less, a

Request for Proposals (RFP) with a specific scope of work may be issued to tbese firms,

and

WHEREAS, following evaluation of the proposals, interviews will be conducted

to select the most qualified firm, and

WHEREAS, an agreement for engineering design services will tben be presented

to City Council for approval, and

WHEREAS, this prequalified consultant list will be active for one year from the

date of Council approval, at which time the City may decide to extend tbe list, and

WHEREAS, staff requests approval of two additional one-year extensions at the

written approval of tbe Department Director, and

WFIEREAS, in tbe event the firms listed on the pre-qualified list are deemed to

lack the experience or expertise for specific projects, the City retains the right to recruit

consultants for individual projects and not be restricted to only using the approved list,

and

WHEREAS, a formal process would be conducted if this situation were to occur,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council oftbe City of Modesto

that it hereby approves the prequalified consultant list, consisting ofDF Engineering,

Inc., NorthStar Engineering Group, Inc., and O'Dell Engineering, for Civil Engineering

Services for various Capital Improvement Program (CIP) projects for a period of one

year, witb tbe possibility of two additional one-year extensions at the written approval of

tbe Department Director.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 3rd day of September, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Muratore, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

09103/2013IUP&P/KOhlsonJItem 12

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-315

RESOLUTION APPROVING THE PREQUALIFIED CONSULTANT LIST,
CONSISTING OF BROWN & CALDWELL, CAROLLO ENGINEERING, INC.,
CH2M HILL, HDR ENGINEERING, HYDRO SCIENCE, NV5, STANTEC
CONSULTING SERVICES, INC., AND WEST YOST ASSOCIATES, INC. FOR
AS-NEEDED ENGINEERING DESIGN SERVICES FOR WATER,
WASTEWATER, AND STORM DRAIN CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
(CIP) PROJECTS FOR A PERIOD OF THREE YEARS, WITH THE
POSSIBILITY OF TWO ADDITIONAL ONE-YEAR EXTENSIONS AT THE
WRITTEN APPROVAL OF THE DEPARTMENT DIRECTOR

WHEREAS, over the next several years, based on the Utility Planning & Projects

(UP&P) Department's workload and staffing experience, there are a number of

technically complex Water, Wastewater and Storm Drain crp projects that may require

outside consultant services, and

WHEREAS, retaining a prequalified as-needed list of consultants allows the

department to have quicker access to specific engineering design services when needed,

and

WHEREAS, this eliminates the need to send out repetitive Requests for

Qualifications for projects of similar scope and/or type, saving staff time and project

costs, and

WHEREAS, in addition, the consultants serve as an extension of staff to assist in

the design ofcapital improvement projects, and

WHEREAS, in accordance with Administrative Directive 3.1, Selection

Procedures for Professional Consultants Who Provide Architectural & Engineering

Services for Capital Projects, staff solicited and formally advertised a Request for

Qualifications to 150 engineering design firms for Water, Wastewater, and Storm Drain

design services, and
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WHEREAS the RFQ was sent to all local consulting firms on the UP&P current

list as well as non-local firms, and

WHEREAS, staff received IS Statements ofQualifications (SOQs) for Water

projects and II SOQs for Wastewater & Storm Drain projects, and

WHEREAS, after careful review of the SOQs by Public Works and UP&P

Department staff, the following were selected as the five most qualified firms for each

project category (in alphabetical order): for Wastewater & Storm Drain Projects: Brown

& Caldwell, Carollo Engineering, Inc., HDR Engineering, NVS, and Stantec Consulting

Services, Inc.; and for Water Projects: Brown & Caldwell, CH2M Hill, Hydro Science,

Stantec Consulting Services, Inc., and West Yost Associates, Inc., and

WHEREAS, generally the scope of work to be provided would include

preparation ofpreliminary design reports (PDR), final design and potentially peer review

for projects such as, but not limited to larger sewer trunk lines (36" in diameter or

larger), wastewater pump stations and lift stations, wastewater treatment plant

improvements, water well treatment, water pump stations, and

WHEREAS, all of the selected firms have proposed the use of various local firms

as subconsultants, and

WHEREAS, when as-needed design services are required, a Request for

Proposals (RFP) with a specific scope of work may be issued to these firms, and

WHEREAS, following evaluation of the proposals, interviews will be conducted

to select the most qualified firm, and

WHEREAS, an agreement for engineering design services will then be presented

to City Council for approval, and
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WHEREAS, this prequalified consultant list will be active for three years from

the date of Council approval, at which time the City may decide to extend the list for two

additional one-year extensions at the written approval of the Department Director, and

WHEREAS, in the event the firms listed on the prequalified list are deemed to

lack the experience or expertise for specific projects, the City retains the right to conduct

a formal process to recruit consultants for individual projects and not be restricted to only

using the approved list,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves the prequalified consultant list, consisting of Brown & Caldwell,

Carollo Engineering, Inc., CH2M Hill, HDR Engineering, Hydro Science, NV5, Stantec

Consulting Services, Inc., and West Yost Associates, Inc. for as-needed Engineering

Design Services for Water, Wastewater, and Storm Drain Capital Improvement Program

(CIP) projects for a period of three years, with the possibility of two additional one-year

extensions at the written approval of the Department Director.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 3rd day of September, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Muratore, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:
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Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-316

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE SOLE SOURCE PROCUREMENT OF
TRIMBLE SURVEY GPS EQUIPMENT BY CALIFORNIA SURVEY AND
DRAFTING SUPPLY, OF SACRAMENTO, CA, FOR AN ESTIMATED TOTAL
COST OF $54,198, AND AUTHORIZING THE PURCHASING MANAGER, OR
HIS DESIGNEE, TO ISSUE A PURCHASE ORDER FOR AN ESTIMATED
TOTAL COST OF $54,198

WHEREAS, the City of Modesto's Construction Administration Division Survey

Staff has determined that it is critical to maintain reliable GPS survey equipment, and

WHEREAS, it was determined that the current GPS survey equipment support

and repair has limited availability and high cost, and

WHEREAS, City staff researched various options including rental of survey

equipment and use of conventional equipment, and determined complete replacement of

GPS equipment was the suitable method, and

WHEREAS, California Survey & Drafting Supply, of Sacramento, CA, provided

a cost estimate proposal for the Trimble Survey GPS Equipment, dated May 8, 2013, and

WHEREAS, Modesto Municipal Code Section 8-3.203 generally requires all

purchases, which meet or exceed $50,000 for material, equipment or contractual services,

to be formally bid, and

WHEREAS, Modesto Municipal Code Section 8-3.204(b) permits an exception,

"Where the Purchasing Agency's requirements can be met solely by a single article or

process," and

WHEREAS, Trimble survey equipment is the only brand of survey equipment

which is fully compatible with the rest of the City's current survey equipment, and
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WHEREAS, California Survey & Drafting Supply is the only Northern California

sales representative authorized by the manufacture, Trimble, and therefore conforms to

that exception,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby authorizes the sole source procurement of Trimble Survey GPS Equipment

by California Survey & Drafting Supply, of Sacramento, CA, for an estimated total cost

of$54,198.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Purchasing Manager, or his designee, is

hereby authorized to issue a purchase order for an estimated total cost of$54,198.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City ofModesto held on the 3rd day of September, 2013, by Councilrnember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Muratore, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilrnembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:
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Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-317

RESOLUTION AMENDING THE FISCAL YEAR 2013-2014 OPERATING
BUDGET TO CREATE A NEW CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT SUPPORT­
SURVEY EQUIPMENT REPLACEMENT FUND AND APPROPRIATE FUNDS
FOR THE EXPENSE BUDGET WITHIN THE NEW COST CENTER (42021) IN
THE AMOUNT OF $54,198, FOR THE PURCHASE OF NEW SURVEY
EQUIPMENT

WHEREAS, certain budgetary transactions are necessary in the amount of

$54,198, in order to fully fund the Survey equipment procurement necessary, and

WHEREAS, a new Capital Improvement Support Survey Equipment Fund needs

to be created to provide a funding source for the existing and future procurement of

survey equipment, and

WHEREAS, the new Capital Improvement Support Survey Equipment Fund will

obtain revenues from hourly charges to individual Capital Improvement Project (CIP)

accounts at an initial rate of $19.45 per hour ofuse of the specific type ofequipment, and

WHEREAS, this rate will be reviewed and amended as necessary during the

annual budget update process, and

WHEREAS, the Fiscal Year 2013-2014 Budget must be amended as shown in

Exhibit A, which is incorporated by reference herein,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves the amendment of the Fiscal Year 2013-2014 Budget as shown in

ExhibitA.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Director of Finance, or her designee, is

hereby authorized to implement the provisions of this resolution.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting ofthe Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 3rd day of September, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Muratore, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

ATTEST: cJ~)ttlv
STEP IE LOPEZ, City CI rk 0

By: --~~-A~~--~~~~---
SUSANA
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Exhibit A - Budget Adjustment Summary

The adjustment below will amend the FY 2013-14 Operating Budget to allow for the purchase of Trimble
Survey Equipment in the newly created Capital Improvement Support -Survey Equipment Replacement
Fund. This adjustment also includes the creation of an interfund loan from the Water Fund to the new
Survey Equipment Replacement Fund. The loan will be repaid within 5 years with an annual interest rate
of 2.88%. Revenues will accrue in the Survey Equipment Replacement Fund at an initial rate of
$19.45/hr. charged to various CIPs based on usage of the equipment. This rate will be reviewed and
adjusted annually to account for the loan amortization as part of the annual budget update process.

Fund 1301 - Capital Improvement Support - Survey Equipment Replacement Fund

Revenue
1301-91XXX-64100-000000-00000-00000

Expense
1301-42021-57004-000000-00000-00000

Fund 4100 - Water Fund

Expense
4100-95XXX-71301-0OO000-00000-00000

Description
Loan Receivable Revenue
(from Water Fund)

Description
Tools and Equipment> $5,000

Description
Loan Payable Expense
(to Water Fund)

Interest Expense
(2.88% APR, 5 Year Term)

Amount
$54,198

Amount
$54,198

Amount
$54,198

Total Expense: $58,259



MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-318

RESOLUTION AMENDING THE FISCAL YEAR 2013-2014 OPERATING
BUDGET TO CREATE A LOAN FROM THE WATER .FUND TO THE NEW
CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT SUPPORT - SURVEY EQUIPMENT
REPLACEMENT FUND TO BE REPAID WITH A SUM OF $54,198, WITHIN
FIVE (5) YEARS, AT AN ANNUAL INTEREST RATE OF 2.88%, FROM
REVENUES RECEIVED IN THE NEW SURVEY EQUIPMENT SUB-FUND

WHEREAS, certain budgetary transactions are necessary in the amount of

$54,198, in order to fully fund the procurement of necessary survey equipment, and

WHEREAS, a new sub-fund for Capital Improvement Support Survey Equipment

Replacement will be created, and

WHEREAS, revenues for this new sub-fund will be obtained from hourly charges

to individual Capital Improvement Project (CIP) accounts based on the use of the

equipment, and

WHEREAS, a historical tabulation of hours spent by field survey staff indicates

the highest average percentage offield survey time was spent to the benefit of Water

Fund CIP's, and

WHEREAS, an initial appropriation in the amount of$54,198 will be made in the

form ofa loan from Water Fund, and

WHEREAS, this sum of$54,198 will be repaid to the Water Fund within a term

of five years from revenues to the new sub-fund as shown in Exhibit B, and

WHEREAS, the loan from the Water Fund will be repaid with interest at an

annual interest rate of2.88%, which is based on the City'S current rate of return on it's

investment portfolio, and
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WHEREAS, the Fiscal Year 2013-2014 Operating Budget must be amended as

shown in Exhibit A, which is incorporated by reference herein,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves the amendment of the Fiscal Year 2013-2014 Operating Budget as

shown in Exhibit A.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Director of Finance, or her designee, is

hereby authorized to implement the provisions of this resolution.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 3'd day of September, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being du1y seconded by Councilmember

Muratore, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

09/0312013/UP&PIRChristensenlItem 14

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

ATTEST:
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Exhibit A - Budget Adjustment Summary

The adjustment below will amend the FY 2013-14 Operating Budget to allow for the purchase of Trimble
Survey Equipment in the newly created Capital Improvement Support - Survey Equipment Replacement
Fund. This adjustment also includes the creation of an interfund loan from the Water Fund to the new
Survey Equipment Replacement Fund. The loan will be repaid within 5 years with an annual interest rate
of 2.88%. Revenues will accrue in the Survey Equipment Replacement Fund at an initial rate of
$19.45/hr. charged to various CIPs based on usage of the equipment. This rate will be reviewed and
adjusted annually to account for the loan amortization as part of the annual budget update process.

Fund 1301 - Capital Improvement Support - Survey Equipment Replacement Fund

Revenue
1301-91XXX-64100-000000-00000-00000

Expense
1301-42021-57004--000000-00000-00000

Fund 4100 - Water Fund

Expense
4100-95XXX-71301-000000-00000-00000

Description
loan Receivable Revenue
(from Water Fund)

Description
Tools and Equipment> $5,000

Description
loan Payable Expense
(to Water Fund)

Interest Expense
(2.88% APR. 5 Year Term)

Amount
$54,198

Amount
$54,198

Amount
$54,198

$4.061

Total Expense: $58.259



Exhibit B- Estimated Loan Repayment Schedule

Estimated Hrs Hourly
Year Principal Interest Total Payment Schedule Equipment Usage Rate

2014 $ 10,846.00 $ 1,427.00 $ 12,273.00 631 $ 19,45

2015 $ 10,846.00 $ 1,128.00 $ 11,974.00 631 $ 18.98
2016 $ 10,846.00 $ 821.00 $ 11,667.00 631 $ 18,49

2017 $ 10,846.00 $ 505.00 $ 11,351.00 631 $ 17.99

2018 ~ 10,814.00 ~ 180.00 ~ 10,994.00 631 $ 17.42
Total Loan

Amount $ 54,198 $ 4,061 $ 58,259

Trimble Survey Equipment No-Interest Loan Repayment Schedule



MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-319

RESOLUTION ADOPTING IMPOSED TERMS AND CONDITIONS OF
EMPLOYMENT FOR EMPLOYEES IN THE MODESTO POLICE AND FIRE
NON-SWORN ASSOCIATION (MPNSA). THESE TERMS AND CONDITIONS
REFLECT THE TERMS OF THE TENTATIVE AGREEMENT (TA) REACHED
AT THE BARGAINING TABLE BY THE PARTIES, BUT NOT RATIFIED BY
MPNSA, AS WELL AS THE TERMS AND CONDITIONS OF EMPLOYMENT
RECOMMENDED BY THE MAJORITY OF THE FACT-FINDING PANEL

WHEREAS, the Memorandum ofUnderstanding (MOU) between the City of

Modesto (CITY) and the Modesto Police and Fire Non-Sworn Association (MPNSA)

expires on September 10, 2012, and

WHEREAS, the City and MPNSA began negotiations for a successor MOU on

March 6, 2012 and have met and conferred on terms for a successor MOU on thirteen

occasions, and

WHEREAS, the City declared its Last, Best and Final offer on November 20,

2012, and MPNSA members informed the City that it voted against this offer on

December 28,2012.

WHEREAS, the parties held an impasse meeting on March 26, 2013 that resulted

in a tentative agreement signed on March 28, 2013.

WHEREAS, on April 26,2013, MPNSA informed the City that members had

voted down the tentative agreement, and

WHEREAS, at the request of MPNSA, the parties held a fact-finding hearing

pursuant to Government Code §3505.5 on June 19,2013, and

WHEREAS, on July 5, 2013 the neutral fact finding panel-member Paul Roose

submitted an advisory decision recommending the terms ofthe tentative agreement and

the MPNSA panel-member Dave Topaz filed a dissent, and
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WHEREAS, in accordance with Government Code §3505.5, the City posted the

fact finding report on July 12,2013, and

WHEREAS, following a public hearing on the fact finding report, the City

implements the terms from the March 28, 2013 tentative agreement as follows:

SECI10N 1. PERS RETIREMENT. Effective as soon as administratively

possible, employees pickup an additional 6.6% of employee share ofPERS for a total of

7%. New members, as defined by PEPRA, are subject to the new Pension rules requiring

a contribution of 50% of the normal cost and a new formula.

SECTION 2. SALARY. Effective as soon administratively possible, provide a

1.5% across the board salary schedule adjustment.

SECTION 3. SICK LEAVE CONVERSION/RETIREE HEALTH. Retiree

Medical Reform - effective as soon as administratively possible

1. Freeze all sick leave balances for employees in the program into conversion
bank.

11. As soon as administratively possible, any sick leave accrued has no value
towards retiree health contributions.

Ill. Freeze conversion rate for hours in bank at 8 hours = $621 per month for
employee with no dependents and $1100 per month for employees with
dependents.

IV. Discount using first in, first out (FIFO).

v. In consideration for FIFO, and in lieu of 32 hours of special leave, employees
will receive a one-time lump sum payment of$700 (minus any applicable state
and federal taxes) to be effective the first pay period following council approval.

v!. City contribution of$25.00 per month to an HRA for all employees hired before
January 1,2011 and participating in the SIL conversion retiree medical program
effective 7/1/13. For those employees hired on or after January 1,2011, the
contribution of$1 00 per month to an HRA remains unchanged.
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SECTION 4. Other negotiated additions, deletions or amendments to the text of

Articles in the expired MOU that deal with Leave Usage and Accruals, Overtime, Call-

Back, Shift Bidding & Special Assignments, License Certificates, Specialty Pay, Acting

Pay, Uniform Allowance, Vacation, Health, Dental and Vision Insurance, Layoff and

Demotion Procedures upon Reduction in Force, and City's EEO Plan, and

WHEREAS, the Council considered this matter at the hearing of September 3,

2013,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, by Council of the City ofModesto

that, following a public hearing on the fact finding report, it hereby approves the terms

and conditions implemented on MPNSA stated herein and attached hereto.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 3rd day ofSeptember, 2013, by Councilmember

Burnside, who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by

Councilmember Cogdill, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the

following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Muratore,
Mayor Marsh

Lopez

None

By: __~~@L____
SUS,,, 1'<1" ,'A' ,
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ARTICLE 5. SALARY RATES AND STEP ADVANCEMENTS

The base salary ranges shown in Exhibit 1 (Classifications and Salary Ranges) shall be
applicable on the dates indicated for classifications in this Unit for the period commencing
September 11,2012, as provided in Exhibit 2 (Schedule of Salary Ranges and Rates).
The salary range for each of those positions shall increase 1.5% effective pay period
beginning September 10, 2013 as provided in Exhibit 3.

Classification Titles and Ranges may be amended from time to time by Resolution adopted
by the City Council.

(A) For purposes of this Memorandum, base salary range shall mean the salary range
assigned to a specific classification as provided in Exhibit 1. Base salary rate shall
mean the hourly rate of pay established pursuant to the Step placement within the
base salary range as provided in this Memorandum.

Paid time shall be based upon the base salary rate with the computation rounded to
the nearest cent.

(B) Each salary range shall consist of five (5) Steps, A through E. Progression through
the steps shall be based upon both length of service and job performance.

(1) Step A will normally be paid upon initial employment. The initial salary may be
set at a higher Step only upon approval of the Department Director and City
Manager. In cases of exceptional performance, employees hired at higher than
Step A may be considered for their first Step increase after thirteen (13) pay
periods.

(2) Step B shall be paid upon completion of thirteen (13) pay periods with an
overall "meets" performance evaluation.

(3) Step C through Step E shall be paid upon completion of twenty-six (26) pay
periods with an overall "meets" performance evaluation at each Step.

(4) Accelerated Step increases within the established salary range may be granted
in addition to those above, upon approval of the City Manager.

(5) When a Step increase is denied, there shall be another performance evaluation
of the employee in thirteen (13) pay periods from the effective date of the
denied increase. There is no right of appeal to the withholding of a step
increase, but the reasons for withholding shall be given in writing to the
employee.

(6) Due to inferior work, lack of application, indifferent attitude or other legitimate
reasons, an employee's Step may be reduced to a lower Step. There is no
right of appeal due to the lowering of Steps, but the reasons for reduction shall
be given in writing to the employee.



(7) All other salary administration policies shall be as contained in the Personnel
Rules and Personnel Administrative Orders.

ARTICLE 10. LEAVE USAGE AND ACCRUALS

All leave accrual, including overtime, shall be recorded on a minute-for-minute basis. All
leave usage, including overtime, shall be recorded in tenths of an hour (i.e. 0.10 equals 6
minutes) basis. All leave usage, including use of overtime, shall be recorded and used on a
tenth (0.10) of an hour basis.

ARTICLE 12. OVERTIME

(A) Policy: It is the policy of the City of Modesto to discourage overtime except when
necessitated by abnormal or unanticipated workload situations. It is the responsibility
of Department Directors to arrange for the accomplishment of workload under their
jurisdiction within the normal tour of duty of employees. Each department shall keep
complete and accurate records of all overtime earned in every pay period. The City
has the right to require each employee to work overtime as necessary. To the extent
possible and at the sole discretion of the Department Director, overtime will be
distributed equitably among qualified employees within the department. Supervisors
will not authorize an employee for overtime during the time when he/she is on a
disciplinary suspension without pay.

(B) Definition: Overtime is defined as hours actually worked in excess offorty (40) hours in
a workweek. Paid leave shall be considered as time actually worked for purposes of
computing overtime. Overtime shall not affect leave accruals.

(C) Overtime Compensation: Any employee authorized by the Department Director or
authorized representative to work overtime shall be compensated at premium rates, i.e.
one and one-half (1-1/2) times the employee's regular hourly rate of pay. Upon an
employee's request, overtime may be compensated as compensatory time off (CTO).
CTO shall be credited at time and one-half. Overtime and CTO shall be recorded and
used on a tenth (0.10) of an hour basis.

Each employee hired before September 27, 2005 will be paid, as part of the last
paycheck received in September, December, March and June for all compensatory
time over one hundred and sixty (160) hours. Each employee hired on or after
September 27, 2005 will be paid, as part of the last paycheck received in
September, December, March and June for all compensatory time over one hundred
(100) hours.

Employees may request payment of compensatory time to be included as part of a
regular paycheck so long as the request is for at least twenty (20) hours. Employees
shall make this request to the Payroll Division of Finance at least fourteen (14)
calendar days prior to payout. Compensating time off may be taken at the request of
the employee and with the approval of the Department Director or designee.
Compensating time off will be taken in straight time hours.
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Prior to the promotion or reclassification of an employee, all compensating time off
shall be taken or paid at the employee's then current regular rate of pay. Overtime
compensation for Police Clerks and Community Service Officers assigned to the 6/3
schedule and Community Service Officers and Animal Control Officers assigned to the
4/11 schedule shall be paid pursuant to 29 CFR Sec. 778.114 of the Fair Labor
Standards Act regulations.

(D) Wash Time: A Department Director, with the concurrence of the affected employee,
may arrange for that employee to take such time off at straight time.

(E) Meal Allowance: An employee required to work unscheduled overtime for four (4) or
more consecutive hours beyond the scheduled shift on emergency work, or for four (4)
or more consecutive hours of work when on Standby or Call-Back, shall be
compensated ten dollars ($10.00) for a meal allowance during any twenty-four (24)
hour period and shall be entitled to a thirty (30) minutes unpaid meal period for every
additional four (4) hours worked. Only one (1) ten-dollar ($10) payment shall be made
per shift, unless the employee works four (4) or more consecutive hours, is released
from duty, and must return for four (4) or more hours in the same shift.

ARTICLE 15. CALL BACK

When an employee retums to active duty at the request of the Department Director after said
employee has been released from active duty, said employee shall be entitled to call-back
compensation. Paid Call-Back shall begin when the employee departs for his/her duty
assignment and shall end when the employee departs from the worksite.

(A) The following incidents are not considered call-back and are compensated on a time
and one-half basis:

(1) Planned overtime for which the employee has received a minimum of twenty-four
(24) hours advance notice;

(2) Overtime associated with assigned Standby as described in Article 13;

(3) Overtime which occurs as an extension of an employee's regular workday;

(4) When an employee begins work at the request of the Department within ninety
(90) minutes prior to the scheduled start of his/her regular work shift.

(8) When on call-back, an employee receives the following compensation:

(1) Three (3) hours of straight time per call-back occurrence;

(2) In addition to the three (3) hours of straight time, overtime will be applied as
paying time and one-half pay for actual time worked in excess of seventy-eight
(78) minutes.
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ARTICLE 19. SHIFT BIDDING & SPECIAL ASSIGNMENTS

(A) Sguad and Shift Bidding for Patrol:

(1) Police Community Service Officers assigned to general police field duties within
the Operations Division may bid for squad and shift assignments based on
seniority. Shift assignments are four (4) consecutive calendar months.
Seniority shall be by Badge number.

(2) Subject to the remaining provisions of this paragraph, CSOs assigned to the
Operations Division may submit squad and shift bids during the months of
November, March and July for the following four-month (4 month) period.

(3) Following six (6) consecutive assignments to the same shift, a CSO shall rotate
off that shift by bidding for another shift assignment.

(4) Each employee's bid will contain the following information:

(a) Name
(b) Badge Number
(c) Notation of assignment to any specialized units
(d) First choice of shift
(e) Second choice of shift
(f) Third choice of shift
(g) First choice squad

(5) The Department must post a seniority list of employees no later than November
1S

\ March 1st and July 1st
. Any objections to the posted seniority list shall be

reported to the Operations Division Commander within ten (10) calendar days
of the posting.

(6) All CSOs who have not successfully completed their initial probationary period
prior to the posting of the seniority list may be exempted from the shift bidding
process at the discretion of the Operations Division Commander.

(B) Sguad and Shift Bidding for Records:

(1) Police Clerks assigned to Records Division may bid for squad and shift
assignments based on seniority. Seniority shall be by date of hire.

(2) Subject to the remaining provisions of this paragraph, Police Clerks assigned to
Records may submit squad and shift bids upon request in anticipation of
reassignments. All records reassignments will be based on the shift bids during
the months of December and June for the following six-month (6 month) period.

(3) Each employee's bid will contain the following information:

(a) Name
(b) Date of Hire
(c) Notation of prior assignment to any specialized units
(d) First choice of shift
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(e) Second choice of shift
(f)
(g)

Third choice of shift
First choice of squad

(4) The Department must post a seniority list of employees each time a seniority
bid occurs no later than December 1S

\ and June 1s
t. Any objections to the

posted seniority list shall be reported to the Records Lieutenant within ten (10)
calendar days of the posting.

(5) All Records Clerks who have not successfully completed their initial
probationary period prior to the posting of the seniority list may be exempted
from the shift bidding process at the discretion of the Records Lieutenant.

(C) Special Assignments:

(1) There shall be a five (5) consecutive year limit to special assignments. A
special assignment is defined as any assignment that removes the employee
from regular patrol duties as a Police Community Service Officer or from the
seniority shift bidding process in Records as a Police Clerk. Absent exceptional
circumstances, employees who have completed five (5) consecutive years in
special assignments must perform at least twelve (12) months of regular patrol
duty or duty in Records before being assigned to another special assignment.

(2) In the event an employee has fulfilled the maximum term limit and must vacate
a special assignment and the department has not received any interest from a
qualified applicant, the incumbent may, with approval of the Police Chief,
extend the assignment one (1) year. However, if the department receives
interest from a qualified applicant during the one (1) year extension, the
incumbent must vacate the special assignment at the end of the one (1) year
extension in order to fill the position with an applicant. The one (1) year
extension may be repeated if the preceding conditions persist.

(3) Special assignments and terms are set forth in General Order 2.14, Specialized
and Collateral Assignments.

(4) At the effective date of this provision, any employee who already occupies a
special assignment shall have their total consecutive special assignment time
served to date counted towards their maximum allowable limits.

(5) Not withstanding this special assignment provision, the Chief of Police
ultimately has the discretion to detenmine the length and terms of any
assignment based on the needs of the department.

(D) Management Rights:

(1) Nothing contained herein shall limit the discretion of the employer to determine
the number of employees to be assigned to each area, shift, Bureau, Division,
Unit or specialized position, or the discretion of the employer to assign and
transfer employees to meet the operating requirements of the Department,
including temporary hardship needs of an employee.
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(2) The bid system shall not supersede Management Rights as stated in Article 2
of this Memorandum, nor shall it infringe upon any of the Management Rights
contained therein. Specifically, Management retains the right to assign and
transfer employees.

(3) The Department Director is the final authority in assigning personnel and such
decisions shall not be subject to the grievance procedure, arbitration or
considered as discipline.

(4) All other administrative policies and procedures shall be as contained in the
Personnel Rules and Personnel Administrative Orders.

ARTICLE 20. LICENSES, CERTIFICATES

Whenever an employee is required to obtain a certificate or license in order to carry out the
duties assigned, except a California Class C Driver's License, the City will pay for the
certificate or license fee and the time required to attend any required class or exam to obtain
or renew it shall be considered as regular duty time.

ARTICLE 21. SPECIALTY PAY

(A) Shift Pay: Employees who are regularly assigned to work swing shift which is defined
as any shift beginning on or after 12 noon, shall receive a shift differential of $6 per
shift for every regularly scheduled shift.

Employees who are regularly assigned to work graveyard shift which is defined as any
shift beginning on or after 4:30 pm shall receive a shift differential of $8 per shift for
every regularly scheduled shift.

Police Clerks regularly assigned to work a swing or graveyard shift shall receive the
shift differential when working a double day.

No shift differential shall be paid to an employee working an overtime shift where the
employee is receiving time and one half pay. An employee who works overtime on a
short week at straight time shall receive the differential.

An employee who works all or part of a regularly scheduled swing or graveyard shift
shall receive the full differential for that shift.

(B) Police Clerk Training Pay: Employees in this bargaining unit directed to train other
employees in the Police Department shall receive five (5%) percent assignment pay for
all hours worked as a trainer.

(C) CSO - 10 Unit Pay: Community Service Officers assigned to the 10 Unit shall receive
an additional five (5%) percent in compensation.

(D) Bilingual Pay: Each Department Director shall, on an annual basis, determine the
number of bilingual employees that are needed for oral translation purposes within their
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department. For purposes of this Article, bilingual is defined as Spanish, Southeast
Asian language(s) common to this area, sign language or other languages deemed
desirable by the Department Director.

Prior to January 1 annually, each department will provide to their employees a list of
translation opportunities within the department. Employee participation in this effort
is voluntary.

A review panel made up of three (3) experts (as determined by the department) will
assess the qualifications of employees wishing to volunteer. Two (2) of the three (3)
panel members must agree that the person is capable of bilingual translation.

Employees who pass the review panel and are needed in this capacity by the
department shall receive $50.00 (fifty dollars) per pay period. Employees must
agree to use their bilingual skills at the direction of the department for a minimum of
one (1) year from the time the compensation begins, unless an unusual hardship is
presented by the employee.

The Department Director may choose to eliminate the compensation if it is
determined that the translation services are not being effectively delivered by the
employee and/or the need is no longer present in a specific division. If more
employees are deemed to be capable of bilingual translation than the need for these
services, the Department Director may choose to rotate this duty between eligible
employees.

If the Department Director identifies more opportunities for translation than there are
employees certified, the Department and the Human Resources Department may
establish a second notification for volunteers and a second review panel in July of
that year.

An employee certified and receiving bilingual compensation shall cease receiving
the pay after they have been out of the workplace for three (3) consecutive pay
periods. The pay will not be granted beginning the first day of the following pay
period. The pay will be resumed the first full pay period the employee returns to
work.

(E) Pay Differentials: Pay differentials provided in paragraphs (A) through (E) herein
shall be included in base pay for purposes of compensation for approved vacation
and holiday leave, compensating time off and sick leave.

ARTICLE 22. ACTING PAY

(A) Acting Pay: Employees directed to work continuously in a vacant higher-level regular
position and perform work at the higher level for more than one hundred and sixty
(160) consecutive hours shall, subject to the other provisions of this paragraph, receive
a salary rate increase to the higher level retroactive to the first hour of the higher level
assignment Such increase shall be determined as if the assignment had been a
promotion retroactive to the first day of such assignment For purposes of this Article,
a vacant position is defined as an authorized regular position that is unoccupied due to
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resignation, retirement or termination or due to the incumbent being on an extended
leave of absence. Requests for higher compensation must be approved by the
Director of Human Resources. Such requests may only be approved upon certification
by the Department Director that the assigned employee meets the minimum training
and experience guidelines and is assigned and held responsible to perform fully the full
scope of duties normally associated with the higher-level position.

(8) Out-of Class Pay: Employees may request out-of-class pay. After review with the
Department Director, the Director of Human Resources may authorize additional
compensation up to ten (10%) percent pay differential for an employee working
above their class, provided that the employee has been directed to perform
significant assignments from a higher classification, or to perform higher duties and
responsibilities, on a continuous basis in excess of one hundred twenty (120)
consecutive hours. The decision of the Director of Human Resources to approve or
disapprove such requests is final and binding and not subject to the Grievance
Procedure.

(C) Duration of Assignment: Initially, an Acting Assignment or an Out-of-Class
Assignment shall be limited to a term of twelve (12) consecutive months for anyone
employee. Requests to extend the assignment beyond twelve (12) months will
require review and approval by the Department Director and the Director of Human
Resources. If approved, the extension of the assignment shall be for a maximum of
six (6) additional months. One (1) additional extension of six (6) months, beyond the
first six (6) month extension, may be authorized with the approval of the City
Manager or Deputy City Manager.

ARTICLE 23. UNIFORM ALLOWANCES

(A) Police: All Police Department employees who are required to wear uniforms shall do
so in accordance with the Police Department's uniform and equipment regulation
and receive uniform allowance as follows:

(1) Police Community Service Officers, Police Animal Control Officers and Police
Identification Technicians shall receive a uniform allowance of ninety-one dollars
and sixty-six cents ($91.66) per month paid on the last paycheck of the month.

(2) Police Evidence and Property Technicians shall receive a uniform allowance of
seventy-eight dollars ($78) per month paid on the last paycheck of the month.

(3) Police Clerks shall receive a uniform allowance of sixty-five dollars ($65) per
month paid on the last paycheck of the month.

(8) Fire: All Fire Department employees who are required to wear uniforms shall do so in
accordance with the Fire Department Rules and Regulations and receive a uniform
allowance as follows:

Deputy Fire Marshal and Fire Prevention Technicians I and II shall receive a uniform
allowance of eighty-five ($85.00) per month. Newly hired employees shall receive an
allowance prorated from the date of hire.
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All employees are required to obtain a department approved "Class A" uniform within
thirty (30) days of completing their probationary period. Current employees who
were eligible to retire (age 55) prior to January 1, 2009 are not required to purchase
a "Class A" uniform.

(C) Reimbursement for Damage: The City will reimburse employees for the cost of
replacing or repairing damaged uniforms in accordance with Personnel Administrative
Order 19.1-81-6.

(D) An employee hired into or promoted into a position requiring a uniform or different
uniform will receive a uniform allowance advance equal to three months accrual. The
advancement will be provided within twenty (20) days of hire. The employee will not
receive a uniform allowance for the first three months of employment If an employee
leaves the department and is subsequently rehired, such advance allowance will be
available provide the employee has been separated from city service for more than
twelve (12) months.

ARTICLE 24. VACATION

The following vacation accrual rates shall be established for regular employees:

Annual Vacation
Accrual Rate

80 hours
120 hours
128 hours
136 hours
144 hours
152 hours
160 hours
164 hours
168 hours
172 hours
176 hours
180 hours
184 hours
188 hours
192 hours
196 hours
200 hours

Years of Service
0-5

6
7
8
9

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20

21 or more

Employees may not accrue vacation time in excess of twice their annual vacation accrual
rate; provided that no employee shall lose vacation time to meet the needs of the service.

The following rules and regulations are established for the administration of vacation
benefits:
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(A) All vacation leave must be approved by the Department Director or designated
representative.

(8) Employees in regular positions shall accrue, on a pro-rated basis, vacation leave for
completed pay periods. Such vacation leave shall be available for use on the first day
following the pay period in which it is earned. Employees in regular positions budgeted
less than eighty (80) hours per pay period or job shared positions shall receive
vacation leave accumulation on a pro-rated basis.

(C) Vacation leave shall be compensated at the employee's regular hourly rate of pay.

(D) An employee about to retire, or who is to be laid off, may utilize their accrual prior to the
effective date of any such retirement or layoff. In-lieu of such vacation, the employee
may elect a lump sum payment for accrued vacation time. All other employees shall
be paid at their regular rate of pay for all hours accrued at time of separation from the
City.

(E) Employees may use up to three (3) days of their accrued vacation in anyone fiscal
year for emergency leave provided they notify the department authority prior to the
start of the working day that the employee would be absent. An employee must
provide written documentation of the emergency that is defined as an unforeseen
urgent matter or situation out of the employee's control that requires immediate leave
or could result in serious negative consequences if not attended to.

(F) If, due to operational needs of the City, an employee is denied the ability to take
sufficient vacation to remain under his/her cap, the employee may seek City Manager
approval to exceed the maximum cap for a time period to be specified by the City
Manager.

(G) Negative Vacation:

Employees shall not be permitted to take vacation in advance of accrual, except in
cases of extreme hardship or extenuating circumstances, as determined by the City
Manager or designee. Use of vacation in advance of accrual shall not be authorized
if the employee has other applicable leave time available. Any request for use of
vacation in advance of accrual shall include a method and timeline for offsetting the
negative vacation balance, as well as authorization from the employee for the City to
recover any negative balance still owed to the City upon the employee's separation
from service. Such recovery shall be first from the employee's final paycheck and
then by either personal payment from employee or by a withdrawal from the
employee's deferred compensation account.

(H) Same Day/Next Day Time Off Request (Non-Sick Leave):

If an employee requests time off (e.g. Vacation, CTO, etc) and the supervisor grants
approval after determining there is minimal impact to workload, departmental
coverage or the overall operation; the employee will not be charged for an
unscheduled absence regardless of the timing of the request. Approval for such time
will be granted based on the discretion of the supervisor and needs of the operation
at the time of the req uest.

Page 10



ARTICLE 26. SICK LEAVE

(A) Definition: Sick leave with pay is an insurance program provided by the City for
employees in regular positions to be granted in circumstances of adversity to
promote the health of the individual employee. Sick leave is defined to mean the
authorized absence from duty of an employee because of physical or mental illness,
injury, pregnancy, confirmed exposure to a serious contagious disease or for a
medical, optical or dental appointment. Sick leave shall not be used for any injury
arising out of, or incurred in, connection with outside employment.

In compliance with California law, a maximum of one-half (1/2) of an employee's
annual calendar year sick leave accrual (forty-eight (48) hours) may be used to care
for, or obtain care for, an employee's child, including stepchildren and foster children,
parent, spouse, registered domestic partner or the child of a registered domestic
partner who is ill.

A maximum of twenty-four (24) hours accrued sick leave may be used to care for, or
obtain care for, members of the employee's immediate family who require the attention
of the employee. Immediate family includes a sister, brother, mother-in-law,
father-in-law, grandparent and foster parent of the employee who is ill.

(8) Accumulation: Employees shall accrue sick leave for each payroll period completed,
prorated on the basis of ninety-six (96) hours per year Sick leave shall be available
for use on the first day following the pay period in which it is earned, provided the
employee has completed four hundred eighty hours (480) of service from the
employee's hire date.

Employees in regular positions budgeted less than eighty (80) hours per pay period or
job-shared positions shall receive sick leave accumulation on a pro-rata basis. Sick
leave shall be accumulative up to a maximum of two thousand one hundred (2,100)
hours. Sick leave shall not accrue when an employee is absent for more than forty
(40) hours in any pay period while on any leave other than holiday, vacation, CTO,
bereavement, jury duty or temporary military leave.

(C) Compensation: Sick leave shall be compensated at the employee's regular hourly
rate of pay. When an employee is transferred from one department to another, the
transfer shall have no effect on the employee's sick leave accruals.

(D) Administration:

(1) It shall be the responsibility and duty of each Department Director or his/her
designee to validate each request for sick leave and to allow sick leave with pay
where the application is determined to be proper and fitting.
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(2) Notice of Sickness: In twenty-four (24) hour departments, the Department
Director or designee must be notified at least two (2) hours prior to the start of
the employee's scheduled tour of duty of a sickness on the first day of absence.
In other departments, the Department Director or designee must be notified not
later than the start of the employee's scheduled tour of duty of a sickness on the
first day of absence. It is the responsibility of the employee to keep the
Department Director or designee informed as to continued absence beyond the
first day for reasons due to sickness or occupational disability. Failure to make
such notification may result in denial of sick leave with pay.

(3) Review: The Director of Human Resources may review and determine the
justification of any request for sick leave with pay and may, in the interest of the
City, require a medical report by a doctor to support a claim for sick leave pay.

(4) Proof: A doctor's certificate or other adequate proof shall be provided by the
employee in all cases of absence due to illness of three (3) consecutive days
or more, when requested by the Department Director. The Department Director
may require a doctor's certificate for absences of less than three (3)
consecutive days for employees who have received a Corrective Interview
Memorandum (CIM) for attendance.

(5) Improper Use: Evidence substantiating the use of sick leave for willful injury,
gross negligence, intemperance, trivial indisposition, instances of misrepre­
sentation or violation of the rules defined herein may result in denial of sick
leave with payor disciplinary action.

(E) Coordination of Benefits: Employees shall be entitled to coordinate fully their sick
leave benefits with their Workers' Compensation benefits.

(F) Sick Leave Cash-out: Employees who leave City employment in good standing after
five (5) years of continuous service (other than retirement), shall be paid at time of
termination for twenty-five (25%) percent of the first two thousand (2,000) hours at
the employee's then current regular rate of pay.

(G) Retirement: For Employees hired on or before December 31,2010

1. Employees hired on or before December 31, 2010 and who retire from the
City prior to October 8,2013 after five (5) years of continuous service in good
standing may, on a one time basis, exercise the option to have ninety (90%)
percent of their unused sick leave, up to two thousand (2,000) hours, accrued
up to October 7, 2013, applied by the City upon retirement to premiums for
health insurance plans covered by the City. Said insurance shall be provided
in an amount up to that contributed to active employees, as needed to cover
the cost of retiree health premiums at the rate of one (1) month of premium
contributions for each eight (8) hours of sick leave. The City's contribution to
retired employees shall be defined as that amount contributed to active
employees on the median priced HMO health plan.

2. Employees hired on or before December 31, 2010 and who retire from the
City on or after October 8, 2013 after five (5) years of continuous service in
good standing may, on a one time basis, exercise the option to have ninety
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(90%) percent of their unused sick leave, up to two thousand (2,000) hours,
accrued up to October 7, 2013, applied by the City upon retirement to
premiums for health insurance plans covered by the City. Hours accrued by
October 7,2013 shall be held in a grandfathered sick leave conversion bank
for such usage. Said insurance contribution shall be provided in an amount
up to a monthly rate of $621 for retiree without dependents and up to $1,100
for retirees with dependent coverage.

3. In the event of death of the retired employee, the employee's spouse,
registered domestic partner or dependents shall remain eligible to receive this
benefit

4. If after the ninety (90%) percent conversion, a retiring employee has less than
four hundred sixteen (416) hours, accrued vacation leave may be applied to
the sick leave account, provided that the total number of hours of sick leave
and vacation (at a ninety (90%) percent conversion) does not exceed four
hundred sixteen (416) hours.

5. All sick leave hours accrued on or after October 8, 2013 shall not be
converted into the conversion bank described in paragraph (G) above and
shall have no value towards conversion for retiree health insurance
contributions. Notwithstanding paragraph (F) above, those hours shall have
no cash value.

6. When taking sick leave, employees with grandfathered sick leave conversion
banks shall utilize sick leave hours from the grandfathered conversion bank
before utilizing hours accrued on or after October 8, 2013 (FIFO).

7. At the time a retiree initially moves or during any open enrollment period or
IRS-approved life change situation, a retiree who moves out of the HMO
service area, or out of state, may elect to use multiple monthly increments (up
to a maximum of three (3) months) of their accumulated sick leave conversion
benefits to offset higher health insurance premiums for plans sponsored by
the City. During any subsequent open enrollment, the retiree may reduce the
number of multiple increments. Retirees electing this option will be required
to sign an acknowledgement form that indicates they understand that they will
be using their benefit proportionately.

(H) Special Pay for Expedited Sick Leave Conversion Change: In consideration for First
In, First Out (FIFO) for sick leave usage, employees will receive a one-time lump
sum payment of $700, minus any applicable state and federal taxes, effective pay
date September 27,2013. Employee may defer some or all of the one-time lump
sum payment to their deferred compensation account or health savings account
Employees contemplating such deferral must arrange with Employee Benefits no
later than September 18, 2013.

ARTICLE 30. RETIREMENT

The City shall contract with the Public Employee's Retirement System to provide for the
following retirement benefits:

For employees hired prior to January 17, 2012, the pension benefit shall be:
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(A) The City's contract with PERS provides for two (2%) percent at age fifty-five (55)
retirement benefits and 1959 Survivor Benefit Level 3.

(B) Effective September 10, 2013 employees shall increase their portion of the employee
contribution from four-tenths percent (0.4%) by six and six tenths percent (6.6%) for a
total of seven percent (7%) employee contribution. Such payments shall be
implemented pursuant to the provisions of Internal Revenue Code 414 (h) (2) providing
for pre-tax employee contributions.

(C) The period for determining average salary for retirement benefits shall be the twelve
(12) highest paid consecutive months.

(D) Specific procedures and policies goveming the above shall be as in the Personnel
Rules and Personnel Administrative Orders.

For employees hired on or after January 17, 2012, and before January 1, 2013 the pension
benefit shall be:

(A) The City's contract with PERS provides for two (2%) percent at age sixty (60)
retirement benefits and 1959 Survivor Benefit Level 3.

(B) Employees shall pay seven percent (7%) employee contribution. Such payments shall
be implemented pursuant to the provisions of Intemal Revenue Code 414 (h) (2)
providing for pre-tax employee contributions.

(C) The period for determining average salary for retirement benefits shall be the thirty six
(36) highest paid consecutive months.

(D) Specific procedures and policies governing the above shall be as in the Personnel
Rules and Personnel Administrative Orders.

For employees hired on or after January 1,2013 and considered a new member of CaIPERS,
the pension benefit shall be:

(A) PERS provides for two (2%) percent at age sixty-two (62) retirement benefits and
1959 Survivor Benefit Level 3.

(B) Employees shall pay 50% of the total normal cost of their pension benefit. Such
payments shall be implemented pursuant to the provisions of Intemal Revenue Code
414 (h) (2) providing for pre-tax employee contributions.

(C) The period for determining average salary for retirement benefits shall be the thirty six
(36) highest paid consecutive months.

ARTICLE 32. HEALTH, DENTAL, VISION INSURANCE

All employees in regular positions budgeted for forty (40) hours or more per pay period
shall be eligible to participate in the health, dental and vision programs authorized by the
City.
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The City agrees to make available the health, dental and vision benefits currently provided
for employees represented by MPNSA or any other program{s) mutually agreed upon by
the parties.

Employees may opt out of participation in the City's medical health plans if the employee
provides proof of coverage under another employer sponsored medical health insurance.
This option may only be exercised during the City's open enrollment period or within thirty
(30) days of a qualifying "life change" event as defined by the IRS. Employee's who opt out
of participation shall continue to participate in the City dental and vision plans. The
Chiropractic and Psychological Services plans are not available under the Opt-out option.
No cash payments will be made in-lieu of health coverage, but deferred compensation
contributions will be provided as designated below.

For new employees, eligibility for health, dental and vision insurance benefits shall start
with the beginning of the payroll period following completion of four (4) full pay periods.

The City shall contribute the following amounts bi-weekly (based on twenty-four (24) pay
periods) toward the combined total premium for health, dental and vision insurance plans;
the employee is responsible for the balance of the premium cost, if any.

(A) The City's total contribution towards employees with dependent coverage shall be
$525.00 bi-weekly ($1,050.00 monthly). This amount shall increase to $550 bi­
weekly ($1,100 monthly) effective January 1,2011.

The City's contribution for employees with dependent coverage shall not exceed the
actual premium amount for the lowest cost HMO (including dental and vision) offered
by the City, regardless of the health plan selected by the employee or the
contribution amounts listed above. For employees enrolled in the City-sponsored
High Deductible Health Plan, the City shall deposit any balance of the above
contribution not needed to pay for the employee's combined premiums into the
employee's Health Savings Account. Only in the event that an employee does not
qualify for enrollment into a Health Savings Account, the City shall deposit any
balance of the above contribution not needed to pay for the employee's combined
premium into the employee's deferred compensation account

(8) The City's total contribution towards employees without dependent coverage shall
be $298.00 bi-weekly ($596.00 monthly). This amount shall increase to $310.50 bi­
weekly ($621.00 monthly) effective January 1, 2011.

The City shall deposit to the employee's deferred compensation account any
balance of the above contributions not needed to pay for the combined total
premiums. For employees enrolled in the City-sponsored High Deductible Health
Plan, the City shall deposit any balance of the above contribution not needed to pay
for the employee's combined premiums, into the employee's Health Savings
Account Only in the event that an employee does not qualify for enrollment into a
Health Savings Account, the City shall deposit any balance of the above contribution
not needed to pay for the employee's combined premium into the employee's
deferred compensation account.
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(C) For employees who opt out of health coverage, the City shall pay $225.00 bi-weekly
($450.00 monthly). For employees who opt out of medical health coverage, the City
shall deposit to the employee's deferred compensation account an amount equal to
the remaining balance of the above contributions, if any, not needed to pay for the
dental and vision premium.

Employees in regular positions budgeted less than eighty (80) hours per pay period
or in job-shared positions, shall receive premium contributions on a pro-rated basis.

Except as otherwise required by law or this Memorandum, employees on leave
without pay in excess of forty (40) hours in a pay period shall not receive a
contribution from the City towards premium payment and coverage shall cease,
unless the premium is paid by the employee. Employees on leave without pay who
return to work shall have their health, dental, and vision insurance benefits
reinstated on the first day of the pay period following the employee's return to work.

Employees receiving Workers' Compensation temporary disability payments through
payroll shall continue to receive the City contribution towards health, dental, and
vision benefits.

The City shall continue an IRS Section 125 program for pre-tax deductions for the
employee share of health, dental and vision insurance premiums for un-reimbursed
health, dental and vision expenses and dependent care costs.

The City agrees to provide the benefits described in this Article subject to carrier
requirements. Selection of the insurance provider(s) shall be within the sole
discretion of the City.

The City's health plan year is January through December with open enrollment
occurring during the month of October.

ARTICLE 33. RETIREE HEALTH INSURANCE

(A) Eligible Employees hired before January 1, 2011 who retire from the City on or after
October 8,2013:

(1) Employees may elect on a one-time basis at retirement to purchase health,
dental and/or vision insurance under a City-authorized plan and are responsible
for all cost. Upon the death of a retired employee enrolled in one (1) of the
plans, surviving dependents actively enrolled in plan retain eligibility for
participation in the plans.

(2) The City's monthly contribution rate towards health, dental and vision insurance
for those retirees using sick leave hours accrued on or before October 7,2013
deposited to the grandfathered sick leave conversion bank shall be frozen and
not exceed the following amounts as needed to cover the cost of the premiums:

(a) Up to $1,100 for retires with dependent coverage.
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(b) Up to $621 for retirees without dependent coverage.

(4) If a retiree's health premium in any given month is less than the designated City
contribution, the excess contribution shall be applied on behalf of the retiree to
that month's premiums for dental and/or vision insurance, if the retiree has
elected these plans.

(5) Effective October 8, 2013, the City shall contribute to a Defined Contribution
retiree medical benefit plan for each eligible employee in the form of a deposit
into a Health Reimbursement Arrangement account. The City shall contribute for
each eligible full time employee twenty five dollars ($25.00) per month. For a full
time employee, this equates to a maximum of three hundred dollars ($300) per
year. Employees in regular positions budgeted less than eighty (80) hours per
pay period or job-shared positions, shall receive a pro-rated amount per month.

(8) Eligible Employees hired on or after January 1, 2011:

(1) Employees may elect on a one-time basis at retirement to purchase health, dental
and/or vision insurance under a City-authorized plan and are responsible for all
costs. Upon the death of a retired employee enrolled in one of the plans,
surviving dependents actively enrolled in plan retains eligibility for participation in
the plan.

(2) For employees hired on or after January 1, 2011, the City shall contribute to a
Defined Contribution retiree medical benefit plan for each eligible employee in the
form of a deposit into a Health Reimbursement Arrangement (HRA) account, as
described below:

(a) Eligibility: Regular full time employees and employees in regular
positions budgeted less than eighty (80) hours per pay period or job­
shared positions are eligible to receive a City HRA contribution, if they
have completed two (2) full years of continuous City regular service. If
an employee separates employment before meeting the eligibility
requirement, the employee shall receive no benefit.

(b) City Contribution:

(1) Initial Contribution: On the first pay period following completion of two
(2) full years of continuous City service, regular full time employees
shall receive a lump sum contribution of $2,400 deposited into an
HRA account established in their name. Employees in regular
positions budgeted less than eighty (80) hours per pay period or job­
shared positions, shall receive a pro-rated lump sum contribution
based on their hours worked.

(2) Regular City Contribution: After the initial contribution (defined
above) is made, the City shall contribute for each eligible full time
employee one hundred dollars ($100) per month. For a full time
employee, this equates to a maximum of $1,200 per year after the
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initial eligibility period is met. Employees in regular positions
budgeted less than eighty (80) hours per pay period or job-shared
positions shall receive a pro-rated amount per month. Employees
hired on or after January 1, 2011 and subject to this defined
contribution plan shall not be eligible for any sick leave conversion
towards retiree medical premiums of any sort. The City's contribution
under this section represents the entire contribution towards
employee retiree medical.

(C) Access to Account Balance:

(1) Participants may access the balance in their HRA account upon termination of
employment and attainment of age 50 or retirement from CalPERS Retirement
System, whichever is earlier.

(2) Participants may defer accessing the account balance to any time beyond the
earliest date described in (a).

(3) Amounts that remain in the account balance are available to reimburse the
participant for the same permitted medical expenses for the spouse and any other
dependent covered under the retiree medical plan subject to the limitations and
maximums as stipulated by law, however, federal regulations at this time do not
permit the inclusion of expenses for domestic partners.

(D) Survivors of eligible retirees with account balances:

(1) Spouses and eligible dependent children or dependent adults that are disabled
may continue to access account balances after the death of the retiree subject to
the limitations and maximums as stipulated by law.

(2) Domestic partners are not permitted access to the account balances of the
participant at this time by virtue of restrictions in the federal regulations that
govern these types of accounts.

(E) Forfeiture of account balance:

(1) If an active employee dies prior to retirement, the amount of account balance is
available to eligible spouses and dependents to reimburse them for medical
expenses permitted under the applicable section of the Internal Revenue code.

(2) Account balances in part or in total for active participants or retirees without any
eligible spouse or dependent or unused account balances after the death of the
last eligible spouse or dependent will be forfeited and returned to all other active
and retired participants in the form of a dividend allocated in direct proportion to
the amount to be distributed divided by the total account balance for all
participants applied to each individual account balance.

(F) This benefit will be subject to regulation under section 105(b) of the Intemal Revenue
Code and subject to revenue rulings for these types of plans as promulgated.
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ARTICLE 38. LAYOFF AND DEMOTION PROCEDURES UPON REDUCTION IN FORCE

When it becomes necessary through lack of work, lack of funds or for other reasons to
reduce the number of employees, the City shall prepare a layoff list by classification within
a department Within each job class, employees shall be laid off in the following order:
temporary, provisional, probationary, regular. The order of layoff shall then be based on
the City's needs, with particular regard for classification seniority and performance
evaluation reports. Classification Seniority is defined as the length of continuous service in
the current classification including higher classifications in the current department including
periods of authorized leaves of absence, which require a retirement contribution, and
including all periods as a full-time CETA and PEP employee. In the event of a break in
service, classification seniority shall restart upon rehire. In the event of a tie in classification
seniority, determination of seniority will be based first upon total exam score as used for
placement onto the City's position eligibility list during recruitment If a tie still exists,
determination will then be based upon total City service, and finality upon a review of
evaluation ratings until the tie is broken.

(A) Transfer, Demotion, Layoff

(1) Whenever there is a reduction in work force, the City shall first transfer the
employee to a vacancy in the same classification in the same department. If no
such vacancy exists, the employee may voluntarily transfer to a vacancy in the
department in a classification the employee previously held. If no such vacancy
exists, the employee may elect to demote to a vacancy, if any, in the next lower
class for which the employee who is scheduled for layoff meets the minimum
employment standards provided no other employee has greater rights to that
vacancy by virtue of having formerly held the classification or greater overall
seniority. All persons so demoted shall have their names placed on the
department classification reinstatement eligible list.

(2) If there are no vacant positions in the same or a lower class available in the
department, the City shall allow bumping from a higher to a lower classification
within a department An employee may bump into the next lowest class in the
employees current class series if the employee has greater overall seniority as
provided in paragraph (A). An employee may bump down to a classification
s/he previously held within the same department.

(3) If there are no vacant positions or bumping possibilities, the City shall layoff
employees within a department and classification. All persons laid off shall have
their names placed on the department classification reinstatement eligible list
for a period of two (2) years. Departments will be encouraged to consider
employees on a reinstatement list for vacancies, City-wide, for their specific
classification.

(8) An employee scheduled for demotion or layoff shall be given a minimum of fourteen
(14)-calendar days notice in writing. The notice shall state the effective date and
time of demotion or layoff.

(C) Names shall be placed on department classification reinstatement eligible lists in the
inverse order of layoff and seniority as defined in the introductory paragraph for this
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Article. Vacant positions within a classification shall first be offered to those on the
reinstatement list who meet the minimum employment standards for the vacant
position. The eligibility of individuals on the reinstatement list shall be for a period of
two (2) years from the date of demotion or layoff. Eligible individuals not responding
to written notification of an opening within fourteen (14) calendar days shall forfeit
their consideration for reinstatement to that opening.

(0) A reinstated employee shall be entitled to the following benefits:

(1) Prior sick leave accrual (unless sick leave was cashed-out in accordance
with the applicable rules).

(2) Seniority at time of layoff or demotion for purposes of determining merit
increases, vacation accruals and future reductions in the work force.

(3) A salary as nearly as possible equivalent to the salary range and step that
which the employee was receiving immediately prior to layoff or demotion. If
the employee chooses to be reinstated in a class at a lower salary range
than that held previously, the salary will be either equivalent to the salary
immediately prior to layoff or demotion or as close to the equivalent as the
new salary range allows.

(E) A person appointed from a reinstatement eligible list within six (6) months to the
same classification held prior to layoff or demotion, will obtain regular status upon
reinstatement, provided that they had completed probation in that class prior to layoff
or demotion. All other persons appointed from a reinstatement list shall serve a new
probationary period.

(F) Employees laid off shall be paid for all accrued vacation, holidays and overtime.
Accrued sick leave shall either be paid as provided for by the applicable rules, or
may remain on the books in event of reinstatement. If reinstatement does not occur
within two (2) years, sick leave shall be paid in accordance with the applicable rules
at the employee's hourly rate of pay at the time of layoff.

ARTICLE 46. CITY'S EEO PLAN

(A) The City and MPNSA agree that the provisions of this Memorandum shall be applied
without favor or discrimination based on race, color, ancestry, religion or creed, sex,
national origin, marital status, age (over 40), physical or mental disability or perceived
disability, medical condition, pregnancy-related condition, sexual orientation, gender
identity, gender expression or political affiliation or on any other basis prohibited by
applicable Federal and State law. They agree to recognize, respect and support the
City's commitment to nondiscrimination in employment as set forth in the City's Equal
Employment Opportunity Plan. MPNSA agrees to encourage its members to assist in
the implementation of that program.

(8) MPNSA agrees to and acknowledges its responsibility to fairly represent all employees
in the bargaining unit without regard to race, color, ancestry, religion or creed, sex,
national origin, marital status, age, physical or mental disability or perceived disability,
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medical condition, pregnancy-related condition, sexual orientation, gender identity,
gender expression, political affiliation, job classification or employment status.

(C) Because the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) requires accommodations for
individuals protected under the Act, and because these accommodations must be
determined on an individual, case-by-case basis, the parties agree that the provisions
of this Memorandum may require modification in order for the City to avoid
discrimination under the Act.

(D) MPNSA recognizes that the City has the legal obligation to meet with the individual
applicant/employee to be accommodated before any adjustment is made in working
conditions. MPNSA will be allowed to meet and consult with the City concerning the
proposed accommodations prior to implementation by the City.

Any accommodation provided to an individual protected by the ADA shall not
establish a past practice, nor shall it be cited or used as evidence of a past practice
in the grievance procedure.
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-320

RESOLUTION AMENDING A LABOR POLICY FOR PAYING AND
REPORTING THE VALUE OF EMPLOYER PAID MEMBER
CONTRIBUTIONS TO THE CALIFORNIA PUBLIC EMPLOYEES'
RETIREMENT SYSTEM (CALPERS) ON BEHALF OF EMPLOYEES
REPRESENTED BY THE MODESTO POLICE AND FIRE NON-SWORN
ASSOCIATION (MPNSA)

WHEREAS, by Resolution No 2012-16 adopted by the Council, the City adopted

a labor policy providing for Public Employees' Retirement System (PERS) employee

contributions to be paid by the City on behalf of employees and for reporting of

employer-paid normal member contributions to PERS as compensation, and

WHEREAS, the governing body ofthe City of Modesto has the authority to

implement Government Code Section 20636(c)(4) pursuant to Section 20691, and

WHEREAS, the governing body of the City of Modesto has a written labor policy

or agreement which specifically provides for the normal member contributions to be paid

by the employer, and reported as additional compensation, and

WHEREAS, one of the steps in the procedures to implement Section 20691 is the

adoption by the governing body ofthe City of Modesto ofa Resolution to commence

paying and reporting the value of said Employer Paid Member Contributions, and

WHEREAS, the governing body has the authority to amend all members in a

group or class of employment pursuant to Government Code Section 20691.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

as follows:

For all Miscellaneous employees represented by the Modesto Police and Fire

Non-Sworn Association the City ofModesto elects to pay zero percent (0%) ofthe
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normal member contribution. No payment shall be implemented pursuant to the

provisions of Section 20636(c)(4) of the California Government Code.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that this Resolution shall become effective on

September 10,2013.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that effective September 10,2013, Resolution

No. 2012-16 is hereby repealed in its entirety.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 3rd day of September, 2013, by Councilmember

Burnside, who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by

Councilmember Cogdill, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the

following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

By:
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Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Muratore,
Mayor Marsh

Lopez

None
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-321

RESOLUTION GRANTING ACCESS TO CLARATINA AVENUE, PROPERTY
LOCATED AT THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF MCHENRY AVENUE AND
CLARATINA AVENUE (,TWG MCHENRY, LLC)

WHEREAS, JWG McHenry, LLC has proposed a commercial center that

includes two automotive dealers and retail space with access from Claratina Avenue via a

slip ramp, property located at the southeast comer of McHenry Avenue and Claratina

Avenue, and

WHEREAS, Claratina Avenue is designated a Class B Expressway in the City's

General Plan, and

WHEREAS, a Class B Expressway is a high volume roadway where access is

controlled and limited to encourage traffic flow and overall operational viability of

expressways in the community, and

WHEREAS, Section V(B)(5)(C) ofthe General Plan includes policies limiting

access to expressways and requires City Council approval for non-residential uses to

directly access Class B or Class C expressways, and

WHEREAS, said matter was considered by the City Council at a duly noticed

public hearing which was held on September 3, 2013, at 5:30 p.m., in the Tenth Street

Place Chambers located at 10 10 Tenth Street, Modesto, California,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City ofModesto

that it hereby finds and determines as follows:

1. The economic purposes are clearly restricted by denial of access to a particular
parcel because absent the Claratina Expressway access, access from major streets
would only be limited to one of four directions (northbound McHenry), and this
would create a substantial economic detriment to the property and will continue to
frustrate its development.
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2. There are either no or only highly restrictive alternative access solutions available
to a particular parcel under consideration because based upon the distance
between Grecian Avenue and the Pelandale/Claratina Expressway on McHenry
Avenue, McHenry Avenues designation as a state route and Caltran's ability to
limit access, the project's access from a major street could otherwise be limited to
one right-inlright-out mid-block access driveway along McHenry Avenue.

3. The economic benefit derived from development of the remnant (infill) parcel
override the need to limit access to that parcel because development with an auto
dealership and other commerciaVretail type uses will provide economic benefits
to the City, which include: employment, property tax value increase, sales tax
revenue, and the improvement of street frontages, allowing better movement of
goods and services.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Modesto that it

hereby approves access to Claratina Avenue for property located at the southeast comer

of McHenry Avenue and Claratina Avenue subject to the following conditions:

1. Prior to issuance ofan encroachment or building permit for work related
to the slip ramp, the developer shall receive approval of an access
agreement from the City Council and approval of the slip ramp design
from the City Engineer.

2. The property owner and developer shall, at thy}r}ole expense, defend,
indemnifY and hold harmless the City of Modesto, its agents, officers,
directors and employees, from and against all claims, actions, damages,
losses, or expenses of every type and description, including but not limited
to payment of attorneys' fees and costs, by reason of, or arising out of, this
development approval. The obligation to defend, indemnifY and hold
harmless shall include but is not limited to any action to arbitrate, attack,
review, set aside, void or annul this development approval on any grounds
whatsoever. The City of Modesto shall promptly notifY the developer of
any such claim, action, or proceeding and shall cooperate fully in the
defense.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 3rd day of September, 2013, by Councilmember

Burnside, who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by

Councilmember Lopez, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the

following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

By:
SUSAN
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Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-322

RESOLUTION FINDING THAT THE FOLLOWING SUBSEQUENT PROJECT
IS WITHIN THE SCOPE OF THE PROJECT COVERED BY THE MODESTO
URBAN AREA GENERAL PLAN MASTER ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
REPORT (SCH NO. 2007072023): CLARATINA AVENUE AUTOMOTIVE
DEALERSHIPS (JWG MCHENRY, LLC)

WHEREAS, on October 14,2008, the City Council of the City of Modesto

certified the Final Master Environmental Impact Report ("Master EIR") (SCH No.

2007072023) for the Modesto Urban Area General Plan, and

WHEREAS, JWG McHenry, LLC has proposed commercial center with two

automotive dealers and retail space, property located at the southeast comer of McHenry

Avenue and Claratina Avenue, and

WHEREAS, pursuant to Section 21157.1 of the Public Resources

Code, the City of Modesto's Community & Economic Development Department

prepared an Environmental Assessment Initial Study EAlC&ED 2013-15 ("Initial

Study") which analyzed whether the subsequent project may cause any significant effect

on the environment that was not examined in the Master EIR and whether the subsequent

project was described in the Master EIR as being within the scope of the report, and

WHEREAS, in accordance with CEQA guidelines beginning on August 14, 2013,

the City caused to be published a 20-day notice of the City's intent to make a finding that

the subsequent project conforms with the Master EIR, and

WHEREAS, said matter was considered by the City Council at a duly noticed

public hearing which was held on September 3, 2013, at 5:30 p.m., in the Tenth Street

Place Chambers located at 1010 Tenth Street, Modesto, California,
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NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that the Council has reviewed and considered the Initial Study prepared for the proposed

Claratina Avenue Automotive Dealerships, a copy of which is attached hereto as

Exhibit"A", and incorporated herein by reference, and based on substantial evidence in

the Initial Study makes the following findings:

1. An Initial Study was prepared by the City of Modesto that analyzed
whether the subsequent project may cause any significant effect on the
environment that was not examined in the Master EIR and whether the
subsequent project was described in the Master ErR as being within the
scope of the report.

2. The subsequent project will have no additional significant effect on the
environment, as defined in subdivision (d) of Section 21158 of the Public
Resources Code, that was not identified in the Master EIR.

3. No new or additional mitigation measures or alternatives are required.

4. The subsequent project is within the scope ofthe project covered by the
Master EIR.

5. All applicable policies, regulations, and mitigation measures identified in
the Master EIR have been applied to the subsequent project or otherwise
made conditions of approval of the subsequent project.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto that the

Community & Economic Development Director is hereby authorized and directed to file

a notice of approval or determination within five (5) business days with the Stanislaus

County Clerk pursuant to Section 21152 of the Public Resources Code.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 3rd day of September, 2013, by Councilmember

Burnside, who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by

Councilmember Lopez, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the

following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:
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Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None
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City of Modesto
Master ErR Initial Study Environmental Checklist

1. PURPOSE

CEQA allows for the limited environmental review of subsequent projects under the City's Master
Environmental Impact Report (,Master EIR" or "MEIR"). This Initial Study Environmental Checklist
\'Initial Study") is used in determining whether Infiniti Automotive Dealership is "within the scope" of
the project analyzed in the Modesto Urban Area General Plan Master EIR (SCH# 2007072023) (Public
Resources Code section 21157.1). When the Initial Study supports this conclusion, the City will issue
a finding of conformance.

A subsequent project is "within the scope" of the Master EIR when:

1. it will have no additional significant effects on the environment that were not addressed as
significant effects in the Master EIR; and

2. no new or additional mitigation measures or alternatives are required.

"Additional Significant effects" means a project-specific effect that was not addressed as a significant
effect in the Master EIR. [Public Resources Code Section 21158(d)]

The determination must be based on substantial evidence in the record. "Substantial evidence"
means facts, reasonable assumptions predicated upon facts, or expert opinion based on facts. It
does not include speculation or unsubstantiated opinion. (CEQA Guidelines Section 15384)

II. PROJECT DESCRIPTION

A. Title: Infiniti Automotive Dealership

B. Address or Location: Southeast corner of McHenry Avenue and Claratina Avenue (APN(s) 082-
010-008 and 082-010-003

C. Applicant: JWG McHenry, LLC; c/o John McSherry 4460 McHenry Avenue, Modesto, CA 95356

D. City Contact Person: David Wage, Associate Planner
Project Manager: David Wage
Department: Community and Economic Development
Phone Number: (209) 577-5267
E-mail address:dwage@modestogov.com

E. Current General Plan Designation(s): Regional Commercial

F. Current Zoning Classification(s): SpeCific Plan

G. Surrounding Land Uses:
North: Commercial (Automotive Dealership)
South: Residential (Mobile Home Park)
East: Residential (Single Family)
West: Commercial (Donation Center)
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H. Project Description, including the project type listed in Section ILC (Anticipated Future
Projects) of the Master EIR:

The project includes construction of two single-story 14,500 square-foot auto dealerships and
a 21,000 square-foot retail building at the southeast corner of McHenry Avenue and Claratina
Avenue. A new driveway on McHenry Avenue (SR 108) is proposed. A slip ramp along the
Claratina Avenue project frontage would allow eastbound cars on Claratina Avneue to enter
the site; however cars would not be allowed to directly exit onto Claratina Avenue. The
existing improvements at the southeast corner would be reconstructed to accommodate a
right turn lane, pedestrian traffic island, relocation of the traffic signal and install curb, gutter
and Sidewalk.

Development of the site would also include onsite paving to accommodate driveways, drive
aisles, customer parking, and sales inventory. Onsite landscaping will be provided in
accordance with City Standards. Stormwater will drain to an existing storm drainage basin to
the southeast of the project site in the Coffee-Claratina Specific Plan area.

L other Public Agencies Whose Approval is Required:

• caltrans
• San Francisco Public Utilities Commission

III. FINDINGS/DETERMINATION (SELECT ONE ON THE BASIS OF THE ANALYSIS
IN SECTION IV)

1. l Within the Scope - The project is within the scope of the Master EIR and no new
environmental document or Public Resources Code Section 21081 findings are required. All of
the following statements are found to be true:

A. The subsequent project will have no additional significant effect on the environment,
as defined in subdivision (d) of Section 21158 of the Public Resources Code, that was
not identified in the Master EIR.

B. No new or additional mitigation measures or alternatives are required.

C. The subsequent project is within the scope of the project covered by the Master EIR.

D. All applicable poliCies, regulations, and mitigation measures identified in the Master EIR
have been applied to the subsequent project or otherwise made conditions of approval
of the subsequent project.

2. __ Mitigated Negative Declaration Required - On the basis of the above determinations,
the project is not within the scope of the Master EIR. A mitigated negative declaration will be
prepared for the project. The following statements are all found to be true:

A. The subsequent project is within the scope of the project covered by the Master EIR.

B. All applicable poliCies, regulations, and mitigation measures identified in the Master EIR
have been applied to the subsequent project or otherwise made conditions of approval
of the subsequent project.
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C. The project will have one or more potential new significant effects on the environment
that were not addressed as significant effects in the Master EIR. New or additional
mitigation measures are being required of the project that will reduce the effects to a
less-than-significant level.

3.__ Focused EIR Required- On the basis of the above determinations, the project is not within
the scope of the Master EIR. A Focused EIR will be prepared for the project. All of the
following statements are found to be true:

A. The subsequent project is within the scope of the project covered by the Master EIR.

B. All applicable policies, regulations, and mitigation measures identified in the Master EIR
have been applied to the subsequent project or otherwise made conditions of approval
of the subsequent project.

The project will have one or more new significant effects on the environment that were
not addressed as significant effects in the Master EIR. New or additional mitigation
mea ures or alternatives are required as a result.

Project Manager TItle
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4. Within the Scope Analysis of this Document:

The Master EIR allows projects to be found within the scope of the MEIR if certain criteria are met. If
the following statements are found to be true for all 21 impact categories included in this Initial
Study, then the proposed project is addressed by the MEIR analysis and is within the scope of the
MEIR. Any "No" response must be discussed.

YES NO

(1) The lead agency for subsequent projects shall be the City of Modesto or a responsible [2J 0agency identified in the Master EIR.

(2) City poliCies which reduce, avoid, Or mitigate environmental effects will continue to be in
effect and, therefore, would be applied to subsequent projects where appropriate. The
policies are described in the list of polides in place and mitigation measures attached to [2J 0
the Initial Study template. Project impacts would be mitigated to a less-than-significant
level using MEIR mitigations only.

(3) Federal, State, regional, and Stanislaus County regulations do not change in a manner
that is less restrictive on development than current law (i.e., would not offer the same [2J 0
level of protection assumed under the Master EIR).

(4) No specific information concerning the known or potential presence of significant
resources is identified in future reports, or through formal or informal input received from [2J 0
responsible or trustee agendes or other qualified sources.

(5) The development will occur within the boundaries of the City's planning area as
[2J 0established in this Urban Area General Plan.

(6) Development within the project will comply with all appropriate mitigation measures
lS1 0contained and enumerated in the 2008 General Plan Master EIR.

5. Currency of the Master EIR Document

The MEIR should be reviewed on a regular basis to determine its currency, and whether additional
analYSis/mitigation should be incorporated into the MEIR via a Supplemental or Subsequent EIR
(CEQA Section 21157.6). Staff has reviewed Sections 1 through 21 of this document in light of the
criteria listed below to determine whether the MEIR is current. The analysis contained within the
Master EIR is current as long as the following circumstances have not changed. Any "no" response
must be explained.

YES NO

(1) Certification of the General Plan Master EIR occurred less than five years prior to the [2J 0filing of the application for this subsequent project.

(2) This project is described in the Master EIR and its approval will not affect the adequacy
of the Master EIR for any subsequent project because the City can make the following [2J 0
findings:

(a) No substantial changes have occurred with respect to the circumstances under which [2J 0the Master EIR was certified.

(b) No new information, which was not known and could not have been known at the time [2J 0the Master EIR was certified as complete, has become available.

(c) Policies remain in effect which require site-specific mitigation, and avoidance or other [2J 0mitigation of impacts as a prerequisite to future development.
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IV. ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS

This Initial Study, in accordance with Section 21157.1(b) of the Public Resources Code, discloses
whether the proposed project may cause any project-specific significant effect on the environment
that was not examined in the Final Master EIR (MEIR) for the General Plan and whether new or
additional mitigation measures or alternatives may be required as a result The Initial Study thereby
documents whether or not the project is "within the scope" of the Master EIR.

Pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21157.1, no new environmental document or findings are
necessary for projects that are determined to be within the scope of the MEIR. Adoption of the
findings specified in Section IIL1, above after completion of the Initial Study fulfills the City's
obligation in that situation.

All environmental effects cited reflect 2025 conditions resulting from the Urban Area General Plan, as
identified in the Master EIR.

The environmental impact analysis in the Master EIR for the Urban Area General Plan is organized in
twenty-one subject areas. The following analysis is based on the impact analyses contained in
Chapter V of the Master EIR. For ease of reference, the sections are numbered in the same order as
the analyses in Chapter V.
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1. TRAFfIC AND CIRCULATION

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Master EIR discloses the following residual significant and unavoidable traffic and circulation
impacts expected after application of mitigations/policies:

Direct Impacts

Effect: Increased automobile traffic will result in roadway segments (see MEIR on Table 1-7, pages
V-1-32 to V-1-34) operating at LOS D, Modesto's significance threshold for automobile traffic, or
lower (LOS E or F).

Effect: The substantial increase in traffic relative to the existing load and capacity of the street
system will cause, either individually or cumulatively, the violation of automobile service standards
established by StanCOG's Congestion Management Plan for designated roads and highways.

Effect: A sUbstantial increase in automobile vehicle miles traveled and automobile vehicle hours of
travel and a decrease in average automobile vehicle speed (see MEIR Table 1-6, page V-1-31).

Cumulative Impacts

Effect: Potential for growth inducement or acceleration of development resulting from highway and
local road projects.

Effect: Substantial increase in traffic in relation to the existing traffic load and capacity of the street
system, including a violation, either individually or cumulatively, of an automobile LOS standard
established by the Congestion Management Plan for designated roads and highways.

Effect: Increased demand for capacity-enhancing alterations to existing roads or automobile traffic
reduction.

Other impact categories affected by Traffic and Circulation are addressed throughout this Initial Study
(see also Section 2, Degradation of Air Quality; Section 3, Generation of Noise; Section 7 Loss of
Sensitive Wildlife and Plant Habitat; Section 8, Disturbance of Archaeological/Historic Sites; Section 14
Increased Demand for Fire Services; Section 18, Energy; Section 19, Visual Resources; Section 20,
Land Use and Planning, and Section 21, Climate Change).

b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

Traffic and Circulation mitigation measures pertinent to this project are found on MEIR pages V-1-9
through V-1-28. All mitigation measures appropriate to the project, including any new measures, will
be incorporated into or made conditions of approval of this project and are listed in Section V,
Mitigation Measures Applied to Project.

Discussion:

The project does not require mitigation measures from the MEIR. No new or additional mitigation
measures or alternatives are required to reduce project impacts to a less-than-significant level.
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c. Project-Specific Effects

Section V-loB of the Master ErR provides analysis of Traffic and Circulation impacts of development of
the General Plan, the following is an analysis of whether the proposed project would result in a new,
significant, project-specific effect not disclosed in the Master ErR.

Significance Criteria: A subsequent development project will have a new significant effect on the
environment if it would exceed the following criteria:

Potentially
Significant

Impact

1. TRAFFIC AND CIRCULATION

1) The proposed project exceeds traffic generation
assumptions in the Master EIR for the site by 100
trips or more and City Engineering and

0Transportation staff has determined that the project
would have additional potentially significant project-
specific effects that are not avoided or reduced by
the Master EIR's mitigation measures.

2) Exceed, either individually or cumulatively, a
level of service standard established by the county 0
congestion management agency for designated
roads or highways?

3) The proposed project would cause additional
roadway segments in the General Plan area to
exceed LOS D and/or cause additional violations of
standards in the Congestion Management Plan, 0
and/or cause an increase in automobile vehicle
miles or vehicle hours of travel or a decrease in
automobile travel speed, as compared to the
impacts disclosed in the Master EIR.

4) The proposed project would cause emergency
response times to exceed acceptable standards

0established by the Fire Department, as compared to
impacts disclosed in the Master EIR (see Section 14,
Increased Demand for Rre Services).

5) The proposed project would result in less parking
0than required by the Municipal Code or as

determined by staff.

6) The proposed project would conflict with adopted
policies, plans, or programs that support alternative
transportation, including, but not limited to the

0Regional Transportation Plan, the Sustainable
Communities Strategy, the Bicycle Action Plan, and
so on.
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0 0 [g]
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less Than
Significant

Potentially with less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No

Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
-

7) The proposed project would result in an increase
in automobile vehicle miles traveled on a per capita 0 0 D ~
basis, in excess of that considered in the Urban
Area General Plan MEIR.

Discussion:

(1 & 3) No Impact: The proposed project is consistent with the General Designation and the traffic
volumes assumed in the MIER. The project will not result in an increase 100 additional trips
than what was assumed in the MIER (Regional Commercial) or degradation below LOS D and
therefore no new mitigation measures are necessary.

(2) No Impact: The project would not generate enough traffic to individually or cumulatively
exceed as level of service standard established by the County congestion management agency
for roads or highways.

(4) No Impact: Police and Fire Staff have reviewed this proposal and have indicated that there is
no emergency access problem.

(5) No Impact: The project will provide 69 parking spaces which exceeds the Municipal Code
Standard of one space for every three hundred square-feet. City staff has reviewed the
project and determined the project has provided sufficient parking for the proposed
automotive dealership.

(6) No Impact: The proposed project has been reviewed by Traffic, Planning and Transit staff
and would not conflict with any adopted plans for alternative transportation. A bus turnout
will be accommodated along the Ciaratina Avenue frontage.

(7) No Impact: The proposed project is would not result in an increase in energy consumption in
excess of what was considered in the Urban Area General Plan.

2. DEGRADATION OF AIR QUAUTY

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Master EIR discloses the following residual significant and unavoidable air quality impacts
expected after application of mitigations/policies:

Direct Impacts

Effect: Expected automobile traffic will result in increased operational emissions of reactive organic
gases (RaG) and oxides of nitrogen (NOx) (see MEIR Table 2-8, page V-2-27).

Effect: Expected automobile traffic will result in increased emiSSions of particulate matter 10 microns
or less (PM lO) and 2.5 microns or less in diameter (PM2.s) (see MEIR Table 2-8, page V-2-27).
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Effect: Expected automobile traffic will result in increased carbon monoxide (CO) levels in the project
area (see MEIR Table 2-7, page V-2-26, and Table 2-8, page V-2-27).

Cumulative Impacts

The Master EIR indicates the same impacts identified as direct impacts above will contribute to
regional impacts on air quality for the criteria pollutants ROG, NOx, PMlO, and PM,.5'

b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

Air quality mitigation measure(s) pertinent to the proposed project are found on pages V-2-13
through V-2-24 of the Master EIR. All mitigation measures appropriate to the project will be
incorporated into or made conditions of approval of this project and are listed in Section V, Mitigation
Measures Applied to Project:

MEIRAQ-20
To be consistent with the SJVAPCD's Air Quality Guidelines for General Plans, the City of Modesto
should determine air quality impacts using analysis methods and significance thresholds
recommended by the SJVAPCD. (General Plan POlicy VII-H.2 [n])

MEIRAQ-26
Review of new development shall be coordinated with SJVAPCD's staff to ensure all projects subject
to the SJVAPCD rule 9510 (Indirect Source Review) comply fully with the rule. This rule fulfills the
SJVAPCD's emission reduction commitments in the PM10 and Ozone Attainment Plans through design
features and onsite approval for a development project, or any portion thereof, which upon full
buildout will include any of the following:

• 50 residential units
• 2,000 square feet of commercial space
• 25,000 square feet of light industrial space
• 100,000 square feet of heavy industrial space
• 20,000 square feet of medical office space
• 39,000 square feet of general office space
• 9,000 square feet of educational space
• 10,000 square feet of government space
• 20,000 square feet of recreational space
• 9,000 square feet of space not identified above. (General Plan Policy Vn-H.2[u])

MEIR AQ-40
The City of Modesto shall require all access roads, driveways, and parking areas serving new
commercial and industrial development are to be constructed with materials that minimize particulate
emissions in accordance with the requirements of SJVAPCD Regulation VIII and are appropriate to
the scale and intensity of the use.

SJVUAPCD Regulation VIII Control Measures for Construction Emissions of PM-lO. The following
controls are required to be implemented at all construction sites.

MEIRAQ-42
All disturbed areas, including storage piles, which are not being actively utilized for construction
purposes, shall be effectively stabilized of dust emissions using water, chemical
stabilizer/suppressant, covered with a tarp or other suitable cover or vegetative ground cover.
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MEIRAQ-43
All on-site unpaved roads and off-site unpaved access roads shall be effectively stabilized of dust
emissions using water or chemical stabilizer/suppressant.

MEIRAQ-44
All land clearing, grubbing, scraping, excavation, land leveling, grading, cut & fill, and demolition
activities shall be effectively controlled of fugitive dust emissions utilizing application of water or by
presoaking.

MEIRAQ-46
When materials are transported off-site, all material shall be covered, or effectively wetted to limit
visible dust emissions, and at least six inches of freeboard space from the top of the container shall
be maintained.

MEIRAQ-47
All operations shall limit or expeditiously remove the accumulation of mud or dirt from adjacent public
streets at the end of each workday. (the use of dry rotary brushes is expressly prohibited except
where preceded or accompanied by sufficient wetting to limit the visible dust emissions.) (Use of
blower devices is expressly forbidden.)

MEIRAQ-48
Following the addition of materials to, or the removal of materials from, the surface of outdoor
storage piles, said piles shall be effectively stabilized of fugitive dust emissions utilizing sufficient
water or chemical stabilizer/suppressant.

MEIRAQ-49
Within urban areas, track out shall be immediately removed when it extends 50 or more feet from the
site and at the end of each workday.

MEIRAQ-50
Any site with 150 or more vehicle trips per day shall prevent carryout and track out.

The following measures should be implemented at construction sites when required to mitigate
significant PM10 impacts(note, these measures are to be implemented in addition to Regulation VIII
requirements):

MEIRAQ-51
Limit traffic speeds on unpaved roads to 15 mph; and

MEIRAQ-52
Install sandbags or other erosion control measures to prevent silt runoff to public roadways from sites
with a slope greater than one percent (1%).

MEIRAQ-53
Install wheel washers for all exiting trucks, or wash off all trucks and equipment leaving the site.

MEIRAQ-54
Install wind breaks at windward side(s) of construction areas.

MEIRAQ-55
Suspend excavation and grading activity when winds exceed 20 mph. Regardless of windspeed, an
owner/operator must comply with Regulation VIII's 20 percent (20%) opacity limitation.
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MEIRAO-56
Limit the area subject to excavation, grading and other construction activity at anyone time.

c. Project-Specific Effects

Section V-2.B of the Master EIR is the analysis of air quality impacts resulting from development of
the Urban Area General Plan. The following is an analysis of whether the proposed project would
result in a new, significant, project -specific effect not analyzed in the Master EIR.

Significance Criteria: Detenmination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds. The
project-specific effects will be less than significant unless:

Less Than
Significant

Potentially with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No

Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

2. DEGRADATION OF AIR QUALITY

1) The proposed project exceeds the project-level
emissions thresholds established for CO, ROG, NO",
PM", and PM25 by the San Joaquin Valley Air

0 0 !2;J 0Pollution Control District (SJVUAPCD) and is not
consistent with the development assumptions for
the project site, as established in the Urban Area
General Plan and Master ErR.

2) The proposed project does not incorporate the
0 0 0 !2;Jbest management practices established by the

SJVAPCD for CO, ROG, NO., PM", and PM,5.

3) The proposed project does not comply with the
0 0 0 !2;Jair quality policies in the Modesto Urban Area

General Plan.

4) The proposed project would expose sensitive
receptors to pollutant concentrations in excess of 0 0 !2;J 0those expected to occur as a result of
implementation of the Urban Area General Plan.

S) The proposed project would create objectionable 0 0 !2;J 0odors affecting a substantial number of people.

Discussion:

(1) less Than Significant Impact: A project such as this was anticipated in the General Plan
Master EIR. The project site is within the City's boundary at the time the Master EIR was updated
in 2008. The site is designated for Regional Commercial in the General Plan. The traffic and air
quality analYSis in the MIER assumed this site would be developed with Regional Commercial
Uses. The project is consistent with the development assumptions in the MEIR.

In accordance with MEIR Mitigation Measure MEIR AQ-26, the project was routed to the San
Joaquin Valley Unified Air Pollution Control District (SJVUAPCD) for comments. The District
indicated the project specific emission of criteria pollutants (CO, ROG, NOx) are not expected
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to exceed District thresholds. Therefore the project would have not have a significant adverse
impact on air quality.

(2) No Impact: Since the project exceeds more than 2,000 square feet in floor area, the project
is subject to SJVAPCD rule 9510 (Indirect Source Review). This rule fulfills the SJVAPCD's
emiSSion reduction commitments in the PM10 and Ozone Attainment Plans through design
features or by payment of applicable off-site mitigation fees.

(3) No Impact: Applicable General Plan Policies will be applied to the project; therefore, project­
specific effects will be less than significant for this impact (see mitigation measures above).

(4) Less Than Significant Impact: The automotive dealership use is not a significant
contributor to air pollution levels. The nearest sensitive uses are the residences to the south
and east of the Site. The primary source of air pollution associated with the development
would be traffic related. Since the traffic impacts are within the scope of the MEIR, so are the
traffic-related air quality impacts. The PM10 emissions created through construction activities
will be mitigated as called for by the MEIR with the mitigation measure listed above.

(5) Less Than Significant Impact: The proposed project will not produce objectionable odors.
Construction related odors generated from equipment will be mitigated to a less than
significant level with the incorporation of MEIR mitigation measures. All automotive repair
activities will be conducted indoors.

3. GENERATION Of NOISE

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Master ErR discloses the following residual Significant and unavoidable noise impacts expected
after application of mitigations/policies:

Direct Impacts

Effect: Future automobile traffic noise levels and roadway construction and maintenance activities
resulting from development of the Urban Area General Plan will exceed the City's noise thresholds at
various locations, but particularly in areas adjacent to heavily traveled roadways (see MEIR Table 3-3,
page V-3-10, and Figure VII-2 and Table 3-6, pages V-3-18 and V-3-19).

Effect: Expected noise from airport operations and airport construction projects may expose up to
468 dwellings and three churches to noise levels of 65 dB CNEL and up to eight dwellings to noise
levels of 70 dB CNEL.

Effect: Expose noise-sensitive land uses to noise from the construction of bicycle and tranSit projects.

Effect: Expose noise-sensitive land uses to noise from freight and passenger rail operations.

Cumulative Impacts

Effect: Traffic from development in the City of Modesto would, when combined with traffic from new
development in the County and other cities, contribute to a cumulative increase in roadside noise
levels on major roads and highways throughout Stanislaus County.

City of Modesto
General Plan Master EIR 12

Initial Study EA No. 2013-15
May 29,2013



b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

Noise policies and mitigation measures pertinent to the project being analyzed in this Initial Study are
found on pages V-3-11 through V-3-1S of the Master EIR. All mitigation measures appropriate to the
project will be incorporated into or made conditions of approval of this project and any new measures
are listed in Section V, Mitigation Applied to Project.

Discussion:

The mitigation measure to be applied to this project includes N-3 from the Master EIR. No new or
additional mitigation measures or alternatives are required to reduce project impacts to a less-than­
significant level.

c. Project-Specific Effects

Section V-3.B of the MEIR discloses noise impacts resulting from development of the Urban Area
General Plan. The following is an analysis of whether the proposed project would result in a new,
significant, project -specific effect not analyzed in the Master ErR.

Significance Criteria: Determination of the proposed project's effects are based on the following
thresholds. Project-specific effects will be less than significant unless:

Less Than
Significant

Potentially with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No

Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

3. GENERATION OF NOISE

1) The proposed project will exceed the standards
0 0 [gJ 0for noise level and hours of operation established by

the Modesto noise ordinance.

2) The proposed project will not comply with the
0 0 [gJ 0noise poliCies of, or otherwise be inconsistent with,

the Modesto Urban Area General Plan.

3) The proposed project will result in an increase in
0 0 [gJ 0ambient noise levels in the project vicinity above

those disclosed in the Master EIR.

4) The proposed project will result in a substantial
temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise

0 0 [gJ 0levels in the project vicinity above levels disclosed in
the Master ErR implementation of the Urban Area
General Plan.

Discussion:
(1,2,3) Less Than Significant Impact: The project is consistent with the noise poliCies of the

General Plan. General Plan MEIR Mitigation Measure N-7 requires non-residential development
to demonstrate that the project will incorporate measures to reduce noise impacts to a less
than significant level.
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Some land uses are considered more sensitive to noise levels than others due to the amount of
noise exposure (in terms of both exposure duration and insulation from noise) and the types of
activities typically associated with the uses. ReSidences, motels and hotels, schools, libraries,
churches, hospitals, nursing homes, auditoriums, and parks and other outdoor recreation
areas generally are more sensitive to noise than are commercial (other than lodging
facilities) and industrial land uses.

The General plan sets a noise threshold of 65 dBA, Ldn for single-family residential uses
measured at the outdoor activity areas (backyards). The nearest sensitive receptors are the
residences approximately 250 feet to the southeast of the project site. The proposed
commercial building is not anticipated to generate noise levels that exceed the 65dBA
threshold for sensitive receptors. Business activities will be conducted indoors with the
exception of loading operations and traffic coming and going from the site. There will be
automotive repair activity occurring onsite however the repair bays are all indoors, which will
minimize noise traveling to any sensitive receptors offsite. There is an existing eight-foot-tall
wall separating the site from the residential development to the southeast, which will further
assist with the attenuation of sound. The project does not create a significant noise impact.

(4) less Than Significant Impact: The project will not result in a substantial temporary or
periodiC increase in ambient noise levels in the project vicinity. There will be some
construction related noise, but the noise mitigation measure N-3 which requires compliance
with the noise ordinance and limits construction related noise impacts has been incorporated.

4. EffECTS ON AGRICULTURAL LANDS

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Master EIR discloses the following residual Significant and unavoidable impacts on agricultural
lands expected after application of mitigations/policies:

Direct Impacts

Effect: Between 1995 and 2025, development of the Urban Area General Plan may convert up to
approximately 26,000 acres of farmland in various categories in the Planned Urbanizing Area to urban
uses.

Effect: Approximately 1,200 acres of urban development along a 28.5-mile boundary 350 feet wide
between urban and agricultural uses could be affected by continued agricultural operations, including
noise, dust, and chemical overspray or drift.

Cumulative Impacts

Effect: Growth within Modesto's planning area would contribute considerably to the loss of
agricultural land within Stanislaus County, accounting for the conversion of as much as approximately
26,000 acres of farmland in various categories in the Planned Urbanizing Area from 1995 to 2025.

b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Pertinent to the Project

Agricultural land mitigation measures pertinent to the proposed project are found on pages V-4-6 to
and V-4-8 of the Master EIR. All mitigation measures appropriate to the project and any new
mitigation to be incorporated into or made conditions of approval of this project are listed in Section
V, Mitigation Applied to Project.
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Discussion:

No mitigation measures from the Master ErR are required. No new or additional mitigation measures
or alternatives are required to reduce project impacts to a less-than-significant level.

c. Project-Specific Effects

Section V-4.B of the Master ErR discloses the impacts resulting from the implementation of the Urban
Area General Plan on agricultural lands. The following is an analysis of whether the proposed project
would result in a new, Significant, project -specific effect not previously analyzed in the Master ErR.

Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds. The
project-specific effects will be less than significant unless:

Less Than
Significant

Potentially with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No

Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

4. EFFECTS ON AGRICULTURAL LANDS

1) The proposed project is inconsistent with the
0 0 0 ~Urban Area General Plan's policies relating to

agricultural land.

2) The proposed project will either directly or
indirectly result in the development of land outside 0 0 0 ~
the 2008 Urban Area General Plan's planning area
boundary.

3) The proposed project will conflict with existing
0 0 0 ~zoning for agricultural use, or there is an existing

Williamson Act contract on the project site.

4) The proposed project will involve other changes
in the existing environment not anticipated in the

0 0 0 ~Master EIR which, due to their location or nature,
could result in conversion of farmland to non-
agricultural use.

Discussion:

(I) No Impact: The project is consistent with the General Plan land use policies. It is an infill
project proposed within the urbanized area of the City. The site is currently vacant and no
agricultural land will be converted for the development of the proposed projects.

(2) No Impact: The project is within the Baseline-Developed area of the City and therefore will
not result in the development of land outside the 2008 planning area boundaries.

(3) No Impact: The project site is not zoned for agriculture nor is it under Williamson Act
contract.

(4) No Impact: The project will not involve changes to the existing environment that could result
in the conversion of farmland to non-agricultural uses. The General Plan deSignates the
property as Regional Commercial. The adjacent property is also designated Regional
Commercial.
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5. INCREASED DEMAND FOR LONG-TERM WATER SUPPLIES

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Master ErR discloses the following residual significant and unavoidable impacts on long-term
water supplies expected after application of mitigations/policies:

Direct Impacts

Effect: No residual significant direct impacts have been disclosed in the Master ErR.

Cumulative Impacts

Effect: Operational yields of the Modesto and Turlock subbasins, both of which underlie the City of
Modesto, are unknown, although the City is participating in a study with the United States Geological
Survey in order to quantify the operational yields of both subbasins. Groundwater withdrawals from
both basins by the City, when combined with other users' withdrawals, may result in overdrafting
both subbasins.

Effect: Despite available options, during drought years, significant water shortages are forecast for
the San Joaquin River baSin, which includes both the Modesto and Turlock subbasins, by 2020.
Modesto would make a cumulatively considerable contribution to the cumulative impact on water
supply under drought conditions.

b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

Water supply mitigation measures pertinent to the proposed project are found on pages V-S-6
through V-S-12 of the Master ErR. All mitigation measures appropriate to the project to be
incorporated into or made conditions of approval of this project are listed in Section V, Mitigation
Measures Applied to Project.

Discussion:

No mitigation measures from the Master ErR are required. No new or additional mitigation measures
or alternatives are required to reduce project impacts to a less-than-significant level.

c. Project-Specific Effects

Section V-S.B of the Master ErR discloses impacts on long-term water supplies resulting from
implementation of the Urban Area General Plan. The following is an analysis of whether the proposed
project would result in a new, Significant, project-specific effect not disclosed in the Master ErR.

Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds. The
project-specific effects will be less than significant unless:
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Less Than
Significant

Potentially with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No

Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
-

S. INCREASED DEMAND fOR LONG-TERM
WATER SUPPLIES

1) The proposed project is inconsistent with water 0 0 0 ~
supply policies in the Urban Area General Plan.

2) water demand for the proposed project will
exceed estimates for similar projects or for
development on the project site anticipated in the 0 0 0 ~Urban Area General Plan or sufficient water supplies
are not otherwise available to serve the project
from existing entitlements and resources.

3) The proposed project would deplete groundwater
supplies to a greater degree than anticipated in the 0 0 0 ~
Urban Area General Plan or would interfere with
groundwater recharge.

Discussion:

(I) No Impact: The project is consistent with the water supply policies in the General Plan.

(2) No Impact: The project was referred to Land Development Engineering Staff who
determined the water proposed development will not exceed estimates or water supplies for
needed to serve other entitlements and resources.

(3) No Impact: The proposed project is consistent with the land uses and water demands
assumed in the General Plan. The project would not have a significant effect on ground water
recharge or depletion of long-term water supplies.

6. INCREASED DEMAND FOR SANITARY SEWER SERVICES

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Master ErR discloses the following residual significant and unavoidable impacts on sanitary sewer
services after application of mitigations/policies:

Direct Impacts

Effect: Development resulting from implementation of the Urban Area General Plan will require
substantial new sewage treatment and disposal capacity, treatment plant improvements, sewer mains
and collection lines, and pump stations. The Wastewater Master Plan anticipates the need for these
facilities and its ErR evaluates the impact of developing those faCilities. Potential impacts indude
degradation of water quality through erosion and chemical releases; localized flooding; construction
noise; exposure of construction workers and the public to hazardous materials; and on the habitat of
the elderberry longhorn beetle, burrowing owl, and Swainson's hawk, as well as certain other
regulated habitats. All of these impacts are mitigated to a less-than-significant level.
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Additional impacts that are not mitigated to a less-than-significant level include loss of farmland cause
by construction of the Phase IA tertiary treatment facility at the Jennings Road Secondary Treatment
Facility, an increase in pollutant loads from increased wastewater flows to the San Joaquin River, and
an increase in noise and criteria air pollutants due to construction activities, including traffic.

Cumulative Impacts

Effect: No additional cumulative impacts were identified in the Master EIR.

b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

Sewer service mitigation measures pertinent to the proposed project are found on pages V-6-3
through V-6-8 of the Master EIR. All mitigation measures appropriate to the project to be
incorporated into or made conditions of approval of this project are listed in Section V, Mitigation
Measures Applied to Project.

Discussion:

No mitigation measures from the Master EIR are required. No new or additional mitigation measures
or alternatives are required to reduce project impacts to a less-than-significant level.

c. Project-Specific Effects

Section V-6.B of the Master EIR discloses impacts on the Increased Demand for Sanitary Sewer
Service resulting from implementation of the Urban Area General Plan. The following is an analysis of
whether the proposed project would result in a new, significant, project-specific effect not disclosed in
the Master EIR.

Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds. The
project-specific effects will be less than significant unless:

Potentially
Significant

Impact

6. INCREASED DEMAND FOR SANITARY
SEWER SERVICES

1) The proposed project is inconsistent with 0
wastewater poliCies in the Urban Area General Plan.

2) The proposed project will generate sewage flows
0greater than those antidpated in the Urban Area

General Plan for the project site.

3) The proposed project will result in a
determination by the wastewater treatment
provider which serves or may serve the project that 0
it has inadequate capacity to serve the project's
projected demand in addition to the provider's
existing commitments.
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with less Than
Mitigation Significant No

Incorporated Impact Impact

0

0

0
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0 [gJ
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Discussion:

(1) No Impact: The project is consistent with the Modesto Urban Area General Plan both in land
use and intensity.

(2) No Impact: The project is consistent with the Regional Commercial designation and will
generate sewer flows within what was anticipated for the project site.

(3) No Impact: The project was referred to Land Development Engineering Staff who
determined there is adequate capacity to accommodate the proposed development in addition
to existing commitments.

7. lOSS OF SENSITIVE WILDLIFE AND PLANT HABITAT

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Master ErR discloses the following residual significant and unavoidable impacts on sensitive
wildlife and plant habitat expected after application of mitigations/policies:

Direct Impacts

Effect: No residual Significant impacts on sensitive wildlife and plan habitat are expected to occur
with the application of the policies contained in the Urban Area General Plan.

Cumulative Impacts

Effect: Implementation of the Urban Area General Plan will contribute to the cumulative impact of
habitat loss in the San Joaquin Valley. Requiring density development than has occurred in the past
or that is expected in the future would minimize the City's contribution to the cumulative loss of
habitat. Nonetheless, this is a significant and unavoidable impact.

O. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

Wildlife and plant habitat mitigation measures pertinent to the proposed project are found on pages
V-7-17 through V-7-24 of the Master ErR. All mitigation measures appropriate to the project to be
incorporated into or made conditions of approval of this project are listed in Section V, Mitigation
Measures Applied to Project.

Discussion:

No mitigation measures from the Master ErR are required. No new or additional mitigation measures
or alternatives are required to reduce project impacts to a less-than-significant level.

c. Project-Specific Effects

Section V-7.B of the Master ErR discloses impacts on the Loss of Sensitive Wildlife and Plant Habitat
resulting from implementation of the Urban Area General Plan. The following is an analysis of
whether the proposed project would result in a new, Significant, project-specific effect not disclosed in
the Master ErR.
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Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds. The
project-spedfic effects will be less than significant unless:

Less Than
Significant

Potentially with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No

Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

7. LOSS OF SENSITIVE WILDUFE AND PLANT
HABITAT

1) The project is inconsistent with the policies
0 0 0 [gJpertaining to the loss of sensitive wildlife and plant

habitat contained in the Urban Area General Plan.
--

2) Consultation with the California Department of
Fish and Game or the u.s. Fish and Wildlife Service
determines that the project would have a significant 0 0 0 [gJ
effect on a candidate, sensitive, or special status
species in excess of the impact disclosed in the
Master ErR.

3) The proposed project would have a substantial
adverse effect on federally protected wetlands as
defined by Section 404 of the Clean Water Act 0 0 0 [gJ
through direct removal, filling, hydrological
interruption, or other means, in excess of the
impact disclosed in the Master ErR.

4) The proposed project would substantially
interfere with the movement of any native resident
or migratory fish or wildlife species or with 0 0 0 [gJ
established native resident or migratory wildlife
corridors, or impede the use of native wildlife
nursery sites.

5) Conflict with local polides or ordinances
0 0 0 [gJprotecting biological resources, such as a tree

preservation policy or ordinance.

6) The proposed project would conflict with
provisions of an adopted habitat conservation plan,

0 0 0 [gJnatural community conservation plan, or other
approved local, regional, or state habitat
conservation plan.

Discussion:

(1) No Impact: The project is consistent with the General Plan policies related to the loss of
sensitive wildlife and plant habitat.

(2) No Impact: The project site is not a biologically sensitive site as defined by Figures V-7-1a
through V 7-1e of the MEIR. The California Department of Fish and Game and the U.S. Fish
and Wildlife Service were consulted in the production of the MEIR.
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(3) No Impact: The site does not qualify as a federally protected wetland per Section 404 of the
Clean Water Act.

(4) No Impact: The project site is not a biologically sensitive site as defined by Figures V-7-1a
through V 7-1e of the MElR. The movement of fish or birds or other wildlife would not be
significantly affected by the project.

(5) No Impact: There is no conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological
resources.

(6) No Impact: There is no conflict with any adopted habitat conservation plan, natural
community conservation plan, or other approved local, regional or state habitat conservation
plan.

8. DISTURBANCE OF ARCHAEOLOGICAL/HISTORICAL SITES

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Master ElR discloses the following residual significant and unavoidable impacts on
archaeological/historical sites expected after application of mitigations/policies:

Direct Impacts

Effect: Modification resulting in a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historic resource
or the demolition of a listed or eligible historic resource.

Effect: The modification or demolition of a structure more than 50 years in age may be significant.

Effect: Discovery of archaeological resources in areas outside of the riparian corridors, as a result of
construction activities.

Effect: Construction in an area of high archaeological sensitivity.

Cumulative Impacts

Effect: No additional cumulative impacts were disclosed in the Master ElR.

b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

Archaeological or historic mitigation measures pertinent to the project being analyzed in this Initial
Study are found on page V-8-16 through V-8-20 of the Master EIR. All mitigation measures
appropriate to the project to be incorporated into or made conditions of approval of this project are
listed in Section V, Mitigation Applied to Project:

Discussion:

The appropriate mitigation to be applied to this project includes the measures listed in MEIR Table V-
8-1 Cb-O from the Master EIR. No new or additional mitigation measures or alternatives are required
to reduce project impacts to a less-than-significant level.

City of Modesto
General Plan Master EIR 21

Initial Study EA No. 2013-15
May 29,2013



c. Project-Specific Effects

Section V-8.B of the MEIR discloses impacts on archaeological/historical resources resulting from
implementation of the Urban Area General Plan. The following is an analysis of whether the proposed
project would result in a new, significant, project -specific effect not disclosed in the Master EIR.

Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds. The
project-specific effects will be less than significant unless:

Less Than
Significant

Potentially with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No

Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

8. DISTURBANCE OF ARCHAEOLOGICALI
HISTORICAL SITES

1) The proposed project is inconsistent with the
0 0 0 ~archaeological/historical resource poliCies in the

Urban Area General Plan.

2) The proposed project would demolish a building
0 0 0 ~eligible for listing as a historic resource or remove a

landmark from the Modesto inventory.

3) The proposed project would modify or demolish 0 0 0 ~
a structure more than 50 years in age.

4) The project would adversely affect a cultural
0 0 0 ~resource that is either listed or eligible for listing in

the California Register of Historical Resources.

5) Conflict with local polides or ordinances
0 0 0 ~protecting biological resources, such as a tree

preservation policy or ordinance.

Discussion:

(1) No Impact: The project is consistent with the archeological and historical resource policies in
the General Plan.

(2) No Impact: There are no existing structures on the project site.

(3) No Impact: There are no existing structures or other resources on the project site.

(4) No Impact: The project would not affect a resource that is listed or eligible for listing in the
california Register of Historic Resources.

(5) . No Impact: The project does not conflict with local policies affecting biological resources.
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9. INCREASED DEMAND FOR STORM DRAINAGE

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Master EIR discloses the following residual significant and unavoidable impacts on storm drainage
expected after application of mitigations/policies:

Direct Impacts

Effect: No residual significant direct impacts were disclosed in the Master EIR.

Cumulative Impacts

Effect: The population of Stanislaus County is projected to increase in a fashion similar to that of
Modesto, resulting in additional urban development and associated increases in impervious surface
area and associated increases in storm water runoff. Cumulative hydrologic impacts of storm water
fiows from Modesto urban areas and other areas of the County could occur due to the fixed capacity
of MID and TID irrigation canals to convey drainage west to the San Joaquin River. If drainage
channels in some areas prove insufficient to handle the increased drainage discharges, existing storm
water runoff from urban and agricultural areas during large storm events would have to be
interrupted until water levels receded to a point allowing the resumption of discharges to the channel.
Ceasing discharges to drainage channels could cause inundation in and around the drainage
conveyance pipeline systems, surface drainage channels, detention baSins, and other urban areas.
This cumulative impact is considered significant and unavoidable.

b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

Storm Drainage mitigation measures pertinent to the project being analyzed in this Initial Study are
found on pages V-9-4 through V-9-9. All mitigation measures appropriate to the project to be
incorporated into or made conditions of approval of this project are listed in Section V, Mitigation
Measures Applied to Project:

Discussion:

No mitigation measures from the Master EIR are required. No new or additional mitigation measures
or alternatives are required to reduce project impacts to a less-than-significant level.

c. Project-Specific Effects

Section V-9.B of the MEIR discloses impacts on the demand for storm drainage resulting from
development of the Urban Area General Plan. The following is an analysis of whether the proposed
project would result in a new, significant, project-specific effect not disclosed in the Master EIR.

Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds. The
project-specific effects will be less than significant unless:
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less Than
Significant

Potentially with less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No

Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

9. INCREASED DEMAND FOR STORM
DRAINAGE

1) The proposed project is inconsistent with the
0 0 0 ~storm drainage policies in the Urban Area General

Plan.

2) The proposed project would substantially
increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a
manner that would result in floodi ng on- or offsite, 0 0 0 ~
as compared to impacts anticipated to result from
the Urban Area General Plan or create substantial
unanticipated sources of polluted runoff.

3) The proposed project does not utilize Low Impact
Development strategies to reduce runoff from the 0 0 0 ~
site and increase infiltration, resulting in no net
increase in runoff before and after development.

Discussion:

(1) No Impact: The project is consistent with the storm drain policies in the Urban Area General
Plan.

(2) No Impact: The project will not contribute additional water runoff that would exceed the
capacity of the storm drainage system. The project will keep all water onsite and construct a
storm drain system that meets City Standards.

(3) No Impact: The project will utilize low impact strategies and meet the standards contained in
the "Guidance Manual for New Development-Storm Water Quality Control Measures."

10. flOODING AND WATER QUAlITY

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Master EIR discloses the following residual significant and unavoidable impacts on flooding and
water quality expected after application of mitigations/policies:

Direct Impacts

Effect: No residual significant direct impacts were disclosed in the Master EIR.

Cumulative Impacts

Effect: No residual significant cumulative impacts were disclosed in the Master ErR.
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b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

Flooding and Water Quality mitigation measures pertinent to the project being analyzed in this Initial
Study are found on pages V-10-6 through V-1O-9 of the Master EIR. All mitigation measures
appropriate to the project will be incorporated into or made conditions of approval of this project are
listed in Section V, Mitigation Applied to Project:

Discussion:

No mitigatiori measures from the Master EIR are required. No new or additional mitigation measures
or alternatives are required to reduce project impacts to a less-than-significant level.

c. Project-Specific Effects

Section V-10.B of the Master EIR provides analysis of Flooding and Water Quality impacts of
development of the General Plan, the following is an analysis of whether the proposed project would
result in a new, significant, project-specific effect not previously analyzed in the Master EIR.

Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds. The
project-spedfic effects will be less than significant unless:

Potentially
Significant

Impact

10. FLOODING AND WATER QUALITY

1) The proposed project is inconsistent with the
0flooding and water quality poliCies in the Urban

Area General Plan.

2) The proposed project does not comply with the
0regulatory requirements of the federal Clean Water

Act or the State Porter-Cologne Act.

3) The proposed project would place more housing
0within a lOO-year flood hazard zone than assumed

in the Urban Area General Plan.

4) The proposed project would place structure
within a lOO-year flood hazard area so that they
would impede or redirect floodwater or would 0
substantially alter the existing on-site drainage
pattern or a watercourse, in such a way as to cause
flooding on- or offsite.

5) The proposed project does not comply with
0Modesto's Guidance Manual for New Development

Storm Water Quality Control Measures.

6) The proposed project would violate water quality
0standards or waste discharge reqUirements.
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Incorporated Impact Impact
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less Than
Significant

Potentially with less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No

Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

7) The proposed project would substantially alter
the existing drainage pattern of the site Or area or a
watercourse in a manner that would result in 0 0 0 r:.sl
substantial erosion or siltation on- or offsite in
excess of the assumptions of the Urban Area
General Plan.

8) The proposed project would create or contribute
runoff, which would exceed the capacity of existing
or planned storm water drainage systems or provide 0 0 0 r:.slsubstantial additional sources of polluted runoff, not
expected as part of Urban Area General Plan
implementation.

Discussion:

(1) No Impact: The project is consistent with the flooding and water quality policies in the General
Plan.

(2) No Impact: The project would comply with the Federal Clean Water Act and the Porter
Cologne Act requirements.

(3) No Impact: The project is not located within a lOa-year flood plain and is limited to
commercial uses.

(4) No Impact: The project is not located within a lOa-year flood plain.

(5) No Impact: The project will comply with the Guidance Manual for New Development Storm
Water Quality Control Measures.

(6) No Impact: The project will not violate water quality standards or waste discharge
requirements

(7) No Impact: The project would not substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site,
area or a watercourse in a manner that would result in erosion or siltation.

(8) No Impact: The project will not contribute additional water runoff that would exceed the
capacity of the storm drainage system or provide substantial additional sources of polluted
runoff.

11. INCREASED DEMAND FOR PARKS AND OPEN SPACE

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Master EIR discloses the following residual significant and unavoidable impacts on parks and
open space expected after application of mitigations/policies:
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Direct Impacts

Effect: No residual significant direct impacts were disclosed in the Master EIR.

Cumulative Impacts

Effect: No residual significant cumulative impacts were disclosed in the Master EIR.

b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

Parks and open space mitigation measures pertinent to the proposed project are found on pages V-
11-3 through V-1l-9 of the Master ErR. All mitigation measures appropriate to the project to be
incorporated into or made conditions of approval of this project are listed in Section V, Mitigation
Applied to Project:

Discussion:

No mitigation measures from the Master EIR are required. No new or additional mitigation measures
or alternatives are required to reduce project impacts to a less-than-significant level.

c. Project-Specific Effects

Section V-l1.B of the MEIR discloses impacts of the Urban Area General Plan on parks and open
space. The following is an analysis of whether the proposed project would result in anew,
Significant, project-specific effect not disclosed in the Master EIR.

Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds.
Project-specific effects will be less than significant unless:

Potentially
Significant

Impact

11. INCREASED DEMAND FOR PARKS AND
OPEN SPACE

1) The proposed project is inconsistent with the
0parks and open space policies in the Urban Area

General Plan.

2) The proposed project would eliminate parks or 0
open space.

3) The proposed project would cause an increase in
the use of existing neighborhood and regional parks
or other recreational facilities such that substantial
physical deterioration of the facility in question

0would occur or be accelerated or the proposed
project would include recreational facilities or
require the construction or expansion of
recreational facilities which might have an adverse
physical effect on the environment.
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Discussion:

(1) No Impact: The project is consistent with the parks and open space policies in the General
Plan.

(2) No Impact: The project is on a vacant site designated for Regional Commercial development.
The project would not eliminate an existing park or designated open space.

(3) No Impact: The project is designated for Regional Commercial development and would not
cause an increase in the use of existing neighborhood and regional parks.

12. INCREASED DEMAND FOR SCHOOLS

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Master EIR discloses the following residual significant and unavoidable impacts on school facilities
expected after application of mitigations/policies:

Direct Impacts

Effect: No residual significant direct impacts were disclosed in the Master EIR. By statute, the impact
of new students is considered to be mitigated below a level of significance by payment of school
impact fees and the exercise of any or all of the financing options set out in Government Code
Section 65997.

Cumulative Impacts

Effect: Similar to direct impacts of implementation of the Urban Area General Plan, no residual
significant direct impacts were disclosed in the Master EIR.

b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

Mitigation relies upon the implementation of the policies in place under the Modesto Urban Area
General Plan. As long these polcies are applied to all subsequent projects, no new mitigation is
necessary. Further, payment of school impact fees and compliance with SB 50 is statutorily deemed
to be full mitigation of school impacts (Government Code Section 65995).

The following schools mitigation measures on pages V-12-5 through V-12-7 of the Master ErR are
pertinent to the proposed project. All mitigation measures appropriate to the project will be
incorporated into or made conditions of approval of this project. Those measures are listed in Section
V, Mitigation Applied to PrOject.

Discussion:

No mitigation measures from the Master ErR are required. No new or additional mitigation measures
or alternatives are required to reduce project impacts to a less-than-significant level.
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c. Project-Specific Effects

Section V-12.B of the Master EIR discloses impacts resulting from implementation of the Urban Area
General Plan associated with increased demand for schools. The following is an analysis of whether
the proposed project would result in a new, significant, project-specific effect not disclosed in the
Master EIR.

Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds. The
project-specific effects will be less than significant unless:

less Than
Significant

Potentially with less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No

Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

12. INCREASED DEMAND FOR SCHOOLS

1) The proposed project is inconsistent with the
0 0 0 [8Jpolicies relating to schools in the Urban Area

General Plan.

2) The proposed project does not comply with 58
SO/Proposition 1A funding provisions, or succeeding 0 0 0 [8J
measures which state that compliance results in
less-than-significant impacts on schools.

Discussion:

(1) No Impact: The project is consistent with the policies relating to schools in the General Plan.

(2) No Impact: The project was referred to Modesto City Schools who indicated no opposition to
the project.

13. INCREASED DEMAND fOR POUCE SERVICES

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Master EIR discloses the following residual significant and unavoidable impacts on police services
expected after application of mitigations/policies:

Direct Impacts

Effect: No residual significant direct impacts were disclosed in the Master EIR.

Cumulative Impacts

Effect: No residual significant cumulative impacts were disclosed in the Master EIR.

b. Master EIR and!or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

Police services mitigation measures pertinent to the proposed project are found on pages V-13-2
through V-13-5 of the Master EIR. All mitigation measures appropriate to the project to be
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incorporated into or made conditions of approval of this project are listed in Section V, Mitigation
Measures Applied to Project.

Discussion:

Police services mitigation measures pertinent to the proposed project are found on pages V-13-2
through V-13-S of the Master EIR. All mitigation measures appropriate to the project to be
incorporated into or made conditions of approval of this project are listed in Section V, Mitigation
Measures Applied to Project.

c. Project-Specific Effects

Section V-13.B of the Master ErR discloses impacts on police services resulting from implementation
of the Urban Area General Plan. The following is an analysis of whether the proposed project would
result in a new, significant, project-specific effect not disclosed in the Master ErR.

Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds. The
project-specific effects will be less than significant unless:

Less Than
Significant

Potentially with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No

Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

13. INCREASED DEMAND FOR POLICE
SERVICES

1) The proposed project is inconsistent with polides
0 0 0 ~relating to police services in the Urban Area General

Plan.

2) The proposed project would result in the need
for new or Significantly altered facilities not
considered as part of the Urban Area General Plan

0 0 0 ~or Master EIR which could cause new significant
environmental impacts in order to maintain
acceptable service ratios, response times, or other
performance objectives.

Discussion:

(1) 1110 Impact: The project is consistent with the policies relating to police services in the
General Plan.

(2) 1110 Impact: The project would not result in the need for construction of new or Significantly
altered facilities which could cause new Significant environmental impacts in order to maintain
acceptable service ratios, response times or other performance objectives. The project meets
City Standards for emergency services access.
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14. INCREASED DEMAND FOR FIRE SERVICES

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Master ErR discloses the following residual significant and unavoidable impacts on fire services
expected after application of mitigations/policies:

Direct Impacts

Effect: No residual significant direct impacts were disclosed in the Master EIR.

Cumulative Impacts

Effect: No residual significant cumulative impacts were disclosed in the Master EIR.

b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

Fire Services mitigation measure(s) pertinent to the project being analyzed in this Initial Study are
found on pages V-l4-4 through V-14-7 of the Master EIR. All mitigation measures appropriate to the
project to be incorporated into or made conditions of approval of this project are listed in Section V,
Mitigation Measures Applied to Project.

Discussion:

No mitigation measures from the Master EIR are required. No new or additional mitigation measures
or alternatives are required to reduce project impacts to a less-than-significant level.

c. Project-Specific Effects

Section V-14.B of the Master EIR discloses impacts on fire services resulting from implementation of
the Urban Area General Plan. The following is an analysis of whether the proposed project would
result in a new, Significant, project-specific effect not disclosed in the Master EIR.

Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds. The
project-specific effects will be less than significant unless:

Potentially
Significant

Impact

14. INCREASED DEMAND FOR FIRE
SERVICES

1) The proposed project is inconsistent with the fire 0
service policies in the Urban Area General Plan.

2) The proposed project would result in the need
for new or significantly altered facilities not
considered as part of the Urban Area General Plan

0or Master ErR which could cause new significant
environmental impacts in order to maintain
acceptable service ratios, response times, or other
performance objectives.
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Less Than
Significant

Potentially with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No

Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

3) The proposed project, based upon substantial
evidence, would cause the erosion or elimination of D D D [g]
fire protection services in adjoining fire protection
districts.

Discussion:

(1) No Impact: The project is consistent with the fire service policies in the General Plan.

(2) No Impact: The project would not result in the need for construction of new or significantly
altered facilities which could cause new significant environmental impacts in order to maintain
acceptable service ratios, response times or other performance objectives.

(3) No Impact: The project would not Significantly impact adjacent fire districts or result in the
elimination of fire protection services.

15. GENERATION OF SOUD WASTE

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Master EIR discloses the following residual significant and unavoidable impacts on solid waste
expected after application of mitigations/policies:

Direct Impacts

Effect: No residual significant direct impacts were disclosed in the Master EIR.

Cumulative Impacts

Effect: No residual significant cumulative impacts were disclosed in the Master EIR.

b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

Solid waste mitigation measures pertinent to the proposed project are found on pages V-1S-4 through
V-iS-7 of the Master EIR. All mitigation measures appropriate to the project to be incorporated into
or made conditions of approval of this project are listed in Section V, Mitigation Applied to Project.
Discussion:

No mitigation measures from the Master EIR are required. No new or additional mitigation measures
or alternatives are required to reduce project impacts to a less-than-significant level.

c. Project-Specific Effects

Section V-iS.B of the Master EIR discloses solid waste impacts resulting from implementation of the
Urban Area General Plan. The following is an analysis of whether the proposed project would result
in a new, Significant, project-specific effect not disclosed in the Master EIR.
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Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds.
Project-specific effects will be less than significant unless:

less Than
Significant

Potentially with less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No

Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

15. GENERATION OF SOLID WASTE

1) The project is inconsistent with the solid waste 0 0 0 [g)
policies in the Urban Area General Plan.

2) The County is unable to expand its solid waste
disposal capadty, as expected, causing all new 0 0 0 [g)
development to result in cumulative impacts on the
County's disposal capacity.

Discussion:

(1) No Impact: The project is consistent with the solid waste policies in the General Plan.

(2) No Impact: This project was referred to the Oty's Solid Waste Division for review, and there
is not a problem serving this project.

16. GENERATION Of HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Master EIR discloses the following residual Significant and unavoidable impacts regarding
hazardous materials expected after application of mitigations/policies:

Direct Impacts

Effect: No residual significant direct impacts were disclosed in the Master EIR.
Cumulative Impacts

Effect: No residual significant cumulative impacts were disclosed in the Master EIR.

b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

Hazardous materials mitigation measures pertinent to the proposed project are found on pages V-16-
8 through V-16-13 of the Master EIR. All mitigation measures appropriate to the project to be
incorporated into or made conditions of approval of this project are listed in Section V, Mitigation
Measures Applied to Project.

Discussion:

No mitigation measures from the Master EIR are required. No new or additional mitigation measures
or alternatives are required to reduce project impacts to a less-than-significant level.
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c. Project-Specific Effects

Section V-16.B of the Master EIR discloses impacts on hazardous materials resulting from
implementation of the Urban Area General Plan. The following is an analysis of whether the proposed
project would result in a new, significant, project-specific effect not disclosed in the Master EIR.

Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds. The
project-specific effects will be less than significant unless:

Less Than
Significant

Potentially with less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No

Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

16. GENERATION OF HAZARDOUS
MATERIALS

1) The project is inconsistent with the hazardous D D D [8J
materials polides in the Urban Area General Plan.

2) The proposed project would emit hazardous
emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous D D D [8J
materials, substances, or waste within one-quarter
mile of an existing or proposed school.

3) The proposed project would be located on a site
which is included on a list of hazardous materials

D D D [8Jsites compiled pursuant to Government Code
Section 65962.5 and as a result, would create a
significant hazard to the public or the environment.

4) The proposed project would be constructed on a
D D D [8Jcontaminated site not known to the State of

California as of March 2008.

Discussion:

(1) No Impact: The project is consistent with the hazardous materials policies in the General
Plan.

(2) No Impact: The project does comply with all applicable federal, state, and county standards
and regulations relative to the handling, storage, disposal, and transport of hazardous or toxic
materials or wastes. (No hazardous materials will be involved with this project).

(3) No Impact: The project would not be located on a site, which is included on a list of
hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5 and as a
result, would not create a significant hazard to the public or the environment.

(4) No Impact: The project site is not known to contain any contaminants.
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17. GEOLOGY, SOILS, AND MINERAL RESOURCES

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Master EIR discloses the following residual significant and unavoidable impacts related to
geology, soils, and mineral resources expected after application of mitigations/policies:

Direct Impacts

Effect: No residual significant direct impacts were disclosed in the Master EIR.

Cumulative Impacts

Effect: No residual significant direct impacts were disclosed in the Master EIR.

b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

Geology, soils, and mineral resource mitigation measures pertinent to the proposed project are found
on pages V-17-9 and V-17-10 of the Master EIR. All mitigation measures appropriate to the project
to be incorporated into or made conditions of approval of the proposed project are listed in Section V,
Mitigation Measures Applied to Project.

Discussion:

No mitigation measures from the Master EIR are required. No new or additional mitigation measures
or alternatives are required to reduce project impacts to a less-than-significant level.

c. Project-Specific Effects

Section V-17.B of the Master EIR discloses geology, soils, and mineral resource impacts resulting from
implementation of the Urban Area General Plan. The following is an analYSis of whether the proposed
project would result in a new, Significant, project-specific effect not disclosed in the Master EIR.

Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds.
Project-specific effects will be less than significant unless:

Potentially
Significant

Impact

17. GEOLOGY, SOILS, AND MINERAL
RESOURCES

1) The project is inconsistent with policies relating
Dto geology, soils, and mineral resources contained

in the Urban Area General Plan.

2) The proposed project would expose people or
structures to potential substantial adverse effects
including the risk off loss, injury, or death involving

D
fault rupture, strong seismic activity; location on an
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less Than
Significant

Potentially with less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No

Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
expansive soil; result in the loss of topsoil; location
on soils incapable of adequately supporting the use
of septic tanks or alternative wastewater disposal
systems in areas where sewers are not available for
the disposal of wastewater; result in the loss of
known mineral resources that would be of value to
the region and the state; or result in the loss of
availability of a locally important mineral resource
recovery site delineated on a local general plan,
specific plan, or other land use plan.

Discussion:

(1) No Impact: The project is consistent with policies relating to geology, soils, and mineral
resources in the General Plan.

(2) No Impact: The project would not be located on soil that is unstable, or that would become
unstable as a result of the project. There are no known mineral resources of value to the
region and the state on the property.

18. ENERGY

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Master EIR discloses the following residual significant and unavoidable impacts pertaining to
energy expected after application of mitigations/policies:

Direct Impacts

Effect: Continued development in the Planned Urbanizing Area would have an impact on available
energy supplies. Energy consumption likely would increase substantially by 2025 as a result of
implementation of the Urban Area General Plan.

Cumulative Impacts

Effect: Implementation of the Urban Area General Plan will have a cumulatively considerable impact
on energy consumption.

b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

The following energy mitigation measures pertinent to the proposed project are found on pages V-18-
2 through V-18-8 in the Master EIR. All mitigation measures appropriate to the project will be
incorporated into or made conditions of approval of this project. Those measures will be listed in
Section V, Mitigation Applied to Project.

City of Modesto
General Plan Master EIR 36

Initial Study EA No. 2013-15
May 29, 2013



Discussion:

No mitigation measures from the Master EIR are required. No new or additional mitigation measures
or alternatives are required to reduce project impacts to a less-than-significant level.

c. Project-Specific Effects

Section V-1S.B of the Master EIR discloses impacts of implementing the Urban Area General Plan on
energy resources. The following is an analysis of whether the proposed project would result in a
new, significant, project-specific effect not disclosed in the Master EIR.

Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds. The
project-specific effects will be less than significant unless:

less Than
Significant

Potentially with less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No

Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

18. ENERGY

1) The proposed project is inconsistent with policies D D D [8J
relating to energy in the Urban Area General Plan.

2) The proposed project would result in energy
consumption during construction, operation,

D D D [8Jmaintenance, or removal that is more wasteful,
ineffiCient, and unnecessary than assumed in the
Urban Area General Plan.

Discussion:

(1) 1110 Impact: The project is consistent with the energy policies in the General Plan.

(2) 1110 Impact: The project would not result in energy consumption during construction,
operation, maintenance or removal that is more wasteful, inefficient and unnecessary than
assumed in the General Plan.

19. EFFECTS ON VISUAL RESOURCES

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Master EIR discloses the following residual significant and unavoidable impacts on visual
resources expected after application of mitigations/policies:

Direct Impacts

Effect: New development in the Planned Urbanizing Area will occur in areas that are in agricultural
production or are otherwise lightly developed, which could lead to the introduction of light and glare
in areas that have little nighttime illumination.
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Cumulative Impacts

Effect: No additional cumulative impacts were disclosed in the Master EIR.

b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

The following visual resources mitigation measures pertinent to the proposed project are found on
pages V-19-3 and V-19-4 in the Master EIR. All mitigation measures appropriate to the proposed
project will be incorporated into or made conditions of approval of this project. Those measures will
be listed in Section V, Mitigation Applied to Project.

Discussion:

No mitigation measures from the Master ErR are required. No new or additional mitigation measures
or alternatives are required to reduce project impacts to a less-than-significant level.

c. Project-Specific Effects

Section V-1S.B of the Master EIR discloses impacts of implementing the Urban Area General Plan on
energy resources. The following is an analysis of whether the proposed project would result in a
new, Significant, project-specific effect not disclosed in the Master EIR.

Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds. The
project-specific effects will be less than significant unless:

Less Than
Significant

Potentially with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No

Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

19. EFFECTS ON VISUAL RESOURCES

1) The proposed project is inconsistent with polides
0 0 0 L8Jrelating to visual resources in the Urban Area

General Plan.

2) The proposed project would degrade views from
0 0 0 L8Jriverside areas and parks to a greater degree than

assumed in the Urban Area General Plan.

3) The proposed project would degrade views of
riverside areas from public roadways and nearby 0 0 0 L8Jproperties to a greater degree than assumed in the
Urban Area General Plan.

Discussion:

(1) No Impact: The project is consistent with the policies relating the visual resources in the
General Plan.

(2) No Impact: The project would not impact views from riverside areas and parks.

(3) No Impact: The project would not impact views of riverside areas from roadways or nearby
properties.
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20. LAND USE AND PLANNING

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Master ErR disdoses the following residual significant and unavoidable impacts pertaining to land
use and planning expected after application of mitigations/policies:

Direct Impacts

Effect: No residual significant direct impacts were disdosed in the Master ErR.

Cumulative Impacts

Effect: No residual significant cumulative impacts were disclosed in the Master ErR.

b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

The following land use and planning mitigation measures pertinent to the proposed project are found
on pages V-20-6 through V-20-17 in the Master ErR. All mitigation measures appropriate to the
project will be incorporated into or made conditions of approval of this project. Those measures will
be listed in Section V, Mitigation Applied to Project.

Discussion:

No mitigation measures from the Master EIR are required. No new or additional mitigation measures
or alternatives are required to reduce project impacts to a less-than-significant level.

c. project-Specific Effects

Section V-20.B of the Master ErR disdoses impacts of implementing the Urban Area General Plan on
land use and planning. The following is an analysis of whether the proposed project would result in a
new, Significant, project-specific effect not disclosed in the Master EIR.

Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds. The
project-specific effects will be less than significant unless:

Potentially
Significant

Impact

20. LAND USE AND PLANNING

1) The proposed project is inconsistent with land
0use and planning poliCies in the Urban Area General

Plan.

2) The proposed project contains elements that
would physically divide an established community in 0a way not assumed in the Urban Area General Plan.
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Less Than
Significant

Potentially with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No

Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

3) The proposed project confiicts with a land use
plan, policy or regulation established for the

0 0 0 [3Jpurpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental
impact by an agency that has jurisdiction over the
proposed project.

4) The proposed project confiicts with an applicable
0 0 0 [3Jhabitat conservation plan or natural community

conservation plan.

Discussion:

(1) No Impact: The automotive dealership is mnsistent with the City of Modesto Urban Area
General Plan, because the project site is located within a Commercial area which
accommodates the type of development proposed, and it does not represent an increase in
intensity of use or development beyond that which is already allowed by the existing zoning of
the site (Specific Plan (Regional Commercial).

(2) No Impact: The project is infill development which will not divide an established community.
The site is located at the mrner of an Arterial Street and Expressway and was planned for
Regional Commercial uses.

(3) No Impact: The proposed project does not represent a mnflict with any land use plan, policy
or regulation established for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental impact by
an agency that has jurisdiction over the proposed project.

(4) No Impact: The proposed project is not subject to any habitat conservation plan or natural
community conservation plan.

21. CLIMATE CHANGE

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Master EIR discloses the following residual significant and unavoidable impacts pertaining to
climate change expected after application of mitigations/policies:

Direct Impacts

Effect: Impacts resulting from implementation of the Urban Area General Plan are not substantial
enough to result in a significant direct impact on climate change, as disclosed in the Master EIR.

Cumulative Impacts

Effect: Implementation of the Urban Area General Plan will have a cumulatively considerable impact
on climate change.
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b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

The following climate change mitigation measures pertinent to the proposed project are found on
pages V-21-7 through V-21-10 in the Master EIR. All mitigation measures appropriate to the project
will be incorporated into or made conditions of approval of this project. Those measures will be listed
in Section V, Mitigation Applied to Project.

c. Project-Specific Effects

Section V-l8.B of the Master EIR discloses impacts of implementing the Urban Area General Plan on
climate change. The following is an analysis of whether the proposed project would result in a new,
Significant, project-specific effect not disclosed in the Master EIR.

Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds. The
project-specific effects will be less than significant unless:

Less Than
Significant

Potentially with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No

Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

21. CLIMATE CHANGE

1) The proposed project is inconsistent with policies
0 0 k2;] 0relating to climate change in the Urban Area

General Plan.

2) The proposed project would result in average
0 0 k2;] 0automobile trip lengths or CO2 emissions higher

than those assumed in the Master EIR.

3) The proposed project would conflict with the
Sustainable Communities Strategy or Alternative 0 0 k2;] 0Planning Strategy that the Air Resources Board has
agreed will achieve the goals of AB 32.

Discussion:

(1) less Than Significant Impact: The City of Modesto General Plan Master EIR addressed
potential climate change impacts due to development and other activities associated with the
Urban Area General Plan (UAGP). The Urban Area General Plan Master EIR (MEIR)
determined that buildout of the UAGP would make a cumulatively considerable contribution to
global climate change. The UAGP nonetheless authorizes development that will contribute to
global climate change by virtue of the production of greenhouse gases. The MEIR states the
projected rate of growth of vehicle miles traveled (VMT) will increase the City's contribution to
global climate change as the City develops. Development under the UAGP is expected to
generate approximately 1,096,226.4 metric tons per year above 2005 emissions. The City
Council adopted a Statement of Overriding Considerations in 2008, finding that the benefits of
the UAGP outweighed the City's increased contribution to global climate change.

City of Modesto
General Plan Master EIR 41

Initial Study EA No. 2013-15
May 29,2013



The MEIR identifies policies CL-3 through CL-26 as policies in effect that have been
determined to reduce, avoid or mitigate air quality environmental impacts within the existing
City limits and within the Planned Urbanizing Areas as they annex and develop. These policies
include but are not limited to, the use of shade trees to reduce the heat island effect, current
energy efficient building standards to reduce energy consumption, and the inclusion of
facilities for alternative transportation. The proposed project will develop in accordance with
climate change policies included in the UAGP and the MIER.

(2) less Than Significant Impact: Climate change is an inherently cumulative impact because
no single project can produce enough greenhouse gases to substantially alter the global
climate. No thresholds have been set for individual or cumulative greenhouse gases.
Nonetheless, the proposed project would result in greenhouse gas emissions due primarily to
automobile travel and energy use for lighting, heating, COOling and other activities. The
primary source of CO2 emissions generated from the project would be related to automobile
trips. As identified under the traffic and circulation discussion, traffic engineering staff has
determined that the project will be in substantial conformance with the GP MEIR assumptions
for traffic generation, the CO, emissions generated from the project would also be in
substantial conformance with that which was assumed under the GP MEIR analysis.

(3) less Than Significant Impact: A Sustainable Communities Strategy has not yet been
implemented by the ARB. Future development will be required to comply with the provisions
of the Sustainable Communities Strategy once it is established.
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V. MITIGATION MEASURES APPLIED TO THE PROPOSED PROJECT

If the Initial Study results in the determination that a Finding of Conformance can be adopted for the
proposed project Section A below applies. If the Initial Study results in the determination that a
Finding of Conformance cannot be adopted and a Mitigated Negative Declaration/EIR must be
prepared for the project then Section B, below applies.

A. Master EIR Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

Pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21157.1(c), in order for a Finding of Conformance to be
made, all appropriate mitigation measures from the Master EIR shall be incorporated into the
proposed project. Urban Area General Plan Policies/Master EIR mitigation measures shall be made
part of the proposed project prior to approval by means of conditions of project approval or
incorporation into the appropriate document or plan.

All applicable and appropriate mitigation measures have been applied to the project (see mitigation
measures listed below).

B. New or Additional Mitigation Measures or Alternatives Required

Where the project's effects would exceed the significance criteria for each environmental impact
category, a mitigated negative declaration or Focused EIR must be prepared. Staff has reviewed the
project against the Significance criteria thresholds established in the Master EIR for all impact
categories in this Initial Study.

A Mitigated Negative Declaration or Focused EIR shall be prepared for the project. The following
additional project-specific mitigation measures listed below are necessary to reduce the identified new
significant effect:

Traffic and Circulation:

None.

Degradation of Air Ouality:

AQ-40:Jhe City of Modesto shall require all access roads, driveways, and parking areas serving new
commercial and industrial development are to be constructed with materials that minimize particulate
emissions in accordance with the requirements of SJVAPCD Regulation VIII and are appropriate to
the scale and intenSity of the use.

AQ-42: All disturbed areas, including storage piles, which are not being actively utilized for
construction purposes, shall be effectively stabilized of dust emissions using water, chemical
stabilizer/suppressant, covered with a tarp or other suitable cover or vegetative ground cover.

AQ-43: All on-site unpaved roads and off-site unpaved access roads shall be effectively stabilized of
dust emissions using water or chemical stabilizer/suppressant.
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AQ-44: All land clearing, grubbing, scraping, excavation, land leveling, grading, cut & fill, and
demolition activities shall be effectively controlled of fugitive dust emissions utilizing application of
water or by presoaking.

AQ-45: With the demolition of buildings up to six stories in height, all exterior surfaces of the building
shall be wetted during demolition.

AQ-46: When materials are transported off-site, all material shall be covered, or effectively wetted to
limit visible dust emissions, and at least six inches of freeboard space from the top of the container
shall be maintained.

AQ-47: All operations shall limit or expeditiously remove the accumulation of' mud or dirt from
adjacent public streets at the end of each workday. (the use of dry rotary brushes is expressly
prohibited except where preceded or accompanied by sufficient wetting to limit the visible dust
emissions.) (Use of blower devices is expressly forbidden.)

AQ-48: Following the addition of materials to, or the removal of materials from, the surface of
outdoor storage piles, said piles shall be effectively stabilized of fugitive dust emissions utilizing
sufficient water or chemical stabilizer/suppressant.

AQ-49: Within urban areas, track out shall be immediately removed when it extends 50 or more feet
from the site and at the end of each workday.

AQ-50: Any site with 150 or more vehicle trips per day shall prevent carryout and track out.

The following measures should be implemented at construction sites when required to mitigate
significant PMlO impacts(note, these measures are to be implemented in addition to Regulation VIII
requirements):

AQ-51: Limit traffic speeds on unpaved roads to 15 mph; and

AQ-52: Install sandbags or other erosion control measures to prevent silt runoff to public roadways
from sites with a slope greater than one percent (1%).

AQ-53: Install wheel washers for all exiting trucks, or wash off all trucks and equipment leaving the
site.

AQ-54: Install wind breaks at windward side(s) of construction areas.

AQ-55: Suspend excavation and grading activity when winds exceed 20 mph. Regardless of wind
speed, an owner/operator must comply with Regulation VIII's 20 percent (20%) opacity limitation.

AQ-56: Limit the area subject to excavation, grading and other construction activity at anyone time.

Generation of Noise:

N-3: Construction equipment and vehicles should be equipped with properly operating mufflers
according to the manufacturers' recommendations. Air compressors and pneumatic equipment
should be equipped with mufflers, and impact tools should be equipped with shrouds or shields.
Equipment that is quieter than standard equipment should be utilized. Haul routes that affect the
fewest number of people should be selected.
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Effects on Agricultural lands:

None.

Increased Demand for long-Term Water Supplies:

None.

Increased Demand for Sanitary Sewer Services:

None.

loss of Sensitive Wildlife and Plant Habitat:

None.

Disturbance of ArchaeologicallHistoric Sites:

MEIR Table V-8-1 Cb-O

b. Prior to excavation and construction, the prime construction contractor and any subcontractors
shall be cautioned on the legal and/or regulatory implications of knowingly destroying cultural
resources or removing artifacts, human remains, bottles, or other cultural materials from the
project area.

c. The project sponsor shall identify a qualified archeologist prior to any demolition, excavation,
or construction. The City will approve the project sponsor's selection of a qualified
archeologist. The archeologist would have the authority to temporarily halt excavation and
construction activities in the immediate vicinity (ten-meter radius) of a find if Significant or
potentially significant cultural resources are exposed and/or adversely affected by construction
operations.

d. Reasonable time shall be allowed for the qualified archeologist to notify the proper authorities
for a more detailed inspection and examination of the exposed cultural resources. During this
time, excavation and construction would not be allowed in the immediate vicinity of the find;
however, those activities could continue in other areas of the project site.

e. If any find is determined to be significant by the qualified archeologist, representatives from
the construction contractor and the City, the qualified archeologist, and a representative of the
Native American community (if the discovery is an aboriginal burial) would meet to determine
the appropriate course of action.

f. All cultural materials recovered as part of a monitoring program would be subject to scientific
analysis, professional curation, and a report prepared according to current professional
standards.

Increased Demand for Storm Drainage:

None.
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Flooding and Water Quality:

None.

Increased Demand for Parks and Qpen Space:

None.

Increased Demand for Schools:

None.

Increased Demand for Police Services:

None.

Increased Demand for Fire Services:

None.

Generation of Solid Waste:

None.

Generation of Hazardous Materials:

None.

Geology, Soils, and Mineral Resources:

None.

Energy:

None.

Effects on Visual Resources:

None.

land Use and Planning:

None.

Climate Change:

None.
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-323

A RESOLUTION APPROVING AN ANNUAL RETAIL ADVERTISING
CONTRACT WITH THE MODESTO BEE (MCCLATCHY NEWSPAPER
GROUP); AND AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE,
TO EXECUTE THE CONTRACT

WHEREAS, the City of Modesto is currently using the Modesto Bee (McClatchy

Newspaper Group) as its primary advertising source for its advertising requirements, and

WHEREAS, the advertising services are required for classified and legal

advertisements as required by law, and for retail advertisements for public information

purposes, and

WHEREAS, the City's Purchasing Manager annually meets with the Modesto

Bee and based on advertising volume commitments over the prior year identifies retail

contract options which would best meet the City's retail advertising needs, and

WHEREAS, the current retail contract has expired, and

WHEREAS, the City's Purchasing Manager once again met with the Modesto

Bee to discuss what contract renewal options would be available to the City, and

WHEREAS, the Modesto Bee has agreed to renew the retail advertising contract

for another year, and

WHEREAS, the "non-profit no-commitment" will be at a contract rate of $51.68

per column inch, and

WHEREAS, once signed, the advertising contract shall be implemented and

tracked by the City's Purchasing Manager, and with the City's Public Information Officer

assisting departments with their advertising needs,
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NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves an annual retail advertising contract with the Modesto Bee

(McClatchy Newspaper Group, consisting ofone contract for a retail "no-commitment"

non-profit rate of $51.68 per column inch, and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute the contract.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 10th day of September, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Gunderson, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

09/10/2013IFinance/MAverelllItem 3

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez, and
Mayor Marsh

None

Muratore
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-324

A RESOLUTION ACCEPTING THE 2014 SELECTIVE TRAFFIC
ENFORCEMENT PROGRAM GRANT IN THE AMOUNT OF
APPROXIMATELY $179,515 FROM THE OFFICE OF TRAFFIC SAFETY TO
INCREASE ENFORCEMENT FOR SPEED, DUl, AND OTHER SPECIAL
TRAFFIC ENFORCEMENT OPERATIONS; AND AUTHORIZING THE CITY
MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO EXECUTE THE NECESSARY
DOCUMENTS

WHEREAS, the City of Modesto Police Department desires to undertake a certain

project designated as the Selective Traffic Enforcement Program (STEP) grant from the

Office ofTraffic Safety (OTS), and

WHEREAS, the Police Department was awarded a grant in the sum of

approximately $179,515 from OTS, and

WHEREAS, acceptance of said $179,515 grant will increase enforcement for

speed, DUr, and other special traffic enforcement operations, while also reducing

collisions with speed, DU1, and special operations, and

WHEREAS, OTS will pay overtime for officers, training, and equipment to assist

in traffic studies and other traffic related enforcement equipment, and

WHEREAS, the term of this grant will be from October 1, 2013, through

September 30,2014,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE rT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby accepts the Selective Traffic Enforcement Program Grant in the amount of

approximately $179,515 from the Office of Traffic Safety to increase enforcement for

speed, DUr, and other special traffic enforcement operations.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute the necessary award documents.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting ofthe Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 10th day of September, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Gunderson, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez, and
Mayor Marsh

None

Muratore

By: ---=-~~~~-=::~-=___
ALCALA WOOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-325

A RESOLUTION AMENDING THE FISCAL YEAR 201312014 OPERATING
AND MULTI-YEAR GRANT BUDGET TO REFLECT REVENUE AND
EXPENSES IN THE AMOUNT OF APPROXIMATELY $179,515 RELATED TO
THE SELECTIVE TRAFFIC ENFORCEMENT PROGRAM GRANT TO
INCREASE ENFORCEMENT FOR SPEED, DUI, AND OTHER SPECIAL
TRAFFIC ENFORCEMENT OPERATIONS

WHEREAS, the Police Department acquired a grant award in the amount of

approximately $179,515 from the Office of Traffic Safety COTS) to increase enforcement

for speed, DUI, and other special traffic enforcement operations, and

WHEREAS, the grant will pay overtime for officers for special enforcement

operations, DUI saturation patrols, and other traffic related enforcement supplies, and

WHEREAS, there is no local match required for this grant, and

WHEREAS, the term of this grant will be from October 1, 2013, through

September 30, 2014,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that the Fiscal Year 2013/2014 Operating and Multi-Year Budget is hereby adjusted as

indicated on budget adjustment attached.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Director ofFinance, or her designee, is

hereby authorized to take the necessary steps to implement the provisions of this

resolution.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 10th day of September, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Gunderson, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

By:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez, and
Mayor Marsh

None

Muratore

CALA WOOD, City Attorney
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Exhibit A

The Multi-Year 2013/2014 Operating Budget will be amended as follows:

To:

To:

Revenue
1341-19999-42199-100772

Expense
100772 - Appr. C
100772 - Appr. C
100772 - Appr. C

Increase/(Decrease)
$179,515

$173,473
$ 5,492
$ 550
$179,515

Description
2013/140TS Selective Traffic
Enforcement Program (STEP)

Services City Forces (Overtime)
ConferencefTraining Expense
Printing and Binding



MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-326

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE SOLE SOURCE PROCUREMENT FOR
THE PURCHASE OF KRONOS TELESTAFF SCHEDULING SOFTWARE FOR
THE MODESTO POLICE DEPARTMENT, TO KRONOS, IRVINE, CA, AND
AUTHORIZING THE PURCHASING MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO
ISSUE A PURCHASE ORDER FOR AN ESTIMATED TOTAL COST OF $83,510

WHEREAS, on Au~\ust 8, 2012, Council approved Resolution 2012-303

authorizing the City of Modesto Police Department to use its allocation of$105,553 to

purchase a personnel scheduling and tracking software program and personal video

recording devices for patrol officers, and

WHEREAS, the Modesto Police Department has used a scheduling software

product called Speedshift since at least 2003 and is no longer supported by the

manufacturer as of June 30, 2013, and

WHEREAS, one of the key criteria for a replacement scheduling software product

is to be compatible with the ERP payroll module of the Oracle Applications payroll

module (COSMO) that was recently implemented by the City of Modesto, and

WHEREAS, Kronos is the only vendor that provides TeleStaff an automated

employee scheduling and notification solution developed specifically for the Public

Safety industry, and

WHEREAS, Kronos is both the manufacturer and sole provider of TeleStaff and

all of its components, and

WHEREAS, the estimated total cost of software is $83,510.00, and

WHEREAS, server hardware and licensing is estimated at $16,000.00, and

WHEREAS, the total project cost is estimated at $99,510.00 with the remainder

to be used for personal video recording devices is $6,043.00,
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NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby authorizes the sole source procurement for the purchase of Kronos Telestaff

Scheduling Software for the Modesto Police Department, to Konos, Irvine CA,

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Purchasing Manager, or his designee, is

hereby authorized to issue a purchase order for an estimated total cost of $83,51 O.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 10th day of September, 2013, by Counci1member Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Gunderson, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES:

NOES:

Councilmembers: Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez, and
Mayor Marsh

Councilmembers: None

ABSENT: Councilmembers: Muratore

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

By: --::-:~-:-::J'f:#~~~=-=--=----:-~-­
OOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-327

RESOLUTION APPROVING THE CITY OF MODESTO DISADVANTAGED
BUSINESS ENTERPRISE PROGRAM FOR FTA AND FAA ASSISTED
PROJECTS

WHEREAS, the City of Modesto receives $250,000 or more annually from the

Federal Transit Administration (FTA) and $250,000 or more annually from the Federal

Aviation Administration (FAA), and

WHEREAS, the FTA and FAA require all such recipients to meet federal

regulatory requirements for a Disadvantaged Business Enterprise (DBE) Program, and

WHEREAS, attached hereto as Exhibit A is the updated City of Modesto DBE

Program for FTA and FAA Assisted Projects prepared by City staff in compliance with

the regulations promulgated by the FTA and FAA.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves the City of Modesto DBE Program for FTA and FAA Assisted

Projects attached hereto as Exhibit A.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 10th day of September, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Gunderson, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers: Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez, and
Mayor Marsh

NOES: Councilmembers: None

ABSENT: Councilmembers: Muratore

(SEAL)
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City OfModesto
Disadvantaged Business Enterprise Program

ClTY OF MODESTO USE PROGRAM POLICY STATEMENT

Section 26.1, 26.23 Objectives/Policy Statement

The City of Modesto has established a Disadvantaged Business Enterprise (DBE) program in accordance with
regulations of the U.S. Department of Transportation (DOT), 49 CFR Part 26 and 49 CFR Part 23. The City has
received Federal financial assistance from the Department of Transportation, and as a condition of receiving
this assistance, the City has signed assurances that it will comply with 49 CFR Part 26 and 49 CFR Part 23.

It is the policy of the City to ensure that DBEs, as defined in Part 26 and Part 23, and small businesses have an
equal opportunity to receive and participate in DOT-assisted contracts. It is also the City's policy:

1. To ensure nondiscrimination in the award and administration of DOT - assisted contracts;
2. To create a level playing field on which DBEs and small businesses can compete fairly for DOT-assisted
contracts;
3. To ensure that the DBE Program is narrowly tailored in accordance with applicable law;
4. To ensure that only firms that fully meet 49 CFR Part 26 and 49 CFR Part 23 eligibility standards are
permitted to participate as DBEs;
5. To help remove barriers to the participation of DBEs and small businesses in DOT assisted contracts;
6. To assist the development of firms that can compete successfully in the market place outside the DBE
Program.

Vickey Oion, Senior Civil Engineer, 10lD Tenth Street, Suite 3lDO, Modesto CA 95353, phone: (209) 571-5542,
fax: (209) 571-5575, email: vdion@modestogov.com has been delegated as the DBE liaison Officer. In that
capacity, Ms. Dion is responsible for implementing all aspects of the OBE program. Implementation of the OBE
program is accorded the same priority as compliance with all other legal obligations incurred by the City in its
financial assistance agreements with the Oepartment of Transportation.

The City has disseminated this policy statement to the Council and all of the components of the City's

organization. The City has distributed this statement to OBE and non-DBE business communities that perform

work for the City on DOT-assisted contracts through direct mail, email, hard-copy handouts, and web postings

as appropriate.

Greg Nyhoff, City Manager Date
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SUBPART A - GENERAL REQUIREMENTS

Section 26.1, 26.23 Objectives

The objectives are found in the policy statement on page one of this program.

Section 26.3 Applicability

In compliance with Part 26 and Part 23, the City DBE Program applies to all contracting opportunities using
DOT funds the City receives as a direct grantee. The City is a direct grantee of MAP-21 federal funds for
Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) and Federal Transit Administration (FTA) programs.

The City is not a direct grantee of MAP-21 federal funds for Federal Highway Administration (FHWA). The City
receives FHWA funds through the California State Department of Transportation (Caitrans). Caltrans
subrecipients must adhere to their California State Disadvantaged Business Plan Enterprise Program Plan as it
applies to local agencies and therefore FHWA funded projects are not subject to this City program.

Section 26.5 Definitions

The definitions contained in 49 CFR Part 26 § 26.5 are incorporated herein for the purposes of this program.
Terms specific to airport concessions have the meaning defined in 49 CFR Part 23 § 23.3. For ease of reference
only, some of the most common terms from 23.3 are defined below:

Disadvantaged Business Enterprise {DBE}: A DBE is a for-profit, small business concern; 1) that is at least 51
percent owned by one or more individuals who are both socially and economically disadvantaged, or, in the
case of a corporation, in which 51 percent of the stock is owned by one or more socially and economically
disadvantaged individuals; and 2) whose management and daily operations are controlled by one or more of
the socially and economically disadvantaged individuals who own it.

Race Neutral: A procedure or program that is used to assist all small businesses. Forthe purposes of this
program, race neutral includes ethnic and gender neutrality.

Race Consciaus: A measure or program that is specifically focused on assisting only DBEs, including women­
owned DBEs.

Small Business Concern: With respect to firms seeking to participate as DBEs in DOT assisted contracts, a small
business concern as defined pursuant to section 3 of the Small Business Act and Small Business Administration
(SBA) regulations implementing it (13 CFR Part 121) that also does not exceed the cap on average annual gross
receipts specified in Section 26.65(b).

Socially and Econamically Disadvantaged Individuals: Any individual who is a citizen (or lawfully admitted
permanent resident) of the United States and who is: 1) Any individual who a grantee finds to be a socially and
economically disadvantaged individual on a case-by-case basis, 2) Any individual in the follOWing groups,
members of which are rebuttably presumed to be socially and economically disadvantaged:

o "Black Americans," which includes persons having origins in any of the Black racial groups of Africa;

City of Modesto DBE Program Update 2013 Pagel2



o "Hispanic Americans," which includes persons of Mexican, Puerto Rican, Cuban, Dominican, Central or
South American, or other Spanish or Portuguese culture or origin, regardless of race;

o "Native Americans," which includes persons who are American Indians, Eskimos, Aleuts, or Native
Hawaiians;

o "Asian-Pacific Americans," which includes persons whose origins are from Japan, China, Taiwan, Korea,
Burma (Myanmar), Vietnam, laos, Cambodia (Kampuchea), Thailand, Malaysia, (Republic of Palau), the
Commonwealth of the Northern Marianas Islands, Macao, Fiji, Tonga, Kiribati, Tuvalu, Nauru,
Federated States of Micronesia, or Hong Kong;

o "Subcontinent Asian Americans," which includes persons whose origins are from India, Pakistan,
Bangladesh, Bhutan, the Maldives Islands, Nepal, or Sri lanka;

o Women;
o Any additional groups whose members are designated as socially and economically disadvantaged by

the SBA, at such time as the SBA designation becomes effective,

Section 26.7 Non-discrimination Requirements

The City will never exclude any person from participation in, deny any person the benefits of, or otherwise
discriminate against anyone in connection with the award and performance of any contract covered by 49 CFR
Parts 23 and 26 on the basis of race, color, sex, or national origin,

In administering its DBE program, the City will not, directly or through contractual or other arrangements, use
criteria or methods of administration that have the effect of defeating or substantially impairing
accomplishment of the objectives of the DBE program with respect to individuals of a particular race, color,
sex, or national origin.

Section 26.11 Record Keeping Requirements

The City will report DBE awards, commitments, and payments using the "Uniform Report of DBE Awards or
Commitments and Payments", found in Appendix B to Part 26, at the intervals stated on the form,

The City will report DBE participation to ITA and/or FAA as follows (Part 26 § 26,11 (b); Part 23 § 23.27):

As an FAA grantee, the City will submit annually DOT Form 4630, as modified for use by FAA recipients,

As an FTA grantee, the City will report DBE participation on a quarterly basis, using DOT Form 4630, These will
reflect payments actually made to DBEs on ITA assisted contracts,

City staff shall prepare the required periodic compliance reports for the ITA and FAA on the forms provided by
the respective agency. These reports shall be coordinated within each department or section, as required,

The City will create a bidders list, consisting of information about all DBE and non-DBE firms that bid or
propose on ITA and/or FAA-assisted contracts, The list will be used to help set overall goals by providing data
as accurate as possible about the universe of DBE and non-DBE contractors and subcontractors who seek to
work on the City's ITA and/or FAA-assisted contracts.
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The bidders list will include the name, address, DBE and non-DBE status, age offirm, and category of annual

gross receipts of firms {i.e. less than $500,000; $500,000 - $1 million; $1-2 million; $2-5 million; over $5
million}. The City will collect this information by having bidders/proposers complete and submit to the City a
bidders/proposer information form.

Section 26.13 Federal Financial Assistance Agreement

§~<::!iQIl2£U3 Assurclnces

The City has signed the following assurances, applicable to all FTA and/or FAA-assisted contracts and their
administration:

l'e_cl.eIElW_'l'1I1.cia.1 As?i~tEll1ceAgre!'.rn..e nJ,I\sS!!r~nfe..:2.6, l,:3Ja)
The City shall not discriminate on the basis of race, color, national origin, or sex in the award and performance
of any FTA and/or FAA assisted contract or in the administration of its DBE Program or the requirements of 49
CFR Part 26. The City shall take all necessary and reasonable steps under 49 CFR Part 26 to ensure
nondiscrimination in the award and administration of FTA and/or FAA assisted contracts. The City's DBE
Program, as required by 49 CFR Part 26 and as approved by FTA and/or FAA, is incorporated by reference in
this agreement. Implementation of this program is a legal obligation and failure to carry out its terms shall be
treated as a violation of this agreement. Upon notification to the City of its failure to carry out its approved
program, the Department may impose sanction as provided for under Part 26 and may, in appropriate cases,

refer the matter for enforcement under 18 U.5.c. 1001 and/or the Program Fraud Civil Remedies Act of 1986
{31 U.5.c. 3801 et seq.}.

As it is stated in 26.13{a), this language is to be used verbatim in financial assistance agreements with sub­

recipients.

c:() ntraf.1A~s.lJ.IElI1<:.e.:.. 2.f;i,.!Jb
The City will ensure that the following clause is placed in every FTA and/or FAA-assisted contract and

subcontract:

The contractor, sub-recipient, or subcontractor shall not discriminate on the basis of race, color, national
origin, or sex in the performance of this contract. The contractor shall carry out applicable requirements of 49
CFR Part 26 in the award and administration of FTA and/or FAA assisted contracts. Failure by the contractor to
carry out these requirements is a material breach of this contract, which may result in the termination of this
contract or such other remedy as the City deems appropriate.
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SUBPART B - ADMINISTATIVE REQUIREMENTS

Section 26.21 DBE Program Updates

Since the City has received an FAA grant of $250,000 or more for airport planning or development in a federal
fiscal year and has received an FTA grant of $250,000 or more in FTA planning, capital, and/or operating
assistance in a federal fiscal year, the City will continue to carry out this program until all funds from FTA
and/or FAA financial assistance have been expended. The City will provide to FTA and/or FAA updates
representing significant changes in the program.

Section 26.23 Policy Statement

The Policy Statement is elaborated on the first page of this DBE Program.

Section 26.25 DBE liaison Officer (DBELO)

The City has designated the following individual as the DBE liaison Officer:
Vickey Dion, Senior Civil Engineer, 1010 Tenth Street, Suite 3100, Modesto CA 95353, phone: (209) 571-5542,
fax: (209) 571-5575, email: vdion@modestogov.com

In that capacity, the DBELO is responsible for implementing all aspects of the DBE program and ensuring that
the City complies with all provision of 49 CFR Part 26 and Part 23. The DBELO has direct, independent access
to the City Manager concerning DBE program matters. An organization chart displaying the DBELO's position
in the organization is found in Attachment A to this program.
The DBELO is responsible for developing, implementing and monitoring the DBE program, in coordination with
other appropriate officials.

The duties and responsibilities of the DBELO include the following:
o Gathers and reports statistical data and other information as required by FTA and/or FAA.
o Reviews third party contracts and purchase requisitions for compliance with this program.
o Works with all departments to set overall annual goals.
o Ensures that bid notices and requests for proposals are available to DBEs in a timely manner.
o Identifies contracts and procurements so that DBE goals are included in solicitations (both race-neutral

methods and contract specific goals attainment) and identifies ways to improve progress.
o Analyzes the City's progress toward attainment and identifies ways to improve progress.
o Participates in pre-bid meetings.
o Advises the City Manager on DBE matters and achievement.
o Provides DBEs with information and assistance in preparing bids, obtaining bonding and insurance.
o Provides outreach to DBEs and community organizations to advise them of opportunities.
o Refers interested persons to the Unified Certification Program DBE directory available

at http://californiaucp.org.
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Roles of Other Staff in Implementing the DBEProgram

Department heads are responsible for the daily management and implementation of the DBE Program within
their respective departments or sections. Managers shall ensure appropriate staff members are familiar with
the requirements of Part 26, Part 23, and the City's DBE Program. The DBELO shall meet periodically with the
Transit Manager and the Airport Manager to: review implementation of the plan, ascertain the progress and
achievements within the plan, and identify problems and/or deficiencies.

Section 26.27 DBE Financial Institutions

It is the policy of the City to investigate the full extent of services offered by financial institutions owned and
controlled by socially and economically disadvantaged individuals in the community, to make reasonable
efforts to use these institutions, and to encourage prime contractors on FTA and/or FAA-assisted contract to
make use of these institutions. The City has investigated to identify such institutions through the UCP
database and has determined that there are none available in the local area.

Section 26.29 Prompt Payment Mechanisms

The City will include the following clause in each FAA and/or FTA-assisted prime contract:

A prime contractor shall pay any subcontractor not later than 10 days of receipt of each progress payment in
accordance with the provisions in Section 7108.5 of the California Business and Professions Code concerning
prompt payment to subcontractors. The 10 days is applicable unless a longer period is agreed to in writing.
Any delay or postponement of payment over 30 days may take place only for good cause and with the City's
prior written approval. Any violation of Section 7108.5 shall subject the violating contractor or subcontractor
to the penalties, sanction, and other remedies of that section. This requirement shall not be construed to limit
or impair any contractual, administrative, or judicial remedies otherwise available to the contractor or
subcontractor in the event of a dispute involving late payment or nonpayment by the prime contractor,
deficient subcontract performance, or noncompliance by a subcontractor.

Section 26.31 Directory

The City routinely accesses the State of California Unified Certification Program directory
(www.californiaucp.com)to search and identify certified DBE's and encourages potential bidders to do the same.

Section 26.33 Overconcentration

The City has not identified that overconcentration exists in the types of work that DBEs perform.

Section 26.35 Business Development Programs

The City has not established a business development program.
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Section 26.37 Monitoring and Enforcement Mechanisms

The City will take the following monitoring and enforcement actions to ensure compliance with 49 CFR Part
26:

o Bring to the attention of the DOT any false, fraudulent, or dishonest conduct in connection with the
program, so that DOT can take the steps (e.g., referral to the Department of Justice for criminal
prosecution, referral to the DOT Inspector General, action under suspension and debarment or
Program Fraud and Civil Penalties rules) provided in 26.109.

o Consider similar action under the City's own legal authorities, including responsibility determinations in
future contracts.

o Provide a monitoring and enforcement mechanism to verify that work committed to DBEs at contract
award is actually performed by the DBEs. This will be accomplished by requiring each prime contractor
to complete a DBE participation form along with each invoice submitted for payment; random direct
confirmation by the City with specified DBE's that they have been paid; random on-site inspections
(where appropriate) to determine utilization of DBE's, and other mechanisms as deemed appropriate
by the City.

o Keep a running tally of actual payments to DBE firms for work committed to them at the time of
contract award.

Section 26.39 Small Business Participation
The following small business element is incorporated into this DBE Program in order to facilitate competition
on FTA and/or FAA-assisted projects by small business concerns (both DBEs and non-DBE small businesses):

o The City will evaluate each contract, on a project by project basis, and decide, based on scope of work
and availability of small business concerns to perform work activities, whether or not to set a goal for
small business participation.

o To facilitate competition by small business concerns, the City will encourage the unbundling of projects
as appropriate to help eliminate obstacles to small business participation.

o The City will evaluate projects to ensure that a reasonable number of prime contracts are to be of a
size that small business concerns, including DBEs, can reasonably perform.

o The City will provide specifications and Requests for Proposals in a timely manner, in order to allow
DBEs and other small business concerns adequate time to develop responsive and responsible bids,
quotations, and proposals.

o The City will send bid notices, where appropriate, to small business trade associations, technical
assistance agencies and DBE's with capabilities relevant to the bid notice.

o The City will help small business concerns to better understand its contracting and procurement
opportunities.

For information on SBA size standards, see http://www.sba.gov/contant/determining-size-standards

Participation by DBEs and other Small Businesses in Airport Concessions

All opportunities for concessions/lease agreements with the City which are aviation related shall be
administered pursuant to 49 CFR Part 23 and the City's DBE Program.

DBEs with experience in the type of concession under consideration may, upon request, be sent a copy of the
Notice of Concession/Lease Opportunity. Each Notice of Concession/Lease Opportunity shall be submitted for
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publication in newspapers of general circulation. Such notices shall also be sent to business technical
assistance organizations.

Each Notice of Concession/Lease Agreement Opportunity, to the extent feasible, shall be submitted for
publication at least 60 days prior to the award of such concession or lease agreement.

The AirportSection representative, in conjunction with the OBELO, shall actively seek out firms interested in
concession/lease opportunities. If any such firms have not been officially certified as a OBE, the firm shall be
referred to the UCP process.

Concession/Lease agreements shall be subject to the City's overall goals for OBE. The City will not use quotas
in any way in the administration of the OBE program or to achieve OBE participation.

SUBPART C - GOALS, GOOD FAITH EFFORTS, AND COUNTING

Section 26.43 Set-asides or Quotas

The City does not use quotas in any way in the administration of this DBE program.

Section 26.45 Overall Goals

In accordance with Section 26.45, the Transit Section will submit overall triennial OBE goals to FTA on the date
determined by the FTA Office of Civil Rights.

In accordance with Section 26.45 and FAA guidance, the City Airport will establish an overall DBE goal covering
a three-year federal fiscal year period if the Airport anticipates awarding FAA funded prime contracts
exceeding $250,000 during anyone or more of the reporting fiscal years within the three-year goal period. The
DBE goals will be established in accordance with the 2-step process as specified in 49 CFR Part 26.45. If the
City does not anticipate awarding more than $250,000 in FAA-assisted prime contracts during any of the years
within the three-year reporting period, the City will not develop an overall goal; however this OBE Program
will remain in effect and the City will seek to fulfill the objectives outlined in 49 CFR Part 26.1.

Before establishing the overall goal for each submission, the City will consult with organizations such as
Modesto Chamber of Commerce, Central Valley Hispanic Chamber of Commerce, NAACP Modesto/ Stanislaus
Branch, Valley Builders Exchange, and others, to obtain information concerning the availability of
disadvantaged and non-disadvantaged businesses, the effects of discrimination on opportunities for OBEs, and
the City's efforts to establish a level playing field for the participation of OBEs.

Following this consultation, the City will publish a notice of the proposed overall goals, informing the public
that the proposed goal and its rationale are available for inspection during normal business hours at City Hall
for 30 days following the date of the notice, and informing the public that the City and DOT will accept
comments on the goals for 45 days from the date of the notice.

A legal advertisement will be published in the Modesto Bee, Vida en el Valle, and other trade publication or
website as appropriate. Normally, the City will issue this notice by June 1 of the years in which goals are
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submitted. The notice will include addresses to which comments may be sent and addresses (including offices
and websites) where the proposal may be reviewed.

The City will begin using the overall goal on October 1 of the specified year, unless the City has received other
instructions from FAA and/or FTA. If the City establishes a goal on a project basis, the City will begin using the
goal by the time of the first solicitation for a FTA and/or FAA-assisted contract for the project. The goal will
remain effective for the duration of the three-year period established and approved by FAA and/or FTA.

Section 26.47 Goal Setting and Accountability

If the awards and commitments shown on the City's Uniform Report of Awards or Commitments and
Payments at the end of any fiscal year are less than the overall goal applicable to that fiscal year, staff will:

o Analyze in detail the reason for the difference between the overall goal and the actual
awards/commitments;

o Establish specific steps and milestones to correct the problems identified in the analysis; and
o Maintain information/records regarding the analysis and efforts made.

Section 26.49 Transit Vehicle Manufacturers Goals

The City will require each transit vehicle manufacturer, as a condition of being authorized to bid or propose on
FTA-assisted transit vehicle procurements, to certify that it has complied with the requirements of this section.
Alternatively, the City may, at its discretion and with FTA approval, establish project-specific goals for DBE
participation in the procurement of transit vehicles in lieu of the TVM complying with this element of the
program.

Section 26.51 Meeting Overall Goals/Contract Goals

The City will meet the maximum feasible portion of its overall goal using race-neutral means of facilitating DBE
participation. The City will use contract goals to meet any portion of the overall goal not projected to be met
using race-neutral means. Contract goals are established so that, over the period to which the overall goal
applies, they will cumulatively result in meeting any portion of the City's overall goal that is not projected to
be met through the use of race-neutral means. The City will establish contract goals only on those FTA and/or
FAA-assisted contracts that have subcontracting possibilities. The City need not establish a contract goal on
every such contract, and the size of contract goals will be adapted to the circumstances of each such contract
(e.g., type and location of work, availability of DBEs to perform the particular type of work.)

As a grantee located within the jurisdiction of the U.s. Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit, the City is
subject to Western States Paving, Inc. v. Washington State Department of Transportation, 407 F.3d 983, and
race-conscious measures may be used only in specific circumstances.

Section 26.53 Good Faith Efforts Procedures

The obligation of the bidder/offeror is to make good faith efforts. The bidder/offeror can demonstrate that it
has done so either by meeting the contract goal or documenting good faith efforts. Examples of good faith
efforts are found in Appendix A to Part 26.
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The following personnel are responsible for determining whether a bidder/offeror who has not met the
contract goal has documented sufficient good faith efforts to be regarded as responsive:

Vickey Dion, DBE Liaison Officer
1010 Tenth Street, Suite 3100
Modesto CA 95353
phone: (209) 571-5542
fax: (209) 571-5575
vdion@modestogov.com

The City will ensure that all information is complete and accurate and adequately documents the
bidder/offeror's good faith efforts before the City commits to the performance of the contract by the
bidder/offeror.

The City treats bidder/offeror's compliance with good faith efforts' requirements as a matter of
responsiveness.

Each solicitation for which a contract goal has been established will require the bidders/offerors to submit the
following information:

The names and addresses of DBE firms that will participate in the contract;
o A description of the work that each DBE will perform;
o The dollar amount of the participation of each DBE firm participating;
o Written and signed documentation of commitment to use a DBE subcontractor whose participation it

submits to meet a contract goal;
o Written and signed confirmation from the DBE that it is participating in the contract as provided in the

prime contractors commitment and
o If the contract goal is not met, evidence of good faith efforts (See Attachment D).

Within 5 days of being informed by the City that it is not responsive because it has not documented sufficient
good faith efforts, a bidder/offeror may request administrative reconsideration. Bidder/offeror should make
this request in writing to the following reconsideration official:

Greg Nyhoff, City Manager
1010 Tenth Street, Suite 6100
Modesto CA 95353
phone: (209) 577-5224
fax: (209) 571-5128
gnyhoff@modestogov.com

The reconsideration official will not have played any role in the original determination that the bidder/offeror
did not document sufficient good faith efforts.
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As part of this reconsideration, the bidder/offeror will have the opportunity to provide written documentation
or argument concerning the issue of whether it met the goal or made adequate good faith efforts to do so.
The City will send the bidder/offeror a written decision on reconsideration, explaining the basis for finding that
the bidder did or did not meet the goal or make adequate good faith efforts to do so. The result of the
reconsideration process is not administratively appealable to the Department of Transportation.

(3QgQXil ithJ:ffQr:t?wb§rlilRI2I; i? Is!f[:n!rlilt§QIR§PiilC;§QgHlLContr:il~t wi!b~~grl!Ia.c;LGg.ilJ§.:
2§.53(t)

The City will require a contractor to make good faith efforts to replace a DBE that is terminated or has
otherwise failed to complete its work on a contract with another certified DBE, to the extent needed to meet
the contract goal. The City will require the prime contractor to notify the DBE liaison officer and the
appropriate point of contact/contract manager immediately of the DBE's inability or unwillingness to perform
and provide reasonable documentation.

In this situation, the City will require the prime contractor to obtain prior approval of the substitute DBE and
to provide copies of new or amended subcontracts, or documentation of good faith efforts.

If the contractor fails or refuses to comply in the time specified, the City's contracting office will issue an order
stopping all or part of payment/work until satisfactory action has been taken. If the contractor still fails to
comply, the City may issue a termination for default proceeding.

The requirements of 49 CFR Part 26, Regulations of the U.S. Department of Transportation, apply to this
contract. It is the policy of the City to practice nondiscrimination based on race, color, sex, or national origin in
the award or performance of this contract. All firms qualifying under this solicitation are encouraged to submit
bids/proposals. Award of this contract will be conditioned upon satisfying the requirements of this bid
specification. These requirements apply to all bidders/offerors, including those who qualify as a DBE. A DBE
contract goal of__ percent has been established for this contract. The bidder/offeror shall make good faith
efforts, as defined in Appendix A, 49 CFR Part 26 (Attachment I), to meet the contract goal for DBE
participation in the performance of this contract.
The bidder/offeror will be required to submit the following information: (I) the names and addresses of DBE
firms that will participate in the contract; (2) a description of the work that each DBE firm will perform; (3) the
dollar amount of the participation of each DBE firm participating; (4) Written documentation of the
bidder/offeror's commitment to use a DBE subcontractor whose participation bidder/offeror submits to meet
the contract goal; (5) Written confirmation from the DBE that it is participating in the contract as provided in
the commitment made under (4); and (5) if the contract goal is not met, evidence of good faith efforts.

Section 26.55 Counting DBE Participation

The City will count DBE participation toward overall and contract goals as provided in 49 CFR 26.55.
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SUBPARTS D & E- CERTIfiCATION

Section 26.61 - 26.73 Certification Process

The City is not a certifying agency. For information about the certification process or to apply for certification,
firms should visit the California Unified Certification Program website: www.californiaucp.com

Section 26.81 Unified Certification Programs

The City is the member of a Unified Certification Program (UCP) administered by the Certifying Agencies of the
CUCP. The UPC will meet all of the requirements of this section.

The California Unified Certification Program (CUCP) provides "one-stop shopping" certification services to
small, minority- and women- owned businesses seeking to participate as a Disadvantaged Business Enterprise
(DBE) on contracts funded by the United States Department of Transportation. The CUCP also provides one­
stop shopping certification services for businesses seeking to participate as an Airport Concessionaire
Disadvantaged Business Enterprise (ACDBE) on airport concessions and leases.

The CUCP is charged with the responsibility of certifying firms and compiling and maintaining a single
statewide database of certified DBEs, pursuant to 49 CFR Part 26. The Database is intended to expand the use
of DBE firms by maintaining complete and current information on those businesses and the products and
services they can provide to all U.s. DOT grantees in California.

Section 26.83 Procedures for Certification Decisions

The City is not a certifying agency. For information about the certification process or to apply for certification,
firms should visit the California Unified Certification Program website at www.californiaucp.com

Section 26.89 Certification Appeals

Any firm or complainant may appeal a California Unified Certification Program decision in a certification
matter to DOT. Such appeals may be sent to:
U.S. Department of Transportation
Office of Civil Rights Certification Appeals Branch
1200 New Jersey Ave. SE
West Building, 7", Floor
Washington, D.C. 20590
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SUBPART F - COMPLIANCE AND ENFORCEMENT

Section 26.109 Information, Confidentiality, Cooperation

The City will safeguard from disclosure to third parties information that may reasonably be regarded as
confidential business information, consistent with Federal, state, and local law. Notwithstanding any contrary
provisions of state or local law, the City well not release personal financial information submitted in response
to the personal net worth requirement to a third party (other than FTA and/or FAA) without the written
consent of the submitter.

Monitoring PaymE!n!~ to. DBEs

The City will require prime contractors to maintain records and documents of payments to DBEs for three
years following the performance of the contract. These records will be made available for inspection upon
request by any authorized representative of the City or FTA and/or FAA. This reporting requirement also
extends to any certified DBE subcontractor.

The City will perform interim audits of contract payments to DBEs. The audit will review payments to DBE
subcontractors to ensure that the actual amount paid to DBE subcontractors equals or exceeds the dollar
amounts stated in the schedule of DBE participation.
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Attachment A
Omanizational Chart
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Attachment B
FTA Methodologyused to Calculate Overall Goal

Triennial goals will be submitted to FTA independent of the DBE program submissions since DBE programs are
only submitted once, and goals must be submitted every three years. Furthermore, FTA expects that each
grantee's actual goal submission be far more thorough than the general process provided here. The actual
goal submissions must also include narratives regarding contracting opportunities available via FTA-assistance
and descriptions ofthe market area considered.

Step 1: 26.45(c)

Determine the base figure for the relative availability of DBEs.

The base figure for the relative availability of DBE's is calculated as follows:

Base figure =(Ready, willing, and able DBEs) divided by (All firms ready, willing and able)

The data source or demonstrable evidence used to derive the numerator is the UCP listing for types of work
expected to be contracted within the reporting period.

The data source or demonstrable evidence used to derive the denominator is census data for businesses
within the geographic area performing types of work expected to be contracted within the reporting period.

The base figure must be evaluated in step 2 before establishing the actual overall goal.

Step 2: 26.45(d)

After calculating a base figure of the relative availability of DBEs, evidence must be examined to determine
what adjustment is needed to the base figure in order to arrive at the overall goal.

Data must be provided to support all adjustments and reasoning must be specified.

Public Participation

The City will consult with organizations such as Modesto Chamber of Commerce, Central Valley Hispanic
Chamber of Commerce, NAACP Modesto/ Stanislaus Branch, Valley Builders Exchange, and others, to obtain
information concerning the availability of disadvantaged and non-disadvantaged businesses, the effects of
discrimination on opportunities for DBEs, and the City's efforts to establish a level playing field for the
participation of DBEs.

The City will be publish goal information in these publications: Modesto Bee, Vida en el Valle, and Passenger

Transport

Comments from individuals and/or organizations will be received and compiled.
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Sect.ion 26.51:Br(c'akoutofEstimated Race,Neu!ral & RaceConscious Participatiof]

In order to ensure that the City's DBE program will be narrowly tailored to overcome the effects of
discrimination, if the City uses contract goals, it will adjust the estimated breakout of race-neutral and race­

conscious participation as needed to reflect actual DBE participation (see 26.51(f)) and the City will track and
report race-neutral and race conscious participation separately. For reporting purposes, race-neutral DBE
participation includes, but is not necessarily limited to, the following: DBE participation through a prime
contract a DBE obtains through customary competitive procurement procedures; DBE participation through a

subcontract on a prime contract that does not carry a DBE goal; DBE participation on a prime contract
exceeding a contract goal; and DBE participation through a subcontract from a prime contractor that did not
consider a firm's DBE status in making the award.

City of Modesto DBE Program Update 2013 PageJ17



Attachment C
Demonstration of~ood Faithl':fforts (part ofs()licitationdoclJrT1~nts)
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INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING SUBCONTRACTING REQUEST FORM

t All First-tier subcontractors must!J.e included on a sub-contracting request

2. Submit 3n origin31 Subcontractmg Request Form H1 acCOfdance 'With the Project Specifications.
After approval, ;) copy of the or.gina! forrn IS returned to the contractor

3 When an entire itefn is subcontracted, the ,>'alue to- b-e shown is the contractor"s bid price.

4. When a portion of 30 item is subcontracted, describe the portion, and show the percent of bid
item and dollar value.

5. Zeros or applicable amoLlnts for specialty items should be entered mnoes 2 and 3 of this form.

This form is not to be used for subcomractor substr1utioos,

BefOfe submittal of a Subcomractjng Request form invotving a replacement subcontractor. submit a
separate written request for approval to substitute a listed subcontractor.

Submit a separ.ate written request for approval of any DBEIDVBE substitution.
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Attachment D
Regulations:49CFR Part26 TableQL~ontents-

The full text of the regulation can be located at http://www.ecir.gov. The Contents of the Regulation are included
here for ease of reference only:

Title 49: Transportation

PART 26-PARTICIPATION BY DISADVANTAGED BUSINESS ENTERPRISES IN DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE PROGRAMS

Contents

~ybJla rtil--j:ign_eral
§ 26.1 What are the objectives of this part?
§ 26.3 To whom does this part apply?
§ 26.5 What do the terms used in this part mean?
§ 26.7 What discriminatory actions are forbidden?
§ 26.9 How does the Department issue guidance and interpretations under this part?
§ 26.11 What records do recipients keep and report?
§ 26.13 What assurances must recipients and contractors make?
§ 26.15 How can recipients apply for exemptions or waivers?

~lIbp?I:t!!.-AcllTll.ni~trat!'Jl.' HequiremenJ.~JQrJ2E1F,PLogr? rns.for. Fl.'cleraj!Y.:Ass.istl.'cI..<::ontracting
§ 26.21 Who must have a DBE program?
§ 26.23 What is the requirement for a policy statement?
§ 26.25 What is the requirement for a liaison officer?
§ 26.27 What efforts must recipients make concerning DBE financial institutions?
§ 26.29 What prompt payment mechanisms must recipients have?
§ 26.31 What information must you include in your DBE directory?
§ 26.33 What steps must a recipient take to address overconcentration of DBEs in certain types of work?
§ 26.35 What role do business development and mentor-protege programs have in the DBE program?
§ 26.37 What are a recipient's responsibilities for monitoring the performance of other program participants?
§ 26.39 Fostering small business participation.

~_ug'p.atl<;:=G_oill~L(](lOcl ~aith Efforts, at!cl<;:oYD1:ing
§ 26.41 What is the role of the statutory 10 percent goal in this program?
§ 26.43 Can recipients use set-asides or quotas as part of this program?
§ 26.45 How do recipients set overall goals?
§ 26.47 Can recipients be penalized for failing to meet overall goals?
§ 26.49 How are overall goals established for transit vehicle manufacturers?
§ 26.51 What means do recipients use to meet overall goals?
§ 26.53 What are the good faith efforts procedures recipients follow in situations where there are contract
goals?
§ 26.55 How is DBE participation counted toward goals?
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Subpart[)-Cert:iflcilti()I1..2ta.nQarQ~
§ 26.61 How are burdens of proof allocated in the certification process?
§ 26.63 What rules govern group membership determinations?
§ 26.65 What rules govern business size determinations?
§ 26.67 What rules determine social and economic disadvantage?
§ 26.69 What rules govern determinations of ownership?
§ 26.71 What rules govern determinations concerning control?
§ 26.73 What are other rules affecting certification?

S!J.9PqrtJ.=.C:~.rtifi<::,,!i()n...PEo.ceQ.L!re.?
§ 26.81 What are the requirements for Unified Certification Programs?
§ 26.83 What procedures do recipients follow in making certification decisions?
§ 26.85 Interstate certification.
§ 26.86 What rules govern recipients' denials of initial requests for certification?
§ 26.87 What procedures does a recipient use to remove a DBE's eligibility?
§ 26.89 What is the process for certification appeals to the Department of Transportation?
§ 26.91 What actions do recipients take following DOT certification appeal decisions?

Subpart f=C:9fIlplii!l1£e i3nd E~nfgrcemen!
§ 26.101 What compliance procedures apply to recipients?
§ 26.103 What enforcement actions apply in FHWA and FTA programs?
§ 26.105 What enforcement actions apply in FAA programs?
§ 26.107 What enforcement actions apply to firms participating in the DBE program?
§ 26.109 What are the rules governing information, confidentiality, cooperation, and intimidation or
retaliation?

Appendix A to Part 26-Guidance Concerning Good Faith Efforts
Appendix B to Part 26-Uniform Report of DBE Awards or Commitments and Payments Form
Appendix Cto Part 26-DBE Business Development Program Guidelines
Appendix D to Part 26-Mentor-Protege Program Guidelines
Appendix Eto Part 26-lndividual Determinations of Social and Economic Disadvantage
Appendix F to Part 26-Uniform Certification Application Form

Authority: 23 USc. 304 and 324; 42 u.s.c. 2000d, et seq.; 49 U.S.c. 47107, 47113, 47123; Sec. 1101(b), Pub. L 105·178, 112 Stat. 107, 113.
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Attachment E
Accessingthe CUCP DSr= Directory and DBr=ApplicatiQn

The curre[lt DBE[)i~r~~tory ~dat<3~i:Jase rrtay be[ot,ln~cl~ at www ~californiaucp~org

The current AJlplicationJ(lrrn? ~ ancl ..1n.~1ructi<:>n~.I11~Y i:Je ~found~ilt www.califo rn ia ucp.org

For individuals with Limited English Proficiency and sensory disabilities, this information is available in various
languages, Braille, large print, on audio-cassette, or computer disk. To obtain a copy in one of these alternate
formats, please call or write to the California Department of Transportation, Office of Business & Economic
Opportunity - MS #79,1823 14th Street, Sacramento, CA 95814, (916) 324-1700, toll free 1-866-810-6346, FAX
(916) 324-1949.
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-328

RESOLUTION APPROVING THE TRANSIT SYSTEM DISADVANTAGED
BUSINESS ENTERPRISE GOAL OF 1% FOR THE PERIOD ENDING
SEPTEMBER 30, 2014

WHEREAS, the City of Modesto is a Federal Transit Administration (FTA) fund

recipient in excess of$250,000 annually, and

WHEREAS, the FTA requires all such recipients to meet federal regulatory

requirements for Disadvantaged Business Enterprise (DBE) Triennial Goal, and

WHEREAS, FTA methodology for the establishment of a triennial goal resulted

in a City of Modesto Transit DBE Goal of 1%,

WHEREAS, the methodology used to establish the goal must be published and

available for review for 30 days and comments can be received for 45 days, and

WHEREAS, the City of Modesto Transit Section published the notice that the

methodology and draft goals were available for review on July 29, 2013.

WHEREAS, Attached hereto as Exhibit A is the City of Modesto Transit DBE

Federal FY 2012-14 Goals prepared by City staff in compliance with the regulations

promulgated by the FTA to implement 49 CFR part 26.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves the City of Modesto Transit System Disadvantaged Business

Enterprise Federal FY 2012-14 Goal of I% attached hereto as Exhibit A.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 10th day of September, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Gunderson, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers: Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez, and
Mayor Marsh

NOES: Councilmembers: None

ABSENT: Councilmembers: Muratore

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

09/10/20131PWIFCavanahiitem 7 2 2013-328
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City o/Modesto
Disadvantaged Business Enterprise

FTA Triennial Goals for FY 12-14

Recipients of Federal funding from the Federal Transit Administration (FTA) in excess of $250,000 per year
are required to establish and maintain an active Disadvantaged Business Enterprise (DBE) program. The
overarching goal of the program is to seek to ensure nondiscrimination in the award and administration of
FTA-assisted contracts and to create a level playing field on which DBEs can compete fairly for FTA-assisted
contracts.

The City of Modesto is a recipient of FTA funding at or exceeding the financial thresholds and therefore is
required to implement a DBE program and establish program goals for triennial periods as assigned by the
FTA.

More detailed information about these and other DBE requirements can be found by referencing the Code
of Federal Regulations (49 CFR Parts 23 and 26) and the City of Modesto DBE Program.

The purpose of this document is to focus on the required establishment of the City's three-year DBE goals
and to provide additional insights into the strategies the City will employ to encourage more participation
by disadvantaged businesses in contracting opportunities.

GOAL SETTING PROCESS

The establishment of the City's three-year DBE participation goals is predicated on a specific, federally
prescribed process that includes the following steps:

• Consulting with groups and/or individuals with knowledge and insights into the environment with
which disadvantaged businesses operate in the community,

• Assessing anticipated contracts using FTA Funds (excluding those for the purchase of vehicles) the
agency anticipates awarding within the next three years,

• Assessing the number of federally registered DBE's available, ready, willing, and able to bid on the
specific types of contracts the City anticipates awarding,

• Assessing the number of all businesses available, ready, willing, and able to bid on the specific types of
contracts the agency anticipates awarding, and

• Mathematical calculation and adjustments of the DBE goal.

The federal regulations also require publishing and seeking public comment on the proposed goals before the
DBE Program goals are adopted by the Council.
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CONSULTATIVE PROCESS

In the preparation of the City's proposed three year goals for FTA-funded projects, City staff participated in
regional planning outreach meetings to gather input from the business industry, the agricultural industry,
service districts, neighborhood associations, and others.

Based upon the input received through the consultative process there appears to be businesses in the area
that may qualify as DBE's. However, there also appears to be little interest within the local business
community for participation in this program. For example, the CUCP directory shows 2,190 DBE business
enterprises available for work within Stanislaus County, but a closer examination of the query result shows
that only 16 of those business enterprises are actually located within the county.

The primary local resource for assisting small businesses in navigating the DBE process is the Alliance Small
Business Development Center (SBDe) in Modesto. According to the SBDC Director, the primary barrier to local
businesses is a lack of understanding of how to access the system and what opportunities are available to local
businesses that become certified as DBEs. The SBDC staff is focusing attention upon business enterprises that
may be eligible to become registered DBEs, registered Small Businesses, and Disabled Veteran Business
Enterprises.

Future local goals involve public/private partnerships to sponsor workshops to promote the programs and
support local small business participation.

ESTABLISHING THE BASE GOAL

Transit is a Section of the Public Works Department within the City of Modesto and consequently must receive
many of its supplies through vendors selected by the Purchasing Department utilizing a competitive bid
process that does not consider DBE status. Within the City, it is assumed that a centralized purchasing
operation can benefit from the economy of all City departments.

The federal DBE program requirements and related goal setting only apply to contracts that are paid for using
federal transportation funds. Conversely, even if the agency does use a registered DBE to provide a product or
service, if no federal funds are used in a contract, the DBE participation is not counted nor reported to the
government for the purpose of DBE goal attainment.

Consequently, for the purpose of goal calculation, the first step in the process is to estimate the types and
financial values of the various contracts (excluding the purchase of vehicles) in which City of Modesto Transit
expects to expend Federal funds in the three years of this reporting cycle: FY 11/12, FY 12/13, and FY 13/14.

As seen in the following table, FTA-assisted contracting for fiscal years 2012 through 2014 is expected to
consist of four contracts, exclusive of contracts for the purchase of transit vehicles, which are not subject to
this process.
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Total Contract
Amount (Actual or Amount of FTA funds portion of Total FTA Funds

Project NA!CS Code Expected) on project: used in Contracted Projects

Repower Mode! Year 2003 Gillig Transit Buses 811198/811118 $ 1,384,649.00 $ 1,107,719.00 0.1147
Bus Maintenance Faclltiy Video Surveillance 238210 $ 77,598.00 $ 62,078.00 0.0064

Transit Center Public Bathroom Remodel 236220/238990 $ 250,000.00 $ 50,000.00 0.0052
Modesto Area Dial ARide Operations Contract 485113 $ 16,881,245.00 $ 8,440,622.50 0.8737

Total FTA Contract Funds $ 9,660,419.50 1

The next step in the process involves making an assessment of the number of federally registered DBE's

available, ready, willing, and able to bid on the specific types of contracts the City anticipates awarding and an
assessment of the total number of all businesses available, ready, willing, and able to bid on the specific types
of contracts the City anticipates awarding to calculate a comparative proportional representative percentage.

This base figure is based upon using:
1) The California Unified Certification Program (CUCP) Directory to identify the number of registered DBEs

willing to perform work in the City's market area for each of the anticipated contracts based on the
North American Industry Classification System (NAICS) codes most relevant to each contract. For the

purposes of this analysis, the market area is defined as Stanislaus County and the surrounding areas of
Alpine County, Amador County, Calaveras County, Mariposa County, Merced County, San Joaquin
County, and Tuolumne County.

2) The 2011 County Business Patterns (CBP) data from the US Census Bureau to identify the total number
of businesses available in the same area for work based on the same NAICS codes.

Pwjed ,
"y,,, 2003 , Ou,",

lou, ~ Faciltiy Video: , iijf'IT",",;, C,ot" Publ< O,,"wom R'mod~

IMod,,'o M" Oi,' A Rid,

*The CUCP report for NAICS 485113 willing to work

in the area does show 2 consulting firms. These
firms were removed for this report in that phone
caUs to the firms establish that they do not perform
actual operations.

Numbers of OBfs available to Number of aU firms available to

perform this work Relative OBE ,
82 0.0610

78 239 0.326'
22, 30 0.732

00000

Per 49 CFR 26.45c, and guidance from the FTA, a weighted base figure is computed to take into account both
the relative availability of DBEs and the relative size of the anticipated contracts. The formula used is as

follows:

Weighted Base Figure= [(Project's % of total FTA contract dollars) * (Relative availability of DBEs)] + [(Project's
% of total FTA contract dollars) * (Relative availability of DBEs)] ... as necessary to represent each project.

Using the weighted figures from the tables above, the Weighted Base Figure can be seen as:

Project NA1CSCode DBE Availability x Project Weight Weighted Base Figure
Repower Model Year 2003 Gillig Transit Buses 811198/811118 0,0610 x 0.1147 0.0070
Bus Maintenance Fadltiy Vjdeo Surveillance 238210 0.3264 x 0.0064 0.0021

Transit Center Public Bathroom Remodel 236220/238990 0.7327 x 0.0052 0.0038

Modesto Area Dial A Ride Operations Contract 485113 0.0000 x 0.8737 0.0000

Total 0.0129
Expressed as a %,-______::;1.;3

Rounded, Weighted Base FigureLI______-"'%:::11
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Per 49 CFR 26(d), following the calculation of a base figure, all available evidence must be examined to

determine if any further adjustment is warranted. As consultation did not provide a basis for numerical

adjustment and as past participation by DBEs in prior years is generally in line with the proposed base figure,

no adjustments are being made to this calculation.

Based on this analysis, the City proposes an overall DBE goal of 1% for FTA funds expended in contracts for

fiscal years 2012 through 2014, exclusive of funds to be used for the purchase of transit vehicles.

CONCLUSION

The spirit of the Disadvantaged Enterprise Program is to create a level playing field wherein small, historically­

excluded entrepreneurs can successfully participate in providing their goods and services to government. The

City affirms that to do so is in the best interest of our community.

To increase the local participation of DBEs and small business enterprise participation in City contracts, the

City plans to further develop partnerships with local programs working to educate, support, and assist local

small businesses who may qualify to become certified as DBE's.

ATTACHMENTS

Attachment 1- Proof of Advertisement
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Attachment 1 - Proof ofAdvertisement

DECLARATION OF PUBLICATION
(C.C.P.52015.5)

COUNTY OF STANISLAUS
STATE OF CALIFORNIA

1om a citizen of fhe United States and a resldent
Of the County aforesaid; l am over the -age of
Eighteen years, and not a party to or interested
In the cbovee-nlitle matter. j am a printe-rand
Principal clerk of the publisher
of THE MODESTO BEE, printed in the City
of MODESTO, County of STANlSLAUS,
state of California, daily./ for which wid
newspaper has been adjudged 0 newspaper of
generaJ circulation by the Superior Court of the
County of STANISLAUS 1 State of California,
Under the date of February 251 1951, Action
No. 46453; that the notice of which the annexed is
a printed copy; has been published in each issue
there of on the following dotes, to wit:

lui '19, 2013

I certify (or declore) under penalty of perjury
That the for€9oing is true and correct and that
This declaratIon was executed ot

MODE.STOf Califo-rnia on

July 29th, 2013

{By Electronic Facsimile Signature)

City of Modesto Transit DBE Goals 12-14
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DECLARATION OFPlr"BLICATION
(C.c.P. 82015.5)

COHNTY OF 5TA,'IISLAUS
STATt OF CALlI'ORI"HA

J am .a citizen ofthe United States and a resident
oftb~ County :aforesaid; j am -over the age-of
cighteen }"ears} and not 11 party to or interested
in tht: .ahtn'v entitled matta. I am a printer and
pun",,,.! clerk ofthe publisher of
THE MOD.rs5TO BEE,
which bas be.e.n adjudged a p..cwspapei of
general circulation by the Superior Court of the
C.ounty of!iTANISLAUS, State ofCalifornia,
unaerthe d.le"fF.b.""ry lS, 1951, A.I!""
No.46453. The notice or-.hich the o",,,,,,.,.j 1$
a printed ropy has been puhHshed in each issue
theroofon "the fuUo1¥ing dates; to wit:

Vida .EIl EI Valle Publication
JUI.¥ 24, 2013

! certify (or declare) under penally "fl'<Dory
that the forcgeJng is true and OOtr-ec:t and that
this doclamtioo was executed at
MOIYE5TO, Califumi. on

JUL¥24, 2013
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Passenger Transport publication date 7/29/13
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-329

RESOLUTION ESTABLISHING FUNDING PRIORITIES FOR Al%
TRANSACTIONS AND USE TAX PLACED BEFORE THE VOTERS OF THE
CITY ON THE NOVEMBER 5, 2013 GENERAL ELECTION BALLOT

WHEREAS, public safety and the local economy are major community concerns.

Additional funds will help address public safety needs, improve city streets, expand

programs to attract new businesses to Modesto, and create jobs; and

WHEREAS, additional funds are needed to maintain and improve our overall

quality of life in Modcsto and keep the City moving forward; and

WHEREAS, community priorities include increasing the number of police

officers patrolling city streets, expanding programs to attract business to Modesto,

expanding gang crime prevention services and, investigating and preventing property-

related crimes like theftlburglary; and

WHEREAS, Modesto's crime rate rose by 22% in 2012. Additional funds are

needed to help put more police officers on the street to improve neighborhood safety and

address crime, gangs, drugs and youth violence; and

WHEREAS, there are nearly four thousand known gang members and associates

in the county, most of whom live in Modesto. Additional funds are needed to improve

and expand gang suppression and prevention programs; and

WHEREAS, Additional funds are needed to investigate and prevent property-

related crimes and crack down on drug dealing and drug-related crimes in the City; and

WHEREAS, a local funding measure would create a dedicated locally-controlled

source of revenues to improve public safety services and programs that create jobs and

attract business to Modesto; and

09/10/2013!Finance/GGenereuxlltem 8 2013·329



WHEREAS, the City intends to hold a General Election on November 5, 20l3;

and

WHEREAS, at that election, the City Council desires to submit to the qualified

voters of the City a Measure asking whether to amend the Modesto Municipal Code

relating to a 1% Transactions and Use Tax ("Tax"); and

WHEREAS, should the Tax be approved by the voters, the City will receive

additional General Fund revenues that will be available to address some of the issues

described above; and

WHEREAS, should the Tax be approved by the voters, the City Council wishes to

set forth its priorities for the use of the Tax-generated revenues; and

WHEREAS, Council conducted a special workshop on July 19,2013 to explore

options for spending revenues generated by the Tax, should the Tax be approved by the

voters; and

WHEREAS, on August 12,2013 the Safety and Communities Committee

considered a list ofpublic safety and quality of life spending options to be included in a

resolution of intent, should the Tax be approved by the voters; and

WHEREAS, on August 15, 2013 the Economic Development Committee, at a

special meeting, considered a list of economic development, job creation and

infrastructure spending options to be included in a resolution of intent, should the Tax be

approved by the voters; and

WHEREAS, on August 15, 2013 the Finance Committee, at a special meeting,

considered fimding options to strengthen City governance through establishing increased

09110/20 13IFinance/GGenereuxlItem 8 2 2013-329



reserve levels for inclusion in a resolution ofintent, should the Tax be approved by the

voters; and

WHEREAS, on August 27,2013 the Finance Committee considered and reviewed

a consolidated list of funding options and approved forwarding these options to Council

for consideration and approval; and

WHEREAS, on August 27, 2013 the Finance Committee considered a list of

Public Safety and Non-Public Safety Spending Options, included as an attachment to this

agenda report, and recommended this list be used as a spending guideline, should the Tax

be approved by the voters; and

WHEREAS, on August 27, 2013 the Finance Committee considered a six-year

reporting mechanism, also included as an attachment to this agenda report, and

recommended it be used as a guideline by the Oversight Committee to monitor estimated

and actual revenues and expenditures of the Tax, should the Tax be approved by the

voters; and

WHEREAS, on August 27,2013 the Finance Committee recommended that any

future amendment of this funding resolution, if adopted by Council, require a two-thirds

majority vote; and

WHEREAS, the Tax being a general tax, nothing in this resolution shall be

interpreted to permanently legally obligate the revenues to specific purposes in the

manner ofa special tax;

NOW, TIIEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

as follows:
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L It is the intent of the City Council that, should the General Purpose Tax

measure be approved by the voters on November 5, 2013, the Tax-generated revenues be

used for the following general City purposes:

a) For enhancement of public safety in the community, 50% of the annual
revenues are to be put to use for programs and efforts aimed at combatting gangs, crime,
theft and burglary prevention including the hiring of new public safety employees,
improving the 9-1-1 emergency response times, and improving fire protection services
including response times;

b) For improvement oflocal roads and streets, 25% of the annual
revenues are to be used for repairs to local streets and roads including pothole repair,
crosswalk improvements, and safe street improvements;

c) For improvement of City governance, 10% of the annual revenues are
to be placed into reserves in the General Fund, Employee Benefits Fund or the Worker's
Compensation Fund; and

d) For economic development activities and improvement ofparks,
recreation and neighborhood services, 15% ofthe annual revenues are to be used for
events and activities designed to generate jobs; develop, enhance and retain existing
businesses; and support community development, including community enhancement
projects such as tree care and maintenance.

2. It is the intent of the City Council that future amendments to this resolution

will require a two-thirds majority.

09(} 0/2013/Finance/GGenereuxlItem 8 4 2013·329



The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 10th day of September, 20l3, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Gunderson, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers: Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez, and
Mayor Marsh

NOES: Councilmembers: None

ABSENT: Councilmembers: Muratore

ATTEST:

(SEAL)

By:
~~~~~~~-=~~~~------­

CALA WOOD, City Attorney

09JIO/2013IFinance/GGenereuxlItem 8 5
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-330

A RESOLUTION VACATING AN ALLEY LOCATED AT THE NORTHEAST
CORNER OF G STREET AND SIERRA DRIVE, 629 SECOND STREET

WHEREAS, the City of Modesto intends to dispose of vacant property located at

629 Second Street, and

WHEREAS, there is an unimproved ("paper") alley that bisects the property, and

WHEREAS, the City of Modesto submitted an application to vacate an alley

located at the northeast comer of G Street and Sierra Drive, 629 Second Street, a copy of

which is attached hereto as Exhibit "A", and incorporated herein by reference, and

WHEREAS, California Streets and Highways Code Section 8320 et seq.

prescribes the procedures to vacate public right-of-way, and

WHEREAS, a title report was submitted with the vacation request which

discloses that fee title of the alley right-of-way is vested in the City of Modesto, the

proponent of the vacation, and

WHEREAS, the proposed vacation has been referred to affected City departments

and local utility companies, and uo objectiou to the proposed vacation has been received,

and

WHEREAS, Government Code Section 65402(a) requires that prior to vacating a

public right-of-way, the Planning Commission shall make a determination as to whether

the vacation is consistent with the General Plan, and

WHEREAS, a hearing was held by the Planning Commission on August 5,2013,

in the Tenth Street Chambers, located at 10I0 Tenth Street, Modesto, California, at which

hearing evidence both oral and documentary was received and considered regarding

whether the proposed vacation conforms to the City's Urban Area General Plan, and
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WHEREAS, by Planning Commission Resolution No 2013-13, the Planning

Commission rendered a report finding that the proposed vacation is in conformance with

the Modesto Urban Area General Plan, and

WHEREAS, a duly noticed public hearing was held by the Council of the City of

Modesto on Tuesday, September 10,2013, at 5:30 p.m., in the Tenth Street Place

Chambers located at 1010 Tenth Street, Modesto, California, and

WHEREAS, notices no more than 300 feet apart were posted along the line of the

proposed right-of-way to be vacated for two successive weeks prior to the hearing, and

notice was published in the Modesto Bee for two successive weeks prior to the hearing,

per California Streets & Highways Code Sections 8323 and 8322, respectively, and,

WHEREAS, all things and acts necessary to be done as required by California

Streets and Highways Code Sections 8300 through 8363: Public Streets, Highways and

Service Easements Vacation Law, in order to vacate the subject right-of-way have been

done and accomplished,

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

Modesto finds and determines as follows:

1. The alley to be vacated is not necessary to serve present or future traffic
needs in the area.

2. The alleyway vacation is in conformance with the General Plan.

3. That Environmental Assessment No. EA C&ED 2013-16 determined that
the potential environmental effects of the vacation are adequately
addressed within the context of the previously adopted General Plan
MasterEIR.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Council hereby orders and declares the

vacation of an alley located at the northeast comer of G Street and Sierra Drive, 629

Second Street, subject to the following conditions:
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1. Prior to recordation of the abandonment, the owner shall reserve public
utility easements as required by the utility companies and the City
Engineer or designee.

2. All existing underground and aboveground utilities, irrigation, and
eleetrical lines shall be protected, relocated, or removed as required by the
respective utility company, Modesto Irrigation District, andJor City
Engineer or designee. Easements for utilities, irrigation, and electrical
lines to remain shall be reserved as required.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Council hereby orders and declares the

vacation an alley located on the northeast comer of G Street and Sierra Drive, 629

Second Street.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regnlar meeting of the Council of

the City ofModesto held on the 10th day of September, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Gunderson, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers: Burnside, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez and Mayor Marsh

NOES: Councilmembers: None

ABSENT: Councilmembers: Cogdill, Muratore

(SEAL)

APPROVIID ,$1 ·TO LEGAL DESCRIPTION

I I U
B ('[.:w,,1 < !J /Y '/ C V\j '~'-../

Community & Economic Development Department
Planning Division

09/l0/2013/C&EDDIDWagelItem 9 3 2013-330



Exhibit "A"

Legal Description

09/10/2013/C&EDDIDWagelltem 9 4 2013-330



1

2

3

5

6

7

EXHIBIT A

Being a portion of the real property as shown on Book 15 of Maps

at Page "Z", being Block ·Z· of the City of Modesto, according to

the Official Map of the City of Modesto, and filed and of record in

Stanislaus County Records, situated in the City of Modesto,

Stanislaus County, State of California, more particularly described

as follows:

8 The 20 foot alley as shown on said Map. The northwesterly

9 terminus being the southeasterly right-of-way of G Street and the

10 southeasterly terminus being the northerly right-of-way of Sierra

11 Drive.

12

13 RESERVING THEREFROM a 20-foot wide sanitary sewer

14 easement for the benefit of the public, over, under, and across

15 the land described above.

16

17 The described area contains 1,537 square feet.

18

19 See Exhibit B attached hereto and made a part hereof.

20

21 This real property description has been prepared by me in

22 conformance with the Professional land Surveyor's Act.

23

24

25 Curt Chappell

Professional land Surveyor 7992

- 1 -



Exhibit "B"

Vacated Property Exhibit
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-331

RESOLUTION FINDING THAT THE FOLLOWING SUBSEQUENT PROJECT
IS WITHIN THE SCOPE OF THE PROJECT COVERED BY THE MODESTO
URBAN AREA GENERAL PLAN MASTER ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
REPORT (SCH NO. 2007072023): VACATION OF AN ALLEY LOCATED AT
THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF G STREET AND SIERRA DRIVE, 629
SECOND STREET (CITY OF MODESTO)

WHEREAS, on October 14, 2008, the City Council ofthe City of Modesto

eertitied the Final Master Environmental Impact Report ("Master EIR") (SCH No.

2007072023) for the Modesto Urban Area General Plan, and

WHEREAS, the City of Modesto has proposed vacation of an alley located at the

northeast corner of G Street and Sierra Drive, 629 Second Street, and

WHEREAS, pursuant to Section 21157.1 of the Public Resources

Code, the City of Modesto's Community & Economic Development Department

prepared an Environmental Assessment Initial Study EAlC&ED 2013-16 ("Initial

Study") which analyzed whether the subsequent project may cause any significant effect

on the environment that was not examined in the Master EIR and whether the subsequent

project was described in the Master EIR as being within the scope of the report, and

WHEREAS, in accordance with CEQA guidelines beginning on August 21, 2013,

the City caused to be published a 20-day notice of the City's intent to make a finding that

the subsequent project conforms with the Master ErR, and

WHEREAS, said matter was considered by the City Council at a duly noticed

public hearing which was held on September 10, 2013, at 5:30 p.m., in the Tenth Street

Place Chambers located at 1010 Tenth Street, Modesto, California,

09/10/2013/C&EDDIDWagelItem 9 2013·331



NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that the Council has reviewed and eonsidered the Initial Study prepared for the proposed

vacation ofan alley located at the northeast comer of G Street and Sierra Drive, a copy of

which is attached hereto as Exhibit "A", and incorporated herein by reference, and

based on substantial evidence in the Initial Study makes the following findings:

1. An Initial Study was prepared by the City of Modesto that analyzed
whether the subsequent project may cause any significant effect on the
environment that was not examined in the Master ErR and whether the
subsequent project was described in the Master EIR as being within the
scope of the report.

2. The subsequent project will have no additional significant effect on the
environment, as defined in subdivision (d) of Section 21158 of the Public
Resources Code, that was not identified in the Master EIR.

3. No new or additional mitigation measures or alternatives are required.

4. The subsequent project is within the scope of the project covered by the
Master EIR.

5. All applicable policies, regulations, and mitigation measures identified in
the Master EIR have been applied to the subsequent project or otherwise
made conditions of approval of the subsequent project.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto that the

Community & Economic Development Director is hereby authorized and directed to file

a notice of approval or determination within five (5) business days with the Stanislaus

County Clerk pursuant to Section 21152 of the Public Resources Code.

09/1012013IC&EDDIDWage/ltem 9 2 20]3·331



The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 10th day of September, 2013, by Couucilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Couucilmember

Gunderson, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers: Burnside, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez, and
Mayor Marsh

NOES: Couucilmembers: None

ABSENT: Councilmembers: Cogdill, Muratore

(SEAL)

09110/2013/C&EDDIDWagelltem 9 3
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City of Modesto

finding of Conformance to
General Plan Master EIR:

Initial Study Environmental Checklist
EA No. 2013-016

for the proposed:

629 Second Street (Property)- Alley Abandonment

Prepared by:
City of Modesto

Community &. Economic Development Department
Planning Division

June 20, 2013

Updated: October 2008
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City of Modesto
Master EIR Initial Study Environmental Checklist

1. PURPOSE

CEQA allows for the limited environmental review of subsequent projects under the City's Master
Environmental Impact Report (,Master EIR" or "MEIR"). This Initial Study Environmental Checklist
('Initial Study") is used in determining whether 629 Second Street alley abandonment is "within the
scope" of the project analyzed in the Modesto Urban Area General Plan Master EIR (SCH#
2007072023) (Public Resources Code section 21157.1). When the Initial Study supports this
conclusion, the City will issue a finding of conformance.

A subsequent project is "within the scope" of the Master EIR when:

1. it will have no additional significant effects on the environment that were not addressed as
significant effects in the Master EIR; and

2. no new or additional mitigation measures or alternatives are required.

"Additional significant effects" means a project-specific effect that was not addressed as a Significant
effect in the Master EIR. [Public Resources Code Section 21158(d)]

The determination must be based on substantial evidence in the record. "Substantial evidence"
means facts, reasonable assumptions predicated upon facts, or expert opinion based on facts. It
does not include speculation or unsubstantiated opinion. (CEQA Guidelines Section 15384)

II. PROJECT DESCRIPTION

A. Title: 629 Second Street (Property) Alley Abandonment

B. Address or Location: Property located on the north side of Sierra Dr., southwest of 2nd Street,
629 2nd Street.

C. Applicant: Oty of Modesto

D. Oty Contact Person: David Wage, Associate Planner

Project Manager: David Wage, Associate Planner
Department: Community & Economic Development Department
Phone Number: 209-577-5267
E-mail address:dwage@modestogov.com

E. Current General Plan Designation(s): "MU" Mixed-Use

F. Current Zoning Classification(s): R-2, Medium Density Residential

G. Surrounding Land Uses:
North: High Density ReSidential, R-3
South: Medium Density Residential, R-2
East: High Density ReSidential, R-3 and Medium Density Residential, R-2
West: High Density Residential, R-3 and Medium Density Residential, R-2

City of Modesto
General Plan Master EIR 2

Initial Study EA No. 2013-016
6/20/2013



H. Project Description, including the project type listed in Section 11.( (Anticipated Future
Projects) of the Master E1R (Attach additional maps/support materials as needed for complete
record):

The project is limited to the abandonment of an alley that bisects the property located at 629
Second Street. The property located at 629 Second Street was formerly occupied with a Fire
Station and City pump house; however these structures have been removed and the site is
currently vacant. The alley is not improved for vehicular traffic. There are overhead electrical
lines running along the alley and an underground wastewater line below the alley. Easements
will be recorded to protect these utilities prior to abandoning the alley. No new physical
construction or changes are proposed as part of the abandonment.

City of Modesto
General Plan Master EIR 3

Initial Study EA No. 2013-016
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BY: C. CHAPPElU

DATE: 5-31·2013
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SHEET: 1

CITY OF MODESTO STATE OF CALIFORNIA Of: 1

I. Other Public Agencies Whose Approval is Required: None.
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General Plan Master EIR 4
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III. FINDINGS/DETERMINATION

1. l Within the Scope - The project is within the scope of the Master EIR and no new
environmental document or Public Resources Code Section 21081 findings are required. All of
the following statements are found to be true:

A. The proposed project is of a type described in Chapter II of the Master EIR.

B. All applicable policies, regulations, and mitigation measures identified in the Master EIR
have been applied to the project or otherwise made conditions of approval of the project.

C. An Initial Study was prepared by the City of Modesto that analyzed whether the proposed
subsequent project may cause any significant effect on the environment that was not
examined in the MEIR and it has been determined that the project was described in the
MEIR as being within the scope of the MEIR.

D. Based on the Initial Study, the City of Modesto finds and determines:
a) The proposed subsequent project will have no additional significant effect as

defined in CEQA Section 21158 that was not identified in the MEIR.
b) No new or additional mitigation measures or alternatives are required.

E. The criteria for currency of the Master EIR were reviewed (section 5 below) and it was
determined that the Master ErR is current for all areas of the Initial Study.

2. __ Mitigated Negative Declaration Required - On the basis of the above determinations,
the project is not within the scope of the Master EIR. A mitigated negative declaration will be
prepared for the project. The following statements are all found to be true:

A. The proposed project is of a type described in Chapter II of the Master EIR.

B. All applicable policies, regulations, and mitigation measures identified in the Master EIR
have been applied to the project or otherwise made conditions of approval of the project.

C. The project will have one or more potential new significant effects on the environment
that were not addressed as significant effects in the Master EIR. New or additional
mitigation measures are being required of the project that will reduce the effects to a less­
than-Significant level.

3.__ Focused EIR Required- On the baSis of the above determinations, the project is not within
the scope of the Master EIR. A Focused EIR will be prepared for the project. All of the
following statements are found to be true:

A. The proposed project is of a type described in Chapter II of the Master EIR.

B. All applicable policies, regulations, and mitigation measures identified in the Master EIR
have been applied to the project or otherwise made conditions of approval of the project.

C. The project will have one or more new significant effects on the environment that were
not addressed as Significant effects in the Master EIR. New or additional mitigation
measures or alternatives are required as a result.

City of Modesto
General Plan Master EIR 5

Initial Study EA No. 2013-016
612012013



Project Manager Title Date

4. Within the Scope Analysis of this Document:

The Master EIR allows projects to be found within the scope of the MEIR if certain criteria are met. If
the following statements are found to be true for all 21 impact categories induded in this Initial
Study, then the proposed project is addressed by the MEIR analysis and is within the scope of the
MEIR. Any "No" response must be discussed.

(1) The lead agency for subsequent projects shall be the City of Modesto or a responsible
agency identified in the Master EIR.

(2) City policies which reduce, avoid, or mitigate environmental effects will continue to be in
effect and, therefore, would be applied to subsequent projects where appropriate. The
policies are described in the list of policies in place and mitigation measures attached to
the Initial Study template. Project impacts would be mitigated to a less-than-significant
level using MEIR mitigations only.

(3) Federal, State, regional, and Stanislaus County regulations do not change in a manner
that is less restrictive on development than current law (i.e., would not offer the same
level of protection assumed under the Master EIR).

(4) No specific information concerning the known or potential presence of Significant
resources is identified in future reports, or through formal or informal input received from
responsible or trustee agencies or other qualified sources.

(5) The development will occur within the boundaries of the City's planning area as
established in this Urban Area General Plan.

(6) Development within the project will comply with all appropriate mitigation measures
contained and enumerated in the 2008 General Plan Master EIR.

5. Currency of the Master EIR Document

YES NO
[8'J D

[8'J D

[8'J D

[8'J D

[8'J D

The MEIR should be reviewed on a regular basis to determine its currency, and whether additional
analysis/mitigation should be incorporated into the MEIR via a Supplemental or Subsequent EIR
(CEQA Section 21157.6). Staff has reviewed Sections 1 through 21 of this document in light of the
criteria listed below to determine whether the MEIR is current. The analysis contained within the
Master EIR is current as long as the following circumstances have not changed. Any "no" response
must be explained.

(1) Certification of the General Plan Master EIR occurred less than five years prior to the
filing of the application for this subsequent project.

(2) This project is described in the Master ErR and its approval will not affect the adequacy
of the Master EIR for any subsequent project because the City can make the following
findings:

Ca) No substantial changes have occurred with respect to the circumstances under which
the Master EIR was certified.

.

YES NO
[8'J D

[8'J D

[8'J D

City of Modesto
General Plan Master EIR 6
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(b) No new infonnation, which was not known and could not have been known at the time
the Master EIR was certified as complete, has become available.

(c) Policies remain in effect which require site-specific mitigation, and avoidance or other
mitiqation of impacts as a prerequisite to future development.

IV. ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS

ri<'J 0

This Initial Study, in accordance with Section 21157.1(b) of the Public Resources Code, discloses
whether the proposed project may cause any project-specific significant effect on the environment
that was not examined in the Final Master EIR (MEIR) for the General Plan and whether new or
additional mitigation measures or alternatives may be required as a result. The Initial Study thereby
documents whether or not the project is "within the scope" of the Master EIR.

Pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21157.1, no new environmental document or findings are
necessary for projects that are determined to be within the scope of the MEIR. Adoption of the
findings specified in Section IILl, above after completion of the Initial Study fulfills the City's
obligation in that situation.

All environmental effects cited reflect 2025 conditions resulting from the Urban Area General Plan, as
identified in the Master EIR.

The environmental impact analysis in the Master EIR for the Urban Area General Plan is organized in
twenty-one subject areas. The following analysis is based on the impact analyses contained in
Chapter V of the Master EIR. For ease of reference, the sections are numbered in the same order as
the analyses in Chapter V.

City of Modesto
General Plan Master EIR 7
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1. TRAFFIC AND CIRCULATION

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Master EIR discloses the following residual significant and unavoidable traffic and circulation
impacts expected after application of mitigations/policies:

Direct Impacts

Effect: Increased automobile traffic will result in roadway segments (see MEIR on Table 1-7, pages
V-1-32 to V-1-34) operating at LOS D, Modesto's significance threshold for automobile traffic, or
lower (LOS E or F).

Effect: The substantial increase in traffic relative to the existing load and capacity of the street
system will cause, either individually or cumulatively, the violation of automobile service standards
established by StanCOG's Congestion Management Plan for designated roads and highways.

Effect: A substantial increase in automobile vehicle miles traveled and automobile vehicle hours of
travel and a decrease in average automobile vehicle speed (see MEIR Table 1-6, page V-1-31).

Cumulative Impacts

Effect: Potential for growth inducement or acceleration of development resulting from highway and
local road projects.

Effect: Substantial increase in traffic in relation to the existing traffic load and capacity of the street
system, including a violation, either individually or cumulatively, of an automobile LOS standard
established by the Congestion Management Plan for designated roads and highways.

Effect: Increased demand for capacity-enhancing alterations to eXisting roads or automobile traffic
reduction.

other impact categories affected by Traffic and Circulation are addressed throughout this Initial Study
(see also Section 2, Degradation of Air Quality; Section 3, Generation of Noise; Section 7 Loss of
Sensitive Wildlife and Plant Habitat; Section 8, Disturbance of Archaeological/Historic Sites; Section 14
Increased Demand for Fire Services; Section 18, Energy; Section 19, Visual Resources; Section 20,
Land Use and Planning, and Section 21, Climate Change).

b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

Traffic and Circulation mitigation measures pertinent to this project are found on MEIR pages V-1-9
through V-1-28. All mitigation measures appropriate to the project, including any new measures, will
be incorporated into or made conditions of approval of this project and are listed in Section V,
Mitigation Measures Applied to Project.

Discussion:

This project does not require mitigation measures from the MEIR. No new or additional mitigation
measures or alternatives are required to reduce project impacts to a less-than-significant level.

City of Modesto
General Plan Master EIR 8
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c. Project-Specific Effects

Section V-loB of the Master EIR provides analysis of Traffic and Circulation impacts of development of
the General Plan, the following is an analysis of whether the proposed project would result in a new,
significant, project-specific effect not disclosed in the Master ErR.

Significance Criteria: A subsequent development project will have a new significant effect on the
environment if it would exceed the following criteria:

Potentially
Significant

Impact

TRAFFIC AND CIRCULATION

1) The proposed project exceeds traffic generation
assumptions in the Master EIR for the site by 100
trips or more and City Engineering and

[ ]Transportation staff has determined that the project
would have additional potentially Significant project-
specific effects that are not avoided or reduced by
the Master EIR's mitigation measures.

2) Exceed, either individually or cumulatively, a
level of service standard established by the county [ ]
congestion management agency for deSignated
roads or highways?

3) The proposed project would cause additional
roadway segments in the General Plan area to
exceed LOS D and/or cause additional violations of
standards in the Congestion Management Plan, [ ]
and/or cause an increase in automobile vehicle
miles or vehicle hours of travel or a decrease in
automobile travel speed, as compared to the
impacts disclosed in the Master EIR.

4) The proposed project would cause emergency
response times to exceed acceptable standards

[ ]established by the Fire Department, as compared to
impacts disclosed in the Master EIR (see Section 14,
Increased Demand for Fire Services).

5) The proposed project would result in less parking
[ ]than required by the Municipal Code or as

detenmined by staff.

6) The proposed project would conflict with adopted
policies, plans, or programs that support alternative
transportation, including, but not limited to the
Regional Transportation Plan, the Sustainable [ ]
Communities Strategy, the Bicycle Action Plan, and
50 on.

City of Modesto
General Plan Master EIR 9

less Than
Significant

with less Than
Mitigation Significant No

Incorporated Impact Impact

[ ] [ ] [X]

[ ] [ ] [X]

[ ] [ ] [X]

[ ] [ ] [X]

[ ] [ ] [X]

[ ] [ ] [X]
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Less Than
Significant

Potentially with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No

Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

7) The proposed project would result in an increase
in energy consumption associated with the
operation of highway projects, rail improvements, [ 1 [ 1 [ 1 [X]
and aviation facilities (on a per capita basis) in
excess of that considered in the Urban Area General
Plan.

Discussion:

(1) The project is limited to the abandonment of a paper alley that is not improved for vehicular
traffic. The project would not result in additional traffic or result in additional trips.

(2) The project will not substantially increase hazards due to a design feature (for example, sharp
curves or dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses.

(3) The project includes the abandonment of a paper alley which would not generate additional
traffic or result in additional trips.

(4) The project includes the abandonment of a paper alley that is not improved for vehicular traffic.
The abandonment will not impact emergency response times.

(5) The project will not resulting in the need for parking.

(6) The project includes the abandonment of a paper alley, which would not impact the Regional
Transportation Plan, the Sustainable Communities Strategy, and the Bicycle Action Plan.

(7) The project includes abandonment of a paper alley and would not result in increased energy
consumption in excess of what was anticipated in the General Plan.

2. DEGRADATION OF AIR QUALITY

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Master ErR disdoses the following residual significant and unavoidable air quality impacts
expected after application of mitigations/policies:

Direct Impacts

Effect: Expected automobile traffic will result in increased operational emissions of reactive organic
gases (ROG) and oxides of nitrogen (NOx) (see MEIR Table 2-8, page V-2-27).

Effect: Expected automobile traffic will result in increased emissions of particulate matter 10 microns
or less (PM lO) and 2.5 microns or less in diameter (PM2.5) (see MEIR Table 2-8, page V-2-27).

City of Modesto
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Effect: Expected automobile traffic will result in increased carbon monoxide (CO) levels in the project
area (see MEIR Table 2-7, page V-2-26, and Table 2-8, page V-2-27).

Cumulative Impacts

The Master EIR indicates the same impacts identified as direct impacts above will contribute to
regional impacts on air quality for the criteria pollutants ROG, NO" PM lO, and PM,.s.

b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

Air quality mitigation measure(s) pertinent to the proposed project are found on pages V-2-13
through V-2-24 of the Master EIR. All mitigation measures appropriate to the project will be
incorporated into or made conditions of approval of this project and are listed in Section V, Mitigation
Measures Applied to Project.

Discussion:

No mitigation measures from the MEIR are required. No new or additional mitigation measures or
alternatives are required to reduce project impacts to a less-than-significant level.

c. Project-Specific Effects

Section V-2.B of the Master EIR is the analysis of air quality impacts resulting from development of
the Urban Area General Plan. The following is an analysis of whether the proposed project would
result in a new, significant, project -specific effect not analyzed in the Master EIR.

Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds. The
project-specific effects will be less than significant unless:

.

Potentially
Significant

Impact

DEGRADATION OF AIR QUALITY

i) The proposed project exceeds the project-level
emissions thresholds established for CO, ROG, NO"
PM lO, and PM2-5 by the San Joaquin Valley Air

[ 1Pollution Control District (SJVUAPCD) and is not
consistent with the development assumptions for
the project site, as established in the Urban Area
General Plan and Master EIR.

2) The proposed project does not incorporate the
best management practices established by the
SJVAPCD for CO, ROG, NOx, PMlO, and PM2.5. [ 1

3) The proposed project does not comply with the
[ 1air quality policies in the Modesto Urban Area

General Plan.

City of Modesto
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less Than
Significant

with less Than
Mitigation Significant No

Incorporated Impact Impact

--

[ 1 [ 1 [Xl

[ 1 [ 1 [Xl

[ 1 [ 1 [Xl
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less Than
Significant

Potentially with less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No

Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

4) The proposed project would expose sensitive
receptors to pollutant concentrations in excess of [ ) [ ) [ ) [X)
those expected to occur as a result of
implementation of the Urban Area General Plan.

5) The proposed project would create objectionable [ ) [ ) [ ) [X)
odors affecting a substantial number of people.

Discussion:

(1) The project would not have a significant effect on the ambient air quality.

(2) There is no new development or other activity associated with the project that would affect air
quality.

(3) The project does not conflict with the air quality policies in the Urban Area General Plan.

(4) The project would not result in pollutant concentrations in excess of those expected to occur as
a result of the implementation of the Urban Area General Plan.

(5) The proposed project will not produce objectionable odors.

3. GENERATION OF NOISE

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Master EIR discloses the following residual significant and unavoidable noise impacts expected
after application of mitigations/policies:

Direct Impacts

Effect: Future automobile traffic noise levels and roadway construction and maintenance activities
resulting from development of the Urban Area General Plan will exceed the City's noise thresholds at
various locations, but particularly in areas adjacent to heavily traveled roadways (see MEIR Table 3-3,
page V-3-10, and Figure VII-2 and Table 3-6, pages V-3-18 and V-3-19).

Effect: Expected noise from airport operations and airport construction projects may expose up to
468 dwellings and three churches to noise levels of 65 dB CNEL and up to eight dwellings to noise
levels of 70 dB CNEL
Effect: Expose noise-sensitive land uses to noise from the construction of bicycle and transit projects.

Effect: Expose noise-sensitive land uses to noise from freight and passenger rail operations.

Cumulative Impacts

City of Modesto
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Effect: Traffic from development in the City of Modesto would, when combined with traffic from new
development in the County and other cities, contribute to a cumulative increase in roadside noise
levels on major roads and highways throughout Stanislaus County.

b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

Noise policies and mitigation measures pertinent to the project being analyzed in this Initial Study are
found on pages V-3-11 through V-3-1S of the Master EIR. All mitigation measures appropriate to the
project will be incorporated into or made conditions of approval of this project and any new measures
are listed in Section V, Mitigation Applied to Project.

Discussion:

No mitigation measures from the Master EIR are required. No new or additional mitigation measures
or alternatives are required to reduce project impacts to a less-than-significant level.

c. Project-Specific Effects

Section V-3.B of the MEIR discloses noise impacts resulting from development of the Urban Area
General Plan. The following is an analysis of whether the proposed project would result in a new,
Significant, project -specific effect not analyzed in the Master EIR.

Significance Criteria: Determination of the proposed project's effects are based on the following
thresholds. Project-specific effects will be less than significant unless:

less Than
Significant

Potentially with less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No

Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

GENERATION OF NOISE

1) The proposed project will exceed the standards
[ 1 [for nOise level and hours of operation established by 1 [ 1 [X]

the Modesto noise ordinance.

2) The proposed project will not comply with the
[ 1 [ 1 [ 1 [Xlnoise policies of, or otherwise be inconsistent with,

the Modesto Urban Area General Plan.

3) The proposed project will result in an increase in
[ 1 [ 1 [ 1 [Xlambient noise levels in the project vicinity above

those disclosed in the Master EIR.

4) The proposed project will result in a substantial
temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise

[ 1 [ 1 [ 1 [X]levels in the project vicinity above levels disclosed in
the Master EIR implementation of the Urban Area
General Plan.

Discussion:

(1-4) The project is limited to the abandonment of a paper alley. No construction or noise
generating activities are anticipated as a result of the project.

City of Modesto
General Plan Master EIR 13

Initial Study EA No. 2013-016
6/20/2013



4. EffECTS ON AGRICUlTURAlLANDS

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master ErR

The Master EIR discloses the following residual significant and unavoidable impacts on agricultural
lands expected after application of mitigations/policies:

Direct Impacts

Effect: Between 1995 and 2025, development of the Urban Area General Plan may convert up to
approximately 26,000 acres of farmland in various categories in the Planned Urbanizing Area to urban
uses.

Effect: Approximately 1,200 acres of urban development along a 28.5-mile boundary 350 feet wide
between urban and agricultural uses could be affected by continued agricultural operations, including
noise, dust, and chemical overspray or drift.

Cumulative Impacts

Effect: Growth within Modesto's planning area would contribute considerably to the loss of
agricultural land within Stanislaus County, accounting for the conversion of as much as approximately
26,000 acres of farmland in various categories in the Planned Urbanizing Area from 1995 to 2025.

b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Pertinent to the Project

Agricultural land mitigation measures pertinent to the proposed project are found on pages V-4-6 to
and V-4-8 of the Master ErR. All mitigation measures appropriate to the project and any new
mitigation to be incorporated into or made conditions of approval of this project are listed in Section
V, Mitigation Applied to Project.

Discussion:

No mitigation measures from the Master ErR are required. No new or additional mitigation measures
or alternatives are required to reduce project impacts to a less-than-significant level.

c. Project-Specific Effects

Section V-4.B of the Master ErR disdoses the impacts resulting from the implementation of the Urban
Area General Plan on agricultural lands. The following is an analysis of whether the proposed project
would result in a new, Significant, project -specific effect not previously analyzed in the Master ErR.

Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds. The
project-specific effects will be less than significant unless:

Potentially
Significant

Impact

City of Modesto
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less Than
Significant

Potentially with less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No

Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
EFFECTS ON AGRICULTURAL LANDS

1) The proposed project is inconsistent with the
[ 1 [ 1 [ 1 [XlUrban Area General Pian's policies relating to

agricultural land.

2) The proposed project will either directly or
indirectiy result in the development of land outside [ 1 [
the 2008 Urban Area General Plan's planning area

1 [ 1 [Xl

boundary.

3) The proposed project will conflict with existing
[ 1 [ 1 [ 1 [Xlzoning for agricultural use, or there is an existing

Williamson Act contract on the project site.
_.

4) The proposed project will involve other changes
in the existing environment not anticipated in the

[ 1 [ 1 [ 1 [XlMaster EIR which, due to their location or nature,
could result in conversion of farmland to non-
agricultural use.

Discussion:

(1) The project is consistent with the General Plan land use policies. The project site is within the
urbanized area of the City. No agricultural land will be converted as a result of the project.

(2) The project is within the Baseline-Developed area of the City and therefore will not result in
the development of land outside the 2008 planning area boundaries.

(3) The project site is not zoned for agriculture nor is it under Williamson Act contract.

(4) The project is developed and will not involve changes to the existing environment that could
result in the conversion of farmland to non-agricultural uses.

5. INCREASED DEMAND FOR LONG-TERM WATER SUPPUES

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Master EIR discloses the following residual significant and unavoidable impacts on long-term
water supplies expected after application of mitigations/policies:

Direct Impacts

Effect: No residual significant direct impacts have been disclosed in the Master EIR.

Cumulative Impacts
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Effect: Operational yields of the Modesto and Turlock subbasins, both of which underlie the City of
Modesto, are unknown, although the City is participating in a study with the United States Geological
SUlvey in order to quantify the operational yields of both subbasins. Groundwater withdrawals from
both basins by the City, when combined with other users' withdrawals, may result in overdrafting
both subbasins.

Effect: Despite available options, during drought years, significant water shortages are forecast for
the San Joaquin River basin, which includes both the Modesto and Turlock subbasins, by 2020.
Modesto would make a cumulatively considerable contribution to the cumulative impact on water
supply under drought conditions.

b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

Water supply mitigation measures pertinent to the proposed project are found on pages V-S-6
through V-S-12 of the Master EIR. All mitigation measures appropriate to the project to be
incorporated into or made conditions of approval of this project are listed in Section V, Mitigation
Measures Applied to Project.

Discussion:

No mitigation measures from the Master EIR are required. No new or additional mitigation measures
or alternatives are required to reduce project impacts to a less-than-significant level.

c. Project-Specific Effects

Section V-S.B of the Master ErR discloses impacts on long-term water supplies resulting from
implementation of the Urban Area General Plan. The following is an analysis of whether the proposed
project would result in a new, Significant, project-specific effect not disclosed in the Master EIR.

Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds. The
project-specific effects will be less than significant unless:

Potentially
Significant

Impact

INCREASED DEMAND FOR LONG-TERM
WATER SUPPLIES

1) The proposed project is inconsistent with water [ ]
supply policies in the Urban Area General Plan.

2) Water demand for the proposed project will
exceed estimates for similar projects or for
development on the project site anticipated in the [ ]
Urban Area General Plan or sufficient water supplies
are not otherwise available to serve the project
from existing entitlements and resources.

3) The proposed project would deplete groundwater [ ]

City of Modesto
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with less Than
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Incorporated Impact Impact

[ ] [ ] [X]
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less Than
Significant

Potentially with less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No

Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

supplies to a greater degree than anticipated in the
Urban Area General Plan or would interfere with
groundwater recharge.

Discussion:

(1) The project is consistent with the water supply policies in the General Plan.

(2) The project is limited to the abandonment of a paper alley. No new development is
proposed. Water demand for the project will not be impacted and there are sufficient water
supplies to serve future development on the site.

(3) The proposed project is consistent with the land uses and water demands assumed in the
General Plan. The project would not have a significant effect on ground water recharge or
depletion of long-term water supplies.

6. INCREASED DEMAND fOR SANITARY SEWER SERVICES

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Master EIR discloses the following residual significant and unavoidable impacts on sanitary sewer
services after application of mitigations/policies:

Direct Impacts

Effect: Development resulting from implementation of the Urban Area General Plan will require
substantial new sewage treatment and disposal capacity, treatment plant improvements, sewer mains
and collection lines, and pump stations. The Wastewater Master Plan anticipates the need for these
facilities and its EIR evaluates the impact of developing those facilities. Potential impacts include
degradation of water quality through erosion and chemical releases; localized flooding; construction
noise; exposure of construction workers and the public to hazardous materials; and on the habitat of
the elderberry longhorn beetle, burrowing owl, and Swainson's hawk, as well as certain other
regulated habitats. All of these impacts are mitigated to a less-than-significant level.

Additional impacts that are not mitigated to a less-than-significant level include loss of farmland cause
by construction of the Phase IA tertiary treatment facility at the Jennings Road Secondary Treatment
Facility, an increase in pollutant loads from increased wastewater flows to the San Joaquin River, and
an increase in noise and criteria air pollutants due to construction activities, including traffic.

Cumulative Impacts

Effect: No additional cumulative impacts were identified in the Master EIR.

b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

Sewer service mitigation measures pertinent to the proposed project are found on pages V-6-3
through V-6-8 of the Master EIR. All mitigation measures appropriate to the project to be
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incorporated into or made conditions of approval of this project are listed in Section V, Mitigation
Measures Applied to Project.

Discussion:

No mitigation measures from the Master EIR are required. No new or additional mitigation measures
or alternatives are required to reduce project impacts to a less-than-significant level.

c. Project-Specific Effects

Section V-6.B of the Master EIR discloses impacts on the Increased Demand for Sanitary Sewer
Service resulting from implementation of the Urban Area General Plan. The following is an analysis of
whether the proposed project would result in a new, significant, project-specific effect not disclosed in
the Master EIR.

Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds. The
project-specific effects will be less than Significant unless:

less Than
Significant

Potentially with less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No

Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

Increased Demand for Sanitary Sewer
Services

1) The proposed project is inconsistent with water [ 1 [ 1 [ 1 [Xl
supply policies in the Urban Area General Plan.

2) The proposed project will generate sewage flows
[ 1 [ 1 [ 1 [Xlgreater than those anticipated in the Urban Area

General Plan for the project site.

3) The proposed project will result in a
determination by the wastewater treatment
provider which serves or may serve the project that [ 1 [ 1 [ 1 [Xl
it has inadequate capacity to serve the project's
projected demand in addition to the provider's
existing commitments.

Discussion:

(l) The project is consistent with the Modesto Urban Area General Plan both in land use and
intensity.

(2) The project will not generate sewage flows greater than those anticipated in the Urban Area
General Plan for the project site.

(3) The project will not generate sewage flows. Existing sewer lines in the alley will be protected
with an easement.
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7. lOSS OF SENSITIVE WILDLIFE AND PLANT HABITAT

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Master EIR discloses the following residual significant and unavoidable impacts on sensitive
wildlife and plant habitat expected after application of mitigations/policies:

Direct Impacts

Effect: No residual significant impacts on sensitive wildlife and plan habitat are expected to occur
with the application of the policies contained in the Urban Area General Plan.

Cumulative Impacts

Effect: Implementation of the Urban Area General Plan will contribute to the cumulative impact of
habitat loss in the San Joaquin Valley. Requiring density development than has occurred in the past
or that is expected in the future would minimize the City's contribution to the cumulative loss of
habitat. Nonetheless, this is a significant and unavoidable impact.

b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

Wildlife and plant habitat mitigation measures pertinent to the proposed project are found on pages
V-7-17 through V-7-24 of the Master EIR. All mitigation measures appropriate to the project to be
incorporated into or made conditions of approval of this project are listed in Section V, Mitigation
Measures Applied to Project.

Discussion:

No mitigation measures from the Master ErR are required. No new or additional mitigation measures
or alternatives are required to reduce project impacts to a less-than-significant level.

c. Project-Specific Effects

Section V-7.B of the Master EIR discloses impacts on the Loss of Sensitive Wildlife and Plant Habitat
resulting from implementation of the Urban Area General Plan. The following is an analysis of
whether the proposed project would result in a new, Significant, project-specific effect not disclosed in
the Master EIR.

Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds. The
project-specific effects will be less than significant unless:

Potentially
Significant

Impact

lOSS OF SENSITIVE WILDLIfE AND PLANT
HABITAT

1) The project is inconsistent with the policies
Ipertaininq to the loss of sensitive wildlife and plant

[ 1
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less Than
Significant

Potentially with less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No

Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

habitat contained in the Urban Area General Plan.

2) Consultation with the california Department of
Fish and Game or the u.s. Fish and Wildlife Service
determines that the project would have a significant [ 1 [ 1 [ 1 [Xl
effect on a candidate, sensitive, or special status
species in excess of the impact disclosed in the
Master EIR.

3) The proposed project would have a substantial
adverse effect on federally protected wetlands as
defined by Section 404 of the Clean Water Act [ 1 [ 1 [ 1 [Xl
through direct removal, filling, hydrological
interruption, or other means, in excess of the
impact disclosed in the Master EIR.

4) The proposed project would substantially
interfere with the movement of any native resident
or migratory fish or wildlife species or with [ 1 [ 1 [ 1 [Xl
established native resident or migratory wildlife
corridors, or impede the use of native wildlife
nursery sites.

5) Conftict with local poliCies or ordinances
[ 1 [ 1 [ 1 [Xlprotecting biological resources, such as a tree

preservation policy or ordinance.

6) The proposed project would confiict with
provisions of an adopted habitat conservation plan,

[ 1 [ 1 [ 1 [Xlnatural community conservation plan, or other
approved local, regional, or state habitat
conservation plan.

Discussion:

(1) The project is consistent with the General Plan policies related to the loss of sensitive wildlife
and plant habitat.

(2) The project site is not a biologically sensitive site as defined by Figures V-7-1a through V 7-1e
of the MEIR. The california Department of Fish and Game and the u.s. Fish and Wildlife
Service were consulted in the production of the MEIR.

(3) The site does not qualify as a federally protected wetland per Section 404 of the Clean Water
Act.

(4) The project site is not a biologically sensitive site as defined by Figures V-7-1a through V 7-1e
of the MEIR. The movement of fish or birds or other wildlife would not be significantly
effected by the project.

(5) There is no conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources.

City of Modesto
General Plan Master EIR 20

Initial Study EA No. 2013-016
6/20/2013



(6) There is no conflict with any adopted habitat conservation plan, natural community
conservation plan, or other approved local, regional or state habitat conservation plan.

8. DISTURBANCE OF ARCHAEOLOGICAL/HISTORICAL SITES

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Master EIR discloses the following residual significant and unavoidable impacts on
archaeological/historical sites expected after application of mitigations/policies:

Direct Impacts

Effect: Modification resulting in a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historic resource
or the demolition of a listed or eligible historic resource.

Effect: The modification or demolition of a structure more than 50 years in age may be significant.

Effect: Discovery of archaeological resources in areas outside of the riparian corridors, as a result of
construction activities.

Effect: Construction in an area of high archaeological sensitivity.

Cumulative Impacts

Effect: No additional cumulative impacts were disclosed in the Master EIR.

b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

Archaeological or historic mitigation measures pertinent to the project being analyzed in this Initial
Study are found on page V-S-16 through V-S-20 of the Master EIR. All mitigation measures
appropriate to the project to be incorporated into or made conditions of approval of this project are
listed in Section V, Mitigation Applied to Project:

Discussion:

The appropriate mitigation to be applied to this project includes: AH-6, AH-7 and MEIR Table V-S-l
LQ:fLfrom the Master EIR. No new or additional mitigation measures or altematives are required to
reduce project impacts to a less-than-significant level.

c. Project-Specific Effects

Section V-S.B of the MEIR discloses impacts on archaeological/historical resources resulting from
implementation of the Urban Area General Plan. The following is an analysis of whether the proposed
project would result in a new, Significant, project -speCific effect not disclosed in the Master EIR.
Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds. The
project-specific effects will be less than significant unless:
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less Than
Significant

Potentially with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No

Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

DISTURBANCE OF
ARCHAEOLOGICAL/HISTORICAL SITES

1) The proposed project is inconsistent with the
[ 1 [ 1 [ 1 [Xlarchaeological/historical resource policies in the

Urban Area General Plan.

2) The proposed project would demolish a building
[ 1 [ 1 [ 1 [Xleligible for listing as a historic resource or remove a

landmark from the Modesto inventory.

3) The proposed project would modify or demolish [ 1 [ 1 [ 1 [Xl
a structure more than 50 years in age.

4) The project would adversely affect a cultural
[ 1 [ 1 [ 1 [Xlresource that is either listed or eligible for listing in

the California Register of Historical Resources.

5) Conflict with local policies or ordinances
[ 1 [ 1 [ 1 [Xlprotecting biological resources, such as a tree

preservation policy or ordinance.

(1) The project is consistent with the archeological and historical resource policies in the General
Plan.

(2) There are no existing structures on the project site.

(3) There are no existing structures or other resources on the project site.

(4) The project would not affect a resource that is listed or eligible for listing in the California
Register of Historic Resources.

(5) The project does not conflict with local policies affecting biological resources.
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9. INCREASED DEMAND FOR STORM DRAINAGE

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Master EIR discloses the following residual significant and unavoidable impacts on storm drainage
expected after application of mitigations/policies:

Direct Impacts

Effect: No residual significant direct impacts were disclosed in the Master EIR.

Cumulative Impacts

Effect: The population of Stanislaus County is projected to increase in a fashion similar to that of
Modesto, resulting in additional urban development and associated increases in impervious surface
area and associated increases in storm water runoff. Cumulative hydrologic impacts of storm water
flows from Modesto urban areas and other areas of the County could occur due to the fixed capacity
of MID and TID irrigation canals to convey drainage west to the San Joaquin River. If drainage
channels in some areas prove insufficient to handle the increased drainage discharges, existing storm
water runoff from urban and agricultural areas during large storm events would have to be
interrupted until water levels receded to a point allowing the resumption of discharges to the channel.
Ceasing discharges to drainage channels could cause inundation in and around the drainage
conveyance pipeline systems, surface drainage channels, detention baSins, and other urban areas.
This cumulative impact is considered significant and unavoidable.

b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

Storm Drainage mitigation measures pertinent to the project being analyzed in this Initial Study are
found on pages V-9-4 through V-9-9. All mitigation measures appropriate to the project to be
incorporated into or made conditions of approval of this project are listed in Section V, Mitigation
Measures Applied to Project:

Discussion:

There are no applicable mitigation measures from the Master EIR. No new or additional mitigation
measures or alternatives are required to reduce project impacts to a less-than-significant level.

c. Project-Specific Effects

Section V-9.B of the MEIR discloses impacts on the demand for storm drainage resulting from
development of the Urban Area General Plan. The following is an analysis of whether the proposed
project would result in a new, Significant, project-specific effect not disclosed in the Master EIR.

Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds. The
project-specific effects will be less than significant unless:
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--
Less Than
Significant

Potentially with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No

Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

INCREASED DEMAND FOR STORM DRAINAGE

1) The proposed project is inconsistent with the
[ ] [ ] [ ] [X]storm drainage policies in the Urban Area General

Plan.
._-

2) The proposed project would substantially
increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a
manner that would result in flooding on- or offsite, [ ] [ ] [ ] [X]
as compared to impacts anticipated to result from
the Urban Area General Plan or create substantial
unanticipated sources of polluted runoff.

3) The proposed project does not utilize low Impact
Development strategies to reduce runoff from the [ ] [ ] [ ] [X]
site and increase infiltration, resulting in no net
increase in runoff before and after development.

Discussion:

(1) The project is consistent with the storm drainage poliCies in the Urban Area General Plan.

(2) The project will not contribute additional water runoff that would exceed the capacity of the
storm drainage system.

(3) There is no new development assodated with the proposed project.

10. FLOODING AND WATER QUAlITY

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Master EIR discloses the following residual significant and unavoidable impacts on flooding and
water quality expected after application of mitigations/policies:

Direct Impacts

Effect: No residual significant direct impacts were disclosed in the Master EIR.

Cumulative Impacts

Effect: No residual significant cumulative impacts were disclosed in the Master EIR.
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b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

Flooding and Water Quality mitigation measures pertinent to the project being analyzed in this Initial
Study are found on pages V-10-6 through V-10-9 of the Master EIR. All mitigation measures
appropriate to the project will be incorporated into or made conditions of approval of this project are
listed in Section V, Mitigation Applied to Project:

Discussion:

There are no applicable mitigation measures from the Master EIR. No new or additional mitigation
measures or alternatives are required to reduce project impacts to a less-than-significant level.

c. Project-Specific Effects

Section V-lO.B of the Master EIR provides analysis of Flooding and Water Quality impacts of
development of the General Plan, the following is an analysis of whether the proposed project would
result in a new, significant, project-specific effect not previously analyzed in the Master EIR.

Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds. The
project-specific effects will be less than significant unless:

Potentially
Significant

Impact

LOSS OF SENSITIVE WILDLIFE AND PLANT
HABITAT

1) The proposed project is inconsistent with the
[ ]flooding and water quality policies in the Urban

Area General Plan.

2) The proposed project does not comply with the
regulatory requirements of the federal Clean Water [ ]
Act or the State Porter-Cologne Act.

3) The proposed project would place more housing
[ ]within a lOO-year flood hazard zone than assumed

in the Urban Area General Plan.

4) The proposed project would place structure
within a lOO-year flood hazard area so that they
would impede or redirect floodwater or would [ ]
substantially alter the existing on-site drainage
pattem or a watercourse, in such a way as to cause
flooding on- or offsite.

5) The proposed project does not comply with
[ ]Modesto's Guidance Manual for New Development

Storm Water Quality Control Measures.

6) The proposed project would violate water quality [ ]
standards or waste discharge requirements.

City of Modesto
General Plan Master EIR 25

Less Than
Significant

with Less Than
Mitigation Significant No

Incorporated Impact Impact

[ ] [ 1 [X]

[ ] [ ] [X]
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less Than
Significant

Potentially with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No

Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
-~

7) The proposed project would substantially alter
the existing drainage pattern of the site or area or a
watercourse in a manner that would result in [ 1 [ 1 [ 1 [Xl
substantial erosion or siltation on- or offsite in
excess of the assumptions of the Urban Area
General Plan.

8) The proposed project would create or contribute
runoff, which would exceed the capacity of existing

[or planned storm water drainage systems or provide 1 [ 1 [ 1 [Xl
substantial additional sources of polluted runoff, not
expected as part of Urban Area General Plan
implementation.

Discussion:

(1) The project is consistent with the flooding and water quality policies in the General Plan.

(2) The project would comply with the Federal Clean Water Act and the Porter Cologne Act
requirements.

(3) The project is not located within a lOO-year flood plain and is an existing residential use. No
new development is proposed

(4) The project is not located within a lOO-year flood plain.

(5) There is no new development associated with the proposed project.

(6) The project will not violate water quality standards or waste discharge requirements.

(7) The project would not substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site, area or a
watercourse in a manner that would result in erosion or siltation. There is no new development
associated with the proposed project.

(8) The project will not contribute additional water runoff that would exceed the capacity of the
storm drainage system or provide substantial additional sources of polluted runoff. There is no
new development associated with the proposed project.

City of Modesto
General Plan Master EIR 26

Initial Study EA No. 2013-016
6/20/2013



11. INCREASED DEMAND FOR PARKS AND OPEN SPACE

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Master EIR discloses the following residual significant and unavoidable impacts on parks and
open space expected after application of mitigations/policies:

Direct Impacts

Effect: No residual significant direct impacts were disclosed in the Master EIR.

Cumulative Impacts

Effect: No residual significant cumulative impacts were disclosed in the Master EIR.

b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

Parks and open space mitigation measures pertinent to the proposed project are found on pages V-
11-3 through V-11-9 of the Master EIR. All mitigation measures appropriate to the project to be
incorporated into or made conditions of approval of this project are listed in Section V, Mitigation
Applied to Project:

Discussion:

There are no applicable mitigation measures from the Master EIR. No new or additional mitigation
measures or alternatives are required to reduce project impacts to a less-than-significant level.

c. Project-Specific Effects

Section V-l1.B of the MEIR discloses impacts of the Urban Area General Plan on parks and open
space. The follOWing is an analysis of whether the proposed project would result in a new,
Significant, project-spedfic effect not disclosed in the Master EIR.

Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds.
Project-spedfic effects will be less than significant unless:

Potentially
Significant

Impact

INCREASED DEMAND fOR PARKS AND OPEN
SPACE

1) The proposed project is inconsistent with the
[ ]parks and open space policies in the Urban Area

General Plan.

2) The proposed project would eliminate parks or
open space.

[ ]
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[ ] [ 1 [Xl
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Less Than
Significant

Potentially with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No

Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

3) The proposed project would cause an increase in
the use of existing neighborhood and regional parks
or other recreational facilities such that substantial
physical deterioration of the facility in question

[ 1 [ 1 [ 1 [Xlwould occur or be accelerated or the proposed
project would include recreational facilities or
require the construction or expansion of
recreational facilities which might have an adverse
physical effect on the environment.

Discussion:

(1) The project is consistent with the parks and open space policies in the General Plan.

(2) The alley abandonment will not impact parks or open space.

(3) There is no development proposed as part of the project that would cause a Significant
increase the use of existing neighborhood or regional parks.

12. INCREASED DEMAND FOR SCHOOLS

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Master ErR discloses the following residual significant and unavoidable impacts on school facilities
expected after application of mitigations/policies:

Direct Impacts

Effect: No residual significant direct impacts were disclosed in the Master ErR. By statute, the impact
of new students is considered to be mitigated below a level of significance by payment of school
impact fees and the exercise of any or all of the financing options set out in Government Code
Section 65997.

Cumulative Impacts

Effect: Similar to direct impacts of implementation of the Urban Area General Plan, no residual
significant direct impacts were disclosed in the Master EIR.

b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

Mitigation relies upon the implementation of the policies in place under the Modesto Urban Area
General Plan. As long these policies are applied to all subsequent projects, no new mitigation is
necessary. Further, payment of school impact fees and compliance with SB 50 is statutorily deemed
to be full mitigation of school impacts (Government Code Section 65995).
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The following schools mitigation measures on pages V-12-5 through V-12-7 of the Master EIR are
pertinent to the proposed project. All mitigation measures appropriate to the project will be
incorporated into or made conditions of approval of this project. Those measures are listed in Section
V, Mitigation Applied to Project.

Discussion:

There are no applicable mitigation measures from the Master EIR. No new or additional mitigation
measures or alternatives are required to reduce project impacts to a less-than-significant level.

c. Project-Specific Effects

Section V-12.B of the Master ErR discloses impacts resulting from implementation of the Urban Area
General Plan associated with increased demand for schools. The following is an analysis of whether
the proposed project would result in a new, Significant, project-specific effect not disclosed in the
Master EIR.

Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds. The
project-specific effects will be less than significant unless:

Less Than
Significant

Potentially with less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No

Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

INCREASED DEMAND FOR SCHOOLS

1) The proposed project is inconsistent with the
[ 1 [ 1 [ 1 [Xlpolides relating to schools in the Urban Area

General Plan.

2) The proposed project does not comply with SB
SO/Proposition lA funding proviSions, or succeeding [ 1 [ 1 [ 1 [Xl
measures which state that compliance results in
less-than-significant impacts on schools.

Discussion:

(1) The project includes the abandonment of an alley, which would not conflict with the poliCies
relating to school in the Urban Area General Plan.

(2) There is no new development associated with the project. The project would not conflict with
SB50jPropisition 1A funding provisions, or succeeding measures.
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13. INCREASED DEMAND FOR POLICE SERVICES

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Master ErR discloses the following residual significant and unavoidable impacts on police services
expected after application of mitigations/policies:

Direct Impacts

Effect: No residual significant direct impacts were disclosed in the Master EIR.

Cumulative Impacts

Effect: No residual significant cumulative impacts were disclosed in the Master EIR.

b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

Police services mitigation measures pertinent to the proposed project are found on pages V-13-2
through V-13-S of the Master EIR. All mitigation measures appropriate to the project to be
incorporated into or made conditions of approval of this project are listed in Section V, Mitigation
Measures Applied to Project.

Discussion:

There are no applicable mitigation measures from the Master EIR. No new or additional mitigation
measures or alternatives are required to reduce project impacts to a less-than-significant level.

c. Project-Specific Effects

Section V-13.B of the Master EIR discloses impacts on police services resulting from implementation
of the Urban Area General Plan. The following is an analysis of whether the proposed project would
result in a new, Significant, project-specific effect not disclosed in the Master EIR.

Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds. The
project-specific effects will be less than Significant unless:

Potentially
Significant

Impact

INCREASED DEMAND FOR POLICE SERVICES

1) The proposed project is inconsistent with policies
[ 1relating to police services in the Urban Area General

Plan.

2) The proposed project would result in the need
for new or significantly altered facilities not
conSidered as part of the Urban Area General Plan

[ Jor Master EIR which could cause new significant
environmental impacts in order to maintain
acceptable service ratios, response times, or other
performance objectives.
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Discussion:

(1) The project is consistent with the policies relating to police services in the General Plan.

(2) The project would not result in the need for construction of new or significantly altered
facilities which could cause new significant environmental impacts in order to maintain
acceptable service ratios, response times or other performance objectives. The project meets
City Standards for emergency services access.

14. INCREASED DEMAND FOR FIRE SERVICES

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Master EIR discloses the following residual significant and unavoidable impacts on fire services
expected after application of mitigations/policies:

Direct Impacts

Effect: No residual significant direct impacts were disclosed in the Master ErR.

Cumulative Impacts

Effect: No residual significant cumulative impacts were disclosed in the Master EIR.

b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

Fire Services mitigation measure(s) pertinent to the project being analyzed in this Initial Study are
found on pages V-l4-4 through V-14-7 of the Master EIR. All mitigation measures appropriate to the
project to be incorporated into or made conditions of approval of this project are listed in Section V,
Mitigation Measures Applied to Project.

Discussion:

There are no applicable mitigation measures from the Master ErR. No new or additional mitigation
measures or alternatives are required to reduce project impacts to a less-than-significant level.

c. Project-Specific Effects

Section V-14.B of the Master ErR discloses impacts on fire services resulting from implementation of
the Urban Area General Plan. The following is an analysis of whether the proposed project would
result in a new, significant, project-specific effect not disclosed in the Master EIR.

Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds. The
project-specific effects will be less than significant unless:
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less Than
Significant

Potentially with less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No

Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

INCREASED DEMAND FOR FIRE SERVICES
--

i) The proposed project is inconsistent with the fire [ 1 [ 1 [ 1 [Xl
service policies in the Urban Area General Plan.

2) The proposed project would result in the need
for new or significantly altered facilities not
considered as part of the Urban Area General Plan

[or Master ErR which could cause new significant 1 [ 1 [ 1 [Xl
environmental impacts in order to maintain
acceptable service ratios, response times, or other
perfonmance objectives.

3) The proposed project, based upon substantial
evidence, would cause the erosion or elimination of [ 1 [ 1 [ 1 [Xl
fire protection services in adjoining fire protection
districts.

Discussion:

(1) The project is consistent with the fire service policies in the General Plan.

(2) The project would not result in the need for construction of new or significantly altered facilities
which could cause new significant environmental impacts in order to maintain acceptable service
ratios, response times or other performance objectives. The services once provided by the
vacant Fire Station No. 2 at 629 Second Street (subject property) are now provided by the
Station at 420 Chicago opened in 2008.

(3) The project would not significantly impact adjacent fire districts or result in the elimination of
fire projection services.

15. GENERATION OF SOUD WASTE

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Master ErR discloses the following residual significant and unavoidable impacts on solid waste
expected after application of mitigations/policies:

Direct Impacts

Effect: No residual significant direct impacts were disclosed in the Master EIR.

Cumulative Impacts

Effect: No residual significant cumulative impacts were disclosed in the Master ErR.
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b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

Solid waste mitigation measures pertinent to the proposed project are found on pages V-1S-4 through
V-1S-7 of the Master ErR. All mitigation measures appropriate to the project to be incorporated into
or made conditions of approval of this project are listed in Section V, Mitigation Applied to Project.

Discussion:

There are no applicable mitigation measures from the Master ErR. No new or additional mitigation
measures or alternatives are required to reduce project impacts to a less-than-significant level.

c. Project-Specific Effects

Section V-iS.B of the Master ErR discloses solid waste impacts resulting from implementation of the
Urban Area General Plan. The following is an analysis of whether the proposed project would result
in a new, significant, project-specific effect not disclosed in the Master ErR.

Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds.
Project-specific effects will be less than significant unless:

less Than
Significant

Potentially with less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No

Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

GENERATION OF SOLID WASTE

1) The project is inconsistent with the solid waste [ 1 [
policies in the Urban Area General Plan.

1 [ 1 [Xl

2) The County is unable to expand its solid waste
disposal capacity, as expected, causing all new [ 1 [ 1 [ 1 [Xl
development to result in cumulative impacts on the
County's disposal capacity.

Discussion:

(1) The project is consistent with the solid waste policies in the General Plan.

(2) There is no new development associated with the project.
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16. GENERATION OF HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Master EIR discloses the following residual significant and unavoidable impacts regarding
hazardous materials expected after application of mitigations/policies:

Direct Impacts

Effect: No residual significant direct impacts were disclosed in the Master EIR.

Cumulative Impacts

Effect: No residual significant cumulative impacts were disclosed in the Master EIR.

b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

Hazardous materials mitigation measures pertinent to the proposed project are found on pages V-16-
8 through V-16-13 of the Master ErR. All mitigation measures appropriate to the project to be
incorporated into or made conditions of approval of this project are listed in Section V, Mitigation
Measures Applied to Project.

Discussion:

There are no applicable mitigation measures from the Master EIR. No new or additional mitigation
measures or alternatives are required to reduce project impacts to a less-than-significant level.

c. Project-Specific Effects

Section V-16.B of the Master EIR discloses impacts on hazardous materials resulting from
implementation of the Urban Area General Plan. The following is an analysis of whether the proposed
project would result in a new, Significant, project-specific effect not disclosed in the Master EIR.

Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds. The
project-specific effects will be less than significant unless:

Potentially
Significant

Impact

GENERATION OF HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

1) The project is inconsistent with the hazardous [ 1
materials poliCies in the Urban Area General Plan.

2) The proposed project would emit hazardous
emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous [ 1materials, substances, or waste within one-quarter
mile of an existing or proposed school.
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less Than
Significant

Potentially with less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No

Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
--

3) The proposed project would be located on a site
which is included on a list of hazardous materials
sites compiled pursuant to Government Code [ 1 [ 1 [ 1 [Xl
Section 65962.5 and as a result, would create a
significant hazard to the public or the environment.

4) The proposed project would be constructed on a
[ 1 [ 1 [ 1 [Xlcontaminated site not known to the State of

California as of March 2008.

Discussion:

(1) The project is consistent with the hazardous materials policies in the General Plan.

(2) The project does comply with all applicable federal, state, and county standards and
regulations relative to the handling, storage, disposal, and transport of hazardous or toxic
materials or wastes. (No hazardous materials will be involved with this project).

(3) The project would not be located on a site, which is included on a list of hazardous materials
sites compiled pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5 and as a result, would not
create a significant hazard to the public or the environment.

(4) The project site is not known to contain any contaminants.

11. GEOLOGY, SOILS, AND MINERAL RESOURCES

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Master EIR discloses the following residual significant and unavoidable impacts related to
geology, soils, and mineral resources expected after application of mitigations/policies:

Direct Impacts

Effect: No residual significant direct impacts were disclosed in the Master ErR.

Cumulative Impacts

Effect: No residual significant direct impacts were disclosed in the Master EIR.

b. Master ErR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

Geology, soils, and mineral resource mitigation measures pertinent to the proposed project are found
on pages V-17-9 and V-17-10 of the Master EIR. All mitigation measures appropriate to the project
to be incorporated into or made conditions of approval of the proposed project are listed in Section V,
Mitigation Measures Applied to Project.
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Discussion:

There are no applicable mitigation measures from the Master ErR. No new or additional mitigation
measures or alternatives are required to reduce project impacts to a less-than-significant level.

c. Project-Specific Effects

Section V-17.B of the Master ErR discloses geology, soils, and mineral resource impacts resulting from
implementation of the Urban Area General Plan. The following is an analysis of whether the proposed
project would result in a new, Significant, project-speCific effect not disclosed in the Master ErR.

Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds.
Project-speCific effects will be less than significant unless:

less Than
Significant

Potentially with less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No

Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

GEOLOGY, SOILS, AND MINERAL RESOURCES

1) The project is inconsistent with poliCies relating
[ 1 [ 1 [ 1 [Xlto geology, soils, and mineral resources contained

in the Urban Area General Plan.

2) The proposed project would expose people or
structures to potential substantial adverse effects
including the risk off loss, injury, or death involving
fault rupture, strong seismic activity; location on an
expansive soil; result in the loss of topsoil; location
on soils incapable of adequately supporting the use
of septiC tanks or alternative wastewater disposal [ 1 [ 1 [ 1 [Xl
systems in areas where sewers are not available for
the disposal of wastewater; result in the loss of
known mineral resources that would be of value to
the region and the state; or result in the loss of
availability of a locally important mineral resource
recovery site delineated on a local general plan,
specific plan, or other land use plan.

Discussion:

(1) The project is consistent with policies relating to geology, soils, and mineral resources in the
General Plan.

(2) The project would not be located on soil that is unstable, or that would become unstable as a
result of the project. There are no known mineral resources of value to the region and the
state on the property.
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18. ENERGY

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Master EIR discloses the following residual significant and unavoidable impacts pertaining to
energy expected after application of mitigations/policies:

Direct Impacts

Effect: Continued development in the Planned Urbanizing Area would have an impact on available
energy supplies. Energy consumption likely would increase substantially by 2025 as a result of
implementation of the Urban Area General Plan.

Cumulative Impacts

Effect: Implementation of the Urban Area General Plan will have a cumulatively considerable impact
on energy consumption.

b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

The following energy mitigation measures pertinent to the proposed project are found on pages V-1S-
2 through V-1S-S in the Master EIR. All mitigation measures appropriate to the project will be
incorporated into or made conditions of approval of this project. Those measures will be listed in
Section V, Mitigation Applied to Project.

Discussion:

There are no applicable mitigation measures from the Master EIR. No new or additional mitigation
measures or alternatives are required to reduce project impacts to a less-than-significant level.

c. Project-Specific Effects

Section V-1S.B of the Master EIR discloses impacts of implementing the Urban Area General Plan on
energy resources. The following is an analysis of whether the proposed project would result in a
new, Significant, project-specific effect not disclosed in the Master ErR.

Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds. The
project-specific effects will be less than significant unless:

Potentially
Significant

Impact

ENERGY

1) The proposed project is inconsistent with poliCies [ 1
relating to energy in tihe Urban Area General Plan.

2) The proposed project would result in energy
consumption during construction, operation,

[ 1maintenance, or removal that is more wasteful,
ineffiCient, and unnecessary than assumed in the
Urban Area General Plan.
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Discussion:

(1) The project is consistent with the energy policies in the General Plan

(2) The project would not result in energy consumption during construction, operation,
maintenance or removal that is more wasteful, inefficient and unnecessary than assumed in
the General Plan.

19. EffECTS ON VISUAL RESOURCES

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Master EIR discloses the following residual significant and unavoidable impacts on visual
resources expected after application of mitigations/policies:

Direct Impacts

Effect: New development in the Planned Urbanizing Area will occur in areas that are in agricultural
production or are otherwise lightly developed, which could lead to the introduction of light and glare
in areas that have little nighttime illumination.

Cumulative Impacts

Effect: No additional cumulative impacts were disclosed in the Master EIR.

b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

The following visual resources mitigation measures pertinent to the proposed project are found on
pages V-19-3 and V-19-4 in the Master ErR. All mitigation measures appropriate to the proposed
project will be incorporated into or made conditions of approval of this project. Those measures will
be listed in Section V, Mitigation Applied to Project.

Discussion:

There are no applicable mitigation measures from the Master EIR. No new or additional mitigation
measures or alternatives are required to reduce project impacts to a less-than-significant level.

c. Project-Specific Effects

Section V-1S.B of the Master ErR discloses impacts of implementing the Urban Area General Plan on
energy resources. The following is an analysis of whether the proposed project would result in a
new, Significant, project-specific effect not disclosed in the Master EIR.

Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds. The
project-specific effects will be less than Significant unless:
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less Than
Significant

Potentially with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No

Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

GENERATION OF HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

1) The proposed project is inconsistent with polides
[ 1 [ 1 [ 1 [Xlrelating to visual resources in the Urban Area

General Plan.

2) The proposed project would degrade views from
riverSide areas and parks to a greater degree than

[ 1 [ 1 [ 1 [Xlassumed in the Urban Area General Plan.

3) The proposed project would degrade views of
riverSide areas from public roadways and nearby [ 1 [ 1 [ 1 [Xl
propertes to a greater degree than assumed in the
Urban Area General Plan.

Discussion:

(1) The project is consistent with the policies relating the visual resources in the General Plan.

(2) The project would not impact views from riverside areas and parks.

(3) There is no development associated with the project. Surrounding views will not be impacted
by the abandonment of the alley.

20. LAND USE AND PLANNING

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Master EIR discloses the following residual significant and unavoidable impacts pertaining to land
use and planning expected after application of mitigations/policies:

Direct Impacts

Effect: No residual significant direct impacts were disclosed in the Master EIR.

Cumulative Impacts

Effect: No residual significant cumulative impacts were disclosed in the Master EIR.

b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

The following land use and planning mitigation measures pertinent to the proposed project are found
on pages V-20-6 through V-20-17 in the Master EIR. All mitigation measures appropriate to the
project will be incorporated into or made conditions of approval of this project. Those measures will
be listed in Section V, Mitigation Applied to Project.
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Discussion:

There are no applicable mitigation measures from the Master EIR. No new or additional mitigation
measures or alternatives are required to reduce project impacts to a less-than-significant level.

c. Project-Specific Effects

Section V-20.B of the Master EIR discloses impacts of implementing the Urban Area General Plan on
land use and planning. The following is an analysis of whether the proposed project would result in a
new, Significant, project-specific effect not disclosed in the Master EIR.

Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds. The
project-specific effects will be less than significant unless:

Less Than
Significant

Potentially with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No

Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

LAND USE AND PLANNING

1) The proposed project is inconsistent with land
[ ] [ ] [ ] [X]use and planning polides in the Urban Area General

Plan.

2) The proposed project contains elements that
would physically divide an established community in

[ ] [ ] [ ] [X]a way not assumed in the Urban Area General Plan.

3) The proposed project conflicts with a land use
plan, policy or regulation established for the

[ ] [ ] [ ] [X]purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental
impact by an agency that has jurisdiction over the
proposed project.

4) The proposed project conflicts with an applicable
habitat conservation plan or natural community [ ] [ ] [ ] [X]
conservation plan.

Discussion:

(1) The project is consistent with the Mixed Use land use designation in the General Plan.

(2) There is no development proposed by the project. The paper alley is not used for pedestrian
or vehicular traffic and its abandonment would not affect the surrounding community,

(3) The project is consistent with the land use plan, policies and regulations of the City of
Modesto designed to mitigate project impacts.

(4) The project does not conflict with applicable habitat conservation plans or natural community
conservation plans.
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21. CLIMATE CHANGE

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Master EIR discloses the following residual significant and unavoidable impacts pertaining to
climate change expected after application of mitigations/policies:

Direct Impacts

Effect: Impacts resulting from implementation of the Urban Area General Plan are not substantial
enough to result in a significant direct impact on climate change, as disclosed in the Master EIR.

Cumulative Impacts

Effect: Implementation of the Urban Area General Plan will have a cumulatively considerable impact
on climate change.

b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

The following climate change mitigation measures pertinent to the proposed project are found on
pages V-21-7 through V-21-10 in the Master EIR. All mitigation measures appropriate to the project
will be incorporated into or made conditions of approval of this project. Those measures will be listed
in Section V, Mitigation Applied to Project.

Discussion:

There are no applicable mitigation measures from the Master EIR. No new or additional mitigation
measures or alternatives are required to reduce project impacts to a less-than-significant level.

c. Project-Specific Effects

Section V-1S.B of the Master EIR discloses impacts of implementing the Urban Area General Plan on
climate change. The following is an analysis of whether the proposed project would result in a new,
significant, project-specific effect not disclosed in the Master EIR.

Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds. The
project-specific effects will be less than significant unless:

Potentially
Significant

Impact

CUMATE CHANGE

1) The proposed project is inconsistent with polides
[ ]relating to climate change in the Urban Area

General Plan.

2) The proposed project would result in average
automobile trip lengths or CO2 emissions higher [ 1
than those assumed in the Master EIR.
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less Than
Significant

Potentially with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No

Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

3) The proposed project would conflict with the
Sustainable Communities Strategy or Alternative [ 1 [ 1 [ 1 [Xl
Planning Strategy that the Air Resources Board has
agreed will achieve the goals of AB 32.

Discussion:

(1) The project is consistent with the policies relating to climate change in the Urban Area
General Plan. The project would not have a significance effect on climate change.

(2) The project includes abandonment of an unimproved alley that is not used for transportation.
The abandonment of the alley would not affect automobile trip lengths or CO2 emissions.

(3) A Sustainable Communities Strategy has not yet been implemented by the ARB. Future
development will be required to comply with the provisions of the Sustainable Communities
Strategy once it is established.

City of Modesto
General Plan Master EIR 42

Initial Study EA No. 2013-016
6/20/2013



V. MITIGATION MEASURES APPLIED TO THE PROPOSED PROJECT

If the Initial Study results in the determination that a Finding of Conformance can be adopted for the
proposed project Section A below applies. If the Initial Study results in the determination that a
Finding of Conformance cannot be adopted and a Mitigated Negative Declaration/EIR must be
prepared for the project then Section B, below applies.

A. Master EIR Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

Pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 211S7.1(c), in order for a Finding of Conformance to be
made, all appropriate mitigation measures from the Master EIR shall be incorporated into the
proposed project. Urban Area General Plan Policies/Master EIR mitigation measures shall be made
part of the proposed project prior to approval by means of conditions of project approval or
incorporation into the appropriate document or plan.

All applicable and appropriate mitigation measures have been applied to the project (see mitigation
measures listed below).

B. New or Additional Mitigation Measures or Alternatives Required

Where the project's effects would exceed the significance criteria for each environmental impact
category, a mitigated negative declaration or Focused EIR must be prepared. Staff has reviewed the
project against the significance criteria thresholds established in the Master EIR for all impact
categories in this Initial Study.

A Mitigated Negative Declaration or Focused EIR shall be prepared for the project. The following
additional project-specific mitigation measures listed below are necessary to reduce the identified new
significant effect:

Traffic and Circulation:

None.

Degradation of Air Ouality:

None.

Generation of Noise:

None.

Effects on Agricultural lands:

None.

Increased Demand for long-Term Water Supplies:

None.
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Increased Demand for Sanitary Sewer Services:

None.

loss of Sensitive Wildlife and Plant Habitat:

None.

Disturbance of Archaeological/Historic Sites:

Increased Demand for Storm Drainage:

None.

Flooding and Water Quality:

None.

Increased Demand for Parks and Qpen Space:

None.

Increased Demand for Schools:

None.

Increased Demand for Police Services:

None.

Increased Demand for Fire Services:

None.

Generation of Solid Waste:

None.

Generation of Hazardous Materials:

None.

Geology. Soils. and Mineral Resources:
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None.

Energy:

None.

Effects on Visual Resources:

None.

land Use and Planning:

None.

Climate Change:

None.
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-332

RESOLUTION APPROVING AN OUTSIDE SERVICE AGREEMENT
BETWEEN THE CITY OF MODESTO AND ARTURO AGUILAR
MONDRAGON AND MARIA ELENA CORTES VILLASENOR, HUSBAND AND
WIFE AS JOINT TENANTS FOR SEWER SERVICE FOR THE PROPERTY
LOCATED AT 1501 INYO AVENUE IN THE BRET HARTE DISTRICT,
MODESTO, (APN: 056-036-044); AND AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER,
OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO EXCUTE THE AGREEMENT

WHEREAS, the property located at 1501 Inyo Avenue is not connected to City's

sewer system, and

WHEREAS, the property is located outside Modesto City limits, and inside the

City's Sphere ofInfluence, and

WHEREAS, the property is inside the Modesto Municipal Sewer District No. I,

and

WHEREAS, The City ofModesto can and is willing to provide domestic sewer to

the subject area, and

WHEREAS, the Stanislaus County Redevelopment Agency installed complete

sewer infrastructure in the" neighborhood" and individual laterals to each parcel to

connect the property to the City ofModesto's sewer system, and

WHEREAS, consistent with adopted LAFCO Policy 15, the extension of sewer

service is proposed to remedy a health and safety concern in an area with failing septic

system, and

WHEREAS, the installation of the sewer service lines will upgrade the

infrastructure in this already developed wrincorporated area to facilitate a later

armexation, and
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WHEREAS, the sewer connection fees shall be paid and associated permits be

obtained prior to beginning any on site construction, and

WHEREAS, that the property owner is required to enter into an outside service

agreement for sewer service with the City.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council ofthe City of Modesto

that it hereby approves an Outside Service Agreement for the property located at 1501

Inyo Avenue Modesto (APN 056-036-044).

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute the Agreement.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting ofthe Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 24th day of September, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Burnside, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

09/2412013/C&EDIBSandhuJItem 5

Burnside, Cogdill, Gunderson, Lopez, Muratore,
Mayor Marsh

None

2 2013·332



MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-333

RESOLUTION AMENDING THE FY 2013-2014 GENERAL FUND OPERATING
BUDGET TO IMPLEMENT THE MAYOR'S ADDITIONAL PROPOSED
REDUCTIONS TO VARIOUS DEPARTMENTS WITHIN THE GENERAL FUND
RESULTING IN ADDITIONAL SAVINGS OF $565,673 AS SHOWN IN EXHIBIT
A

WHEREAS, the City Council passed a motion to accept additional reductions for

the FY 2013-2014 General Fund Operating Budget at the June 25, 2013 Council meeting,

and

WHEREAS, the additional reductions resulted in changes to the operating

budgets for various departments including the City Manager's Office, Human Resources,

Finance Department, Community and Economic Development Department (CEDD),

Parks, Recreation and Neighborhoods Department (PRN), and the Modesto Police

Department, and

WHEREAS, the additional reductions resulted in a General Fund savings of

$565,673 to operating budgets as detailed in Exhibit A, and

WHEREAS, a financial analysis has been completed and it has been determined

that a budget adjustment is required to the FY 2013-2014 General Fund Operating

Budget,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves amending the FY 2013-2014 General Fund Operating Budget to

implement the changes from the accepted additional reductions to various General Fund

departments as shown in Exhibit A.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Director of Finance, or his designee, is

hereby authorized to implement the provisions of this resolution.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 24th day of September, 2013, by Couneilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Burnside, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Couneilmembers:

NOES: Couneilmembers:

ABSENT: Couneilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Gunderson, Lopez, Muratore,
Mayor Marsh

None

Geer

By: -=-=~~~~--=c:-::-:::=-=:-----
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Additional Proposed General Fund Budget Reductions
Detailed impacts

, ,

Manager's Office

1 1

Resources iEllml"", A.d.,IO'D""I" Assistant ill (Cont)

Discretionary Expenses

Freeze of Financial Analyst III (6 months)

Assistant U

Direct Charge Expenses to IF?

DJrect Charge Expenses to TED

savings Centre Plaza Manager (6 months)

sa\llngs open part-time pOsitions

1 1

media communications will be coordinated at the department le\leL City­

eliminated. Maintenance of social media Impacted.

1 1 1

"0'
time for customers at counter and on

Accounting,

;::::;::~':~"F::';:,~':~6 months will impact the workload d'lstrlbuflon between the
;1 i IAnalysis Manager <1.1 well as one eXisting Financial Analyst III position,

filled would relieve some of the workload in terms of Oracle processes and

department budget monitoring.

III i

PACE and reduce turn around time on special projects (Salida,
Substantially reduce abl!Jty to de\lelop and maintain a comprehensive fees

1::::::::;~;::;':~t,::;I,'I1;~:,:~:':~ with applicants on deferral of impact fees related to newi( I reduce ability to track and manage improvement related trust

.."'.,,_"w',9.~~lt.~.____,_ "_,,,,,,,,,_,,._.~,__ ~~.__ _, """,,,,,,,,,,,,,, __~,,,,,,,,,,,,,. '''''''''''' ___ ""~,, ~,._.. _... ,..... . ...... ~ __ .
:Eliminate services provided for general fund related acti\lities such as 10th Street

I I ) I in non-elP projects. Will eliminate

are for part-time positions that are currently vacant. This Is a general o\lerall '_j"'""m,,, .iSalary and Benefits,,_, wide sa\lings for part-time positions that will remain \lacant during recruitment.

Public Information Coordinator

Admin Office Assistant III (Conf)

Financial Analyst III 0.5

Admin Office Assistant II

Centre Plaza Manger

Part-tlme salaries



Additional Proposed General Fund Budget Reductions
Detailed Impacts

Equipment Expenses

'"""""'"""""""""" i""""""",
Field 5upplles Expenses

Part TIme Labor

the non-potable water used for park irrigation by an additional 5%. Watering in

been reduced by 30% over the past few years. This will reduce the watering by an !O,,,,,,,,,,,,,, ">p,,,,,
I 5% for a total of 35% general watering decrease In neighborhood and community

will e~perlence additional browning and shrub loss.

in equipment not Ii I not being as It wears out or

In eqUipment not required for basic policing not being replace as it wears out or

will result in reducing the Continued Professional

to our officers. CPT includes Development and Leadership 00''''''', lo"",,,,c",y ',p,c""
loo""c""',,,' A'",,,,, Officer Course, Legal & Procedural Updates, and Speciallzed



MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-334

RESOLUTION AMENDING THE FY 2013-2014 POSITION ALLOCATION TO
IMPLEMENT THE MAYOR'S ADDITIONAL PROPOSED REDUCTIONS TO
MODIFY THE POSITION ALLOCATION FOR THE CITY MANAGER'S
OFFICE, HUMAN RESOURCES, AND COMMUNITY AND ECONOMIC
DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT TO ELIMINATE A TOTAL OF 3.0
POSITIONS AS IDENTIFIED IN EXHIBIT A

WHEREAS, the City Council passed a motion to accept additional reductions for

the FY 2013-2014 General Fund Operating Budget at the June 25, 2013 Council meeting,

and

WHEREAS, the additional reductions included the elimination of3.0 positions

within various General Fund departments, and

WHEREAS, the positions eliminated included 1.0 Public Information

Coordinator, 1.0 Administrative Analyst III (Confidential), and 1.0 Administrative

Analyst II, and

WHEREAS, the positions identified above are part of the additional reductions as

shown in Exhibit A,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves amending the FY 2013-2014 Position Allocation to implement the

elimination of the positions noted above and as part of Exhibit A which details these

changes.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Director of Human Resources, or his

designee, is hereby authorized to implement the provisions of this resolution.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting ofthe Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 24th day of September, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Burnside, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

By:

Burnside, Cogdill, Gunderson, Lopez, Muratore,
Mayor Marsh

None

Geer

LCALA WOOD, City Attorney

09/24/2013IFinanceJSChristensenfItem 6 2 2013-334



Additional Proposed General Fund Budget Reductions
Detailed Impacts

Manager's Office Eliminate Public Information Coordinator

iii

I"',m;,,," Adm,;io Office Assistant III {Conf)

Discretionary Expenses

,H;"o,' Fe,,,,,, of Financial Analyst III (6 months)

i Office Assistant II

Direct Charge Expenses to IFf'

i',d." ''',,''" Charge Expenses to TEO

I.

.1.

;

,.,,1,

will be coordinated at the department level. City-

, Maintenance of social media impacted,

for all employees, departments will not

time for customers at counter and on

III I ,

I~:::::,:~~~~ position for 6 months will 'Impact the workload d'istribution between the
:1 i I Analysis Manager as well as one existing Financial Analyst HI position.

if filled would relieve some of the workload in terms of oracle processes and

budget monitoring.

for development services.

iii prepare
of PACE and reduce turn around time on special projects (Salida,

Substantially reduce ability to develop and maintain a comprehensive fees

1~:::::,:;:~;::::~,,::;;,j;I~:,:;yWOrk with applicants on deferral of impact fees related to new!( i II reduce ability to track and manage Improvement related trust

i Parklet
'In non-CIP projects, WIll eliminate

savings Centre Plaza Mana::',.:'.'... I.,.:'....m.:...o::"'..h.'::I...............1!~.d. h,;"th"""~PI.'.'.'..'~"",~" ...........

savings open part-time positions
Savings are for part-time positions that are currently vacant. This Is a general overall
department wide savings for part-time positions that will remain vacant during recruitment.

Public Information Coordinator

Admin Office Assistant III (ConI)

Discretionary Expenses

and Benefit, Financial Analyst III

and Benefits

iDiscrelionary Expenses

Discretionary Expenses

Benefits Centre Plaza Manger

Benefits Part·tlme salaries



AddItional Proposed Genera! Fund 8udget ReductIons

Detailed Impacts

water

Equipment Expenses

Field Supplies Expenses

Part Time labor

Training Expenses

IR"do'" 'h,ooo-,"'''' w,',.. used for park irrIgation by an additional 5%, Watering in
by 30".4 over the past few years. This will reduce the watering by an

35% general watering decrease in neighborhood and community

III experience additional browning and shrub loss,

as it wears out or

investigations for new

~,~J:I~,~ment.
III result in reducing the Continued Professional

:D, ',m,tI",.,-, Expense

Expenses

;DI""""'''~ Expenses

Expenses

i;::;o,~:,,~;;:ld provide to our officers. CPT includes Development and leadership courses, ID',,,,,,,,,.,,, """"'''
11 Advanced Officer Course, Legal & Procedural Updates, and Specialized

$29,082



MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-335

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE AWARD OF BID FOR THE PAINTING
OF WATER WELL AND TANK SITE SERVICES FOR THE DEPARTMENT OF
PUBLIC WORKS, WATER DIVISION, TO D.C. VIENT, INC., MODESTO, CA,
FOR A TWO (2) YEAR AGREEMENT WITH THREE (3) ONE-YEAR
EXTENSION OPTIONS AT THE SOLE DISCRETION OF THE CITY, AND
AUTHORIZING THE PURCHASING MANAGER, OR IDS DESIGNEE, TO
ISSUE A PURCHASE AGREEMENT FOR AN ESTIMATED ANNUAL COST OF
$38,000, AND OVER FIVE (5) YEARS OF $190,000

WHEREAS, the City Manager authorized the Purchasing Manager to issue formal

Request for Bids (RFB) for the painting of water well and tank site services, and

WHEREAS, the Purchasing Division issued RFB No. 1314-04 Painting of Water

Well and Tank Sites to thirteen (13) prospective bidders, five (5) ofwhich were local

vendors and posted the RFB on the City's website, and

WHEREAS, bids were formally opened in the City Clerk's Office. Three (3)

companies chose to respond, one of which was a local vendor, and

WHEREAS, all three (3) companies provided responsive and responsible bids,

and

WHEREAS, based on providing the lowest responsive and responsible bid, City

staff recommends the award of bid for the painting of water well and tank site services

for the Department ofPublic Works, Water Division, to D.C. Vient, Inc., Modesto, CA,

for a two (2) year agreement with three (3) one-year extension options at the sole

discretion of the City, for an estimated annual cost of $38,000, and over five (5) years of

$190,000, and

WHEREAS, Modesto Municipal Code Section 8-3.203 generally requires all

purchases, which meet or exceed $50,000 for material, equipment or contractual services
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to be fonnally bid. The award of bid for the painting of water well and tank site services

for the Department of Public Works, Water Division, to D.C. Vient, Inc., Modesto, CA,

confonns to Modesto Municipal Code 8-3.203, and

WHEREAS, funds are budgeted in Fiscal Year 2013-14 for the painting of water

well and tank site services in Appropriation Unit: 4100-55090-53100.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby authorizes the award of bid for the painting of water well and tank site

services for the Department of Public Works, Water Division, to D.C. Vient, Inc.,

Modesto, CA.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Purchasing Manager, or his designee, is

hereby authorized to issue a purchase agreement for an estimated arumal cost of $38,000.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 24th day of September, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Burnside, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Gunderson, Lopez, Muratore,
Mayor Marsh

None

Geer

By: ----'::MJC1l~-----

09/24/2013lFinancelPWlKMasassofItem 8 2 2013-335



MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-336

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE PURCHASING MANAGER TO ISSUE
PURCHASE AGREEMENT FOR SERVER EQUIPMENT REPLACEMENTS,
SOFTWARE, SERVICES, AND LICENSING THROUGH VARIOUS
HARDWARE AND SOFTWARE MANUFACTURERS IN AN AMOUNT NOT TO
EXCEED $410,000

WHEREAS, the City has an ongoing need to purchase server equipment

replacements, software, services, and licensing managed by the Infonnation Technology

Department and

WHEREAS, the Infonnation Technology Department has identified 47 computer

servers in need of replacement for Fiscal Year 2013-2014 to support software

applications and to provide technology services for all departments and

WHEREAS, the purchase of the server equipment replacements, software,

services, and licensing will be purchased through the various software and hardware

manufacturers, and

WHEREAS, the expenditures for the purchase server equipment replacements,

software, services, and licensing have been approved by Council through the budget

process, and

WHEREAS, the funds will be available for the purchase of server equipment

replacements, software, services, and licensing in the amount not to exceed $410,000,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby authorizes the Purchasing Manager to issue purchase agreements for server

equipment replacements, software, services and licensing through various hardware and

software manufacturers to purchase server equipment replacements, software, services,

and licensing in the amount not to exceed $410,000.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 24th day of September, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Burnside, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Gunderson, Lopez, Muratore,
Mayor Marsh

None

Geer

ATTEST:

By: _--=~r::;;[l~______
SUSA
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-337

RESOLUTION AMENDING THE FISCAL YEAR 2013-2014 INFORMATION
TECHNOLOGY BUDGET TO APPROPRIATE $410,000 FROM THE
INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY FUND RESERVES

WHEREAS, the City has a need to amend the Fiscal Year 2013-2014

Information Technology budget to purchase server equipment replacements, software,

services, and licensing managed by the Information Technology Department, and

WHEREAS, the expenditures for the server equipment replacements, software,

services, and licensing have been approved by Council through the budget process, and

WHEREAS, upon approval, the Information Technology Budget will be amended

to appropriate $410,000 from Information Technology Fund Reserves, and

WHEREAS, the Fiscal Year 2013-2014 Operating Budget must be amended as

shown in Exhibit A, which is incorporated by reference herein,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves amending the Fiscal Year 2013-2014 Information Technology

Operating Budget as shown in Exhibit A.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 24th day of September, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Burnside, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO F RM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Gunderson, Lopez, Muratore,
Mayor Marsh

None

Geer

By: _~~r]jJ(,L-c-~~__-
SUSA ALCALA WOOD, City Attorney
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Exhibit A

The City of Modesto is in need of replacing server equipment, software, and
licensing in the amount not to exceed $410,000. The Fiscal Year 2013-2014 operating
budgets will be amended to appropriate $410,000 from the Information Technology
Fund Reserves
to 5230-07510-57005 in order to purchase server equipment, software, and licensing.
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-338

A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE PURCHASING MANAGER TO ISSUE
PURCHASE AGREEMENTS FOR MAINTENANCE CONTRACT/SUPPORT
AGREEMENTS THROUGHOUT FISCAL YEAR 2013-2014 FOR THE SOLE
SOURCE PROCUREMENT OF VARIOUS HARDWARE AND SOFTWARE
MAINTENANCE SUPPORT AGREEMENTS FROM HARDWARE AND
SOFTWARE MANUFACTURERS FOR THE INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY
DEPARTMENT FOR AN ESTMATED ANNUAL COST NOT TO EXCEED
$1,033,344

WHEREAS, the City has an ongoing need to issue purchase maintenancc

contracts/support agreements for hardware and software assets utilized by the City of

Modesto and managed by the Information Technology Department, and

WHEREAS, the expenditures for maintenance contracts/support agreements have

been approved by Council through the budget process, and

WHEREAS, staff requests the Purchasing Manager be authorized to issue

purchase agreements for maintenance contract/support agreements throughout Fiscal

Year 2013-2014 for the sole source procurement of various hardware and software

maintenance support agreements from hardware and software manufacturers for an

estimated budgeted amount not to exceed $1,033,344,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City ofModesto

that it hereby authorizes the Purchasing Manager be authorized to issue purchase

agreements for maintenance contract/support agreements for the sole source procurement

ofvarious hardware and software maintenance support agreements throughout the Fiscal

Year 2013-2014.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 24th day of September, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Burnside, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

09!24!20I3IITIBSasrokasiltem 10

Burnside, Cogdill, Gunderson, Lopez, Muratore,
Mayor Marsh

None

Geer
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-339

RESOLUTION ACCEPTING A GRANT IN THE AMOUNT OF $93,788.00 FROM
THE OFFICE OF TRAFFIC SAFETY SOBRIETY CHECKPOINT GRANT
PROGRAM, TO CONDUCT SOBRIETY CHECKPOINTS; AND AUTHORIZING
THE CITY MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO EXECUTE ANY NECESSARY
PROGRAM DOCUMENTS

WHEREAS, the Modesto Police Department received an announcement for the

solicitation ofapplications for the "Sobriety Checkpoint Grant Program" from the Office

of Traffic Safety (OTS), through the National Highway Traffic Safety Administration

(NHTSA), and

WHEREAS, the grant is for personnel overtime costs to conduct sobriety

checkpoint operations during the period from October 1, 2013 to September 30, 2014,

and

WHEREAS, a checkpoint cannot exceed $5,000.00 for overtime to conduct the

checkpoint and includes funding for police officers and support personnel (Community

Services Officers), and

WHEREAS, this award includes a maximum of$3,788.00 for the purchase of

OTS-approved checkpoint supplies, and

WHEREAS, on May 24,2013, the Modesto Police Department received

notification that it was awarded $93,788.00 for the operation of up to eighteen sobriety

checkpoints and OTS approved supplies in Modesto, and

WHEREAS, this grant will result in increased grant revenue of $93,788.00 to the

City,
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NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby accepts a grant in the amount of $93,788.00 from the Office of Traffic

Safety Sobriety Checkpoint Grant Program to conduct sobriety checkpoints.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute any necessary program docrnnents.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 24th day of September, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Burnside, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

09124/2013IMPD/1YounglItem 11

Burnside, Cogdill, Gunderson, Lopez, Muratore,
Mayor Marsh

None

Geer
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-340

RESOLUTION AMENDING THE MULTI-YEAR 201312014 OPERATING
BUDGET TO APPROPRIATE REVENUES AND EXPENDITURES OF $93,788.00
TO CONDUCT SOBRIETY CHECKPOINTS

WHEREAS, the Modesto Police Department received an announcement for the

solicitation of applications for the "Sobriety Checkpoint Grant Program" from the Office

ofTraffic Safety, through the National Highway Traffic Safety Administration, and

WHEREAS, the mini-grant is for personnel overtime costs to conduct sobriety

checkpoint operations during the period from October 1,2013 to September 30, 2014,

and

WHEREAS, a checkpoint cannot exceed $5,000.00 for overtime to conduct the

checkpoint and includes funding for police officers and support personnel (Community

Services Officers), and

WHEREAS, this award includes a maximum of$3,788.00 for the purchase of

OTS-approved checkpoint supplies, and

Wl:IEREAS, on May 24,2013, the Modesto Police Department received

notification that it was awarded $93,788.00 for the operation of up to eighteen sobriety

checkpoints in Modesto, and

WHEREAS, this grant will result in increased grant revenue of $93,788.00 to the

City,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby amends the Multi-Year 2013/2014 Operating Budget to appropriate

revenues and expenditures of$93,788.00 for overtime to conduct sobriety checkpoints, as

listed in Exhibit A.
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BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Director of Finance, or her designee, is

hereby authorized to take the necessary steps to implement the provisions of this

resolution.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 24th day of September, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Burnside, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FO
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Burnside, Cogdill, Gunderson, Lopez, Muratore,
Mayor Marsh

None

Geer
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Exhibit A

The Multi-Year 2013f2014 Operating Budget will be amended as follows:

To:

To:

Revenue
1341-19998-42199-100773

Expense
100773 - Appr. C
100773 - Appr. C

Increase/(Decrease)
$93,788

$90,000
$ 3,788
$93,788

Description
2012f13 OTS Sobriety Checkpoint
Program Grant

Svcs City Forces Interfund (OT)
Tools & Field Supplies < $5K



MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-341

RESOLUTION ACCEPTING THE EDWARD BYRNE MEMORIAL JUSTICE
ASSISTANCE GRANT, FOR A .JOINT AWARD WITH THE COUNTY OF
STA.NISLAUS AND THE CITY OF MODESTO IN THE AMOUNT OF $138,905;
AND AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO
EXECUTE THE NECESSARY PROGRAM DOCUMENTS

WHEREAS, on July 2, 2013, the City Council, by Resolution No. 2013-244,

approved a Memorandum of Agreement between the County of Stanislaus and the City of

Modesto for a joint application to the Edward Byrne Memorial Justice Assistance Grant

Formula Program in the amount of$138,905, and

WHEREAS, the City of Modesto will use its allocation of$104,118 to purchase

800 Mhz Radios, and

WHEREAS, the County of Stanislaus will use its allocation of$34,787 for the

Probation Department and the Sheriffs Operations Division, and

WHEREAS, the Memorandum of Agreement states that the City agrees to

provide the County with a quarterly financial and programmatic report not later than

fifteen calendar days after the end ofeach quarter, and

WHEREAS, the project start period is October 1, 2012, and there is a statutory

four-year period within which to spend the funds, and

WHEREAS, the Memorandum ofAgreement was approved at the Board of

Supervisors meeting on July 2, 2013,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby accepts the Edward Byrne Memorial Justice Assistance Grant, for a joint

award with the County of Stanislaus and the City ofModesto in the amount of$138,905.

09124/2013IMPDIGCarroIVItem 12 2013·341



BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute the necessary grant documents.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a special meeting of the Council of the

City ofModesto held on the 24th day of September, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Burnside,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Couneilmembers:

(SEAL)

09/2412013IMPD/GCarrolllltem 12

Burnside, Cogdill, Gunderson, Lopez, Muratore,
Mayor Marsh

None

Geer
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-342

RESOLUTION AMENDING THE MULTI-YEAR 2013/14 OPERATING
BUDGET, ESTIMATING REVENUE OF $138,905 FROM THE EDWARD
BYRNE MEMORIAL JUSTICE ASSISTANCE GRANT PROGRAM, AND
APPROPRIATING FUNDS

WHEREAS, on July 2, 2013, the City Council, by Resolution No. 2013-244,

approved a Memorandum of Agreement between the County of Stanislaus and the Ci ty of

Modesto for a joint application to the Edward Byrne Memorial Justice Assistance Grant

Formula Program in the amount of$138,905, and

WHEREAS, recommended distribution ofthe 2013 grant is as follows:

Stanislaus County Probation
Stanislaus County Sheriff
Stanislaus County (Admin Fee)
Modesto Police Department

$ 7,892
$ 23,675
$ 3,220
$104,118

WHEREAS, the City of Modesto will use its allocation of$104,118 to purchase

800 Mhz Radios, and

WHEREAS, the City agrees to provide the County with a quarterly financial and

programmatic report not later than fifteen calendar days after the end ofeach quarter, and

WHEREAS, the project start date is October 1, 2012, and there is a statutory four-

year period within which to spend the funds,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves amending the Multi-Year 2013/2014 Operating Budget as

indicated in Attachment A, which is attached hereto.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Director of Finance, or her designee, is

hereby authorized to take the necessary steps to implement the provisions of this

resolution.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 24th day of September, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Burnside, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

By: -=c:-::-:-

0912412013IMPD/GCarrolllitem 12

Burnside, Cogdill, Gunderson, Lopez, Muratore,
Mayor Marsh

None

Geer

ATTEST:
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Attachment A: Budget Adjustment for 2013 BJAG Grant

Fund 1341- Operation Grants Reimbursed:

Expense:
To:

MY-I00774-Appr. C

Revenue:
To:

MY-1341-19998-42090-100774

Increase!
(Decrease)

$ 104,118

$ 104,118

Description of Account

Comm. Equipment < $5K

Federal-Misc.



MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-343

A RESOLUTION APPROVING AN AGREEMENT WITH KIMLEY-HORN &
ASSOCIATES, INC. TO PROVIDE DESIGN AND PLANNING SERVICES FOR
THE DRAINAGE STUDY PROJECT FOR THE MODESTO CITY-COUNTY
AIRPORT IN AN AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED $65,000

WHEREAS, the City has approved numerous Airport Capital Improvement Plan

(ACIP) projects planned over approximately the next five years at the Modesto City-

County Airport, and

WHEREAS, skilled airport engineering, design, construction and inspection

assistance will be required to move forward with those projects, and

WHEREAS, on January 12,2010, the City solicited professional services for an

airport consulting engineer to provide airport engineering, design, construction

management and inspection, and

WHEREAS, Council approved Resolution No. 2010-005 selecting KHA as the

best qualified applicant, and

WHEREAS, KHA has proposed an agreement to provide design and planning

services for the Drainage Study at the Modesto City-County Airport, and

WHEREAS, sufficient funds are budgeted and available in the FY13-14 budget in

CIP Account: 100431 PW. Airport Services "Airfield Studies",

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves an Agreement with Kimley-Hom & Associates, Inc. to provide

design and planning services for the Drainage Study at the Modesto City-County Airport

in an amount not to exceed $65,000.
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BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute the Agreement.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 24th day of September, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Burnside, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FO

Burnside, Cogdill, Gunderson, Lopez, Muratore,
Mayor Marsh

None

Geer

By: ~~~~~uc~~~-=~~____
SUSAN OOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-344

A RESOLUTION APPROVING AN AGREEMENT WITH KIMLEY-HORN &
ASSOCIATES, INC. TO PROVIDE DESIGN AND PLANNING SERVICES FOR
ELECTRICAL STUDY/SIGN PLAN PROJECT FOR THE MODESTO CITY­
COUNTY AIRPORT IN AN AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED $160,000

WHEREAS, the City has approved numerous Airport Capital Improvement Plan

(ACIP) projects planned over approximately the next five years at the Modesto City-

County Airport, and

WHEREAS, skilled airport engineering, design, construction and inspection

assistance will be required to move forward with those projects, and

WHEREAS, on January 12,2010, the City solicited professional services for an

airport consulting engineer to provide airport engineering, design, construction

management and inspection, and

WHEREAS, Council approved Resolution No. 2010-005 selecting KHA as the

best qualified applicant, and

WHEREAS, KHA has proposed an agreement to provide design and planning

services for the Electrical StUdy/Sign Plan project for the Modesto City-County Airport,

and

WHEREAS, sufficient funds are budgeted and available in the FY13-14 budget in

crp Account: 100431 PW. Airport Services "Airfield Studies",

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves an Agreement with Kimley-Horn & Associates, Inc. to provide

design and planning services for the Electrical Study/Sigu Plan for the Modesto City-

County Airport in an amount not to exceed $160,000.
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BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute the Agreement.

The foregoing resolution was introdueed at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 24th day of September, 20l3, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Burnside, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Gunderson, Lopez, Muratore,
Mayor Marsh

None

Geer

By: -==~~i/'df!1-----c-:---:-c---­
LCALA WOOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-345

RESOLUTION ACCEPTING A FEDERAL AIRPORT IMPROVEMENT
PROGRAM GRANT OFFER FOR $120,000 FROM THE FEDERAL AVIATION
ADMINISTRATION (FAA) FOR WILDLIFE HAZARD ASSESSMENTS

WHEREAS, Modesto City-County Airport is a commercial service airport that is

a part of the Federal airport system and eligible for Federal funding, and

WHEREAS, as airport sponsor, the City is eligible each year for entitlement and

discretionary funds from the Airport Improvement Program (AlP), and

WHEREAS, the local 10% match ($13,333) required for this grant will be paid

from Passenger Facility Charges (PFCs) collected by the airlines from enplaning

passengers,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City ofModesto

that it hereby approves accepting a Federal Airport Improvement Program (AlP) Grant

Offer for $120,000 from the Federal Aviation Administration for a Wildlife Hazard

Assessment,

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to sign the grant offer acceptance and any documents related to projects

contained in the grant.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of the

City of Modesto held on the 24th day of September, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Burnside, was

upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers: Burnside, Cogdill, Gunderson, Lopez, Muratore,
Mayor Marsh

NOES: Councilmembers: None

ABSENT: Councilmembers: Geer

ATTEST:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

By: __-~f;::l~-__-:-:----
SUSAN CALA WOOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-346

A RESOLUTION APPROVING A LEASE AGREEMENT AMENDMENT
BETWEEN THE CITY OF MODESTO AND THE HERTZ CORPORATION

WHEREAS, The Hertz Corporation uses the Modesto City-County Airport as a

rental car business location, and

WHEREAS, on August 8th
, 1995 the City Council approved by Resolution No.

95- 406 a lease agreement with The Hertz Corporation, and

WHEREAS, during Fiscal Year 2012-2013 the lease was reviewed by the City's

Risk Management Division. The City's Risk Management Division provided updated

insurance requirements to be included in the property lease agreement between the City

and The Hertz Corporation, and

WHEREAS, The Hertz Corporation has provided insurance documents that meet

the City insurance requirements that have been reviewed and approved by City Risk

Management, and

WHEREAS, the amendment to the lease agreement changes requirements in

subparagraphs 20 and 21 ofthe lease agreement. Subparagraph 20 refers to

Indemnification, Hold Harmless Clauses and subparagraph 21 refers to Insurance

Requirements including General Liability, Workers Compensation and Property

Insurance,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves the lease amendment between the City of Modesto and The Hertz

Corporation.
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BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute the Agreement.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 24th day of September, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Burnside, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FO

Burnside, Cogdill, Gunderson, Lopez, Muratore,
Mayor Marsh

None

Geer

By: -==-=~~~-==-=-:::--:::-:--__
SUSAN ALCALA WOOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-347

RESOLUTION SUPPORTING THE WATER INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCE
AND INNOVATION ACT

WHEREAS, the need to repair, replace, and overhaul the nation's water systems

is immense, and

WHEREAS, much of the nation's water infrastructure was built over 100 years

ago and is rapidly deteriorating, and

WHEREAS, it must be updated to continue providing the nation with clean and

safe drinking water and waterways, and

WHEREAS, current local, state, and federal programs are insufficient to meet

investment needs - in particular, upfront capital needs, and

WHEREAS, the Water Infrastructure Finance and Innovation Act (WIFIA) is an

innovative federal loan program that will help meet the nation's water infrastructure

needs with a minimum budgetary impact, and

WHEREAS, the Senate approved WIFIA as part of S. 60 I, the Water Resources

Development Act (WRDA), and

WHEREAS, the bill would seek to further leverage government funds for water

infrastructure projects through an innovative financing pilot project program - referred to

as WIFIA, and

WHEREAS, WIFIA will provide long-term, low-interest loans for large water

infrastructure projects (over $20 million) that cannot access funding through the State

Revolving Fund (SRF) loan programs, which are primarily focused on smaller projects,

and
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WHEREAS, WIFIA loans will be repaid entirely from local rates and charges,

maintain full local responsibility for water infrastructure development, but creating a

mechanism to provide lower capital cost, and

WHEREAS, being able to access funds at near Treasury rates, communities

receiving WIFIA loans can save up to 20 percent compared with current borrowing rates,

which will allow local resources to go farther, accelerating critically needed water

infrastructure investment and lowering costs for American families, and

WHEREAS, because a federal appropriation is needed only to cover the risk of

defimlt, according to the Congressional Budget Office, an appropriation of $1 00 million

(which would be fully offset) could support anywhere between $990 million and $3.3

billion in WIFIA loans; therefore, a very small federal investment will have an

exponential impact in addressing the nation's water infrastructure needs, and

WHEREAS, by providing a source oflow cost capital, WIFIA will help meet the

nation's water infrastructure needs while maintaining full local responsibility, minimizing

the federal budgetary impact, and creating tens of thousands ofjobs, and

WHEREAS, the American Water Works Association is recommending that water

utility members contact their members of the U.S. House of Representatives to ask the

House to include a Water Infrastructure Finance and Innovation Authority in the Water

Resources Development Act, and

WHEREAS, the Western Recycled Water Coalitions, which the City of Modesto

recently joined, is also recommending support of this Act,
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NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby supports the Water Infrastructure Finance and Innovation Act.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting ofthe Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 24th day of September, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Burnside, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)
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Burnside, Cogdill, Gunderson, Lopez, Muratore,
Mayor Marsh

None

Geer
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-348

A RESOLUTION TO CLOSE OXFORD WAY AT ITS INTERSECTION WITH
SUNRISE AVENUE TO PEDESTRIAN TRAFFIC

WHEREAS, on June 2,1975 by Resolution No. 1308-S.P. the Modesto City

Council approved the closure of Oxford Way at its intersection of Sunrise Avenue to

vehicular traffic, declaring that the intersection of Oxford Way with Sumise Avenue is

unnecessary for present or prospective public street purposes for vehicular traffic and that

the closure thereof to vehicular traffic is in the public interest, and

WHEREAS, a six foot high concrete masonry wall has closed Oxford Way to

vehicular traffic at the west line of the Sunrise Avenue right-of-way in the City of

Modesto, and

WHEREAS, a letter requesting the complete closure ofOxford Way to pedestrian

traffic, for the purpose of curbing property crime and vandalism in the immediate vicinity

of the existing wall and Ashby Park, said letter being signed by the coordinator of the

Ashby Park Neighborhood Watch Committee and accompanied by a petition signed by

area residents, was submitted to the Secretary of the Planning Commission, a copy of

which is attached hereto as Exhibit"A", and incorporated herein by reference, and

WHEREAS, closure of Oxford Way would require the subsequent removal of an

existing crosswalk across Sumise Avenue from East Fainnont Avenue to Oxford Way,

and

WHEREAS, California Vehicle Code Section 21950.5 prescribes the 30-day

notification to remove a marked crosswalk, and
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WHEREAS, notice of the proposed closure of Oxford Way and subsequent

crosswalk removal was posted to the site of the crosswalk, and

WHEREAS, the proposed closure of Oxford Way has been referred to affected

City departments, and no objection to the proposed closure has been received, and

WHEREAS, a hearing was held by the Planning Commission on August 5, 2013,

in the Tenth Street Chambers, located at 1010 Tenth Street, Modesto, California, at which

hearing evidence both oral and documentary was received and considered regarding the

proposed closure of Oxford Way, and

WHEREAS, by Planning Commission Resolution No 2013-14, the Planning

Commission recommended to Council that Oxford Way be closed to pedestrian traffic in

addition to vehicular traffic, and

WHEREAS, a duly noticed public hearing was held by the Council of the City of

Modesto on Tuesday, September 24,2013, at 5:30 p.m., in the Tenth Street Place

Chambers located at 1010 Tenth Street, Modesto, California, and

WHEREAS, notices were posted along the line of the proposed closure of Oxford

Way and crosswalk across Sunrise Avenue from East Fairmont Avenue to Oxford Way

thirty days prior to the hearing, and notice was published in the Modesto Bee for thirty

days prior to the hearing, per California Vehicle Code 21950.5, and,

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

Modesto finds and determines as follows:

1. The street to be closed is not necessary to serve present or future
pedestrian needs in the area.

2. The closure would not restrict vehicular or pedestrian access to the Ashby
Park neighborhood, with access available via Helen Avenue, which
intersects with Sunrise Avenue to the south; Muir Road and High Street.
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3. The closure is exempt from CEQA, pursuant to Section 15301(c) of the
CEQA Guidelines, which exempts the minor alteration ofexisting public
or private structures, including existing highways and streets, sidewalks,
gutters and pedestrian trails and similar facilities.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Council hereby orders and declares the

closure of Oxford Way to pedestrian traffic in addition to vehicle traffic at its intersection

of Sunrise Avenue, subject to the following conditions:

I. Prior to the issuance ofa building permit for any expansion, alteration or
replacement of the existing wall, an encroachment permit shall be
obtained from the City of Modesto Community and Economic
Development Department, Land Development Engineering.

2. Prior to issuance ofa building permit, all submitted plans shall be
prepared, stamped and signed by a licensed engineer. Plans shall
demonstrate the following:

a. Colors, materials, height of the existing wall and new wall
extensions, including engineered footings for expansion ofthe
existing wall in accordance to City Standards.

b. Existing wall and/or new wall extensions shall be no more than
eight feet in height from grade.

c. Design and footings for any alteration made to the existing walL

3. Wall materials shall be limited to either decorative concrete masonry wall
with cap treatment or wrought-iron fencing only.

4. At the time of issuance ofa building permit, the applicant shall pay
development fees at the established rate. Such fees may include but are
not limited to building permit and plan check fees.

5. The permanent easement for public utilities as established by Section 2 of
Modesto City Council Resolution No. 1308-S.P. shall be maintained.

6. The applicant of record shall, at their sole expense, defend, indemnify and
hold harmless the City of Modesto, its agents, officers, directors and
employees, from and against all claims, actions, damages, losses, or
expenses ofevery type and description, including but not limited to
payment of attorneys' fees and costs, by reason of, or arising out of, this
approval. The obligation to defend, indemnify and hold harmless shall
include but is not limited to any action to arbitrate, atrack, review, set
aside, void or annul this approval on any grounds whatsoever. The City of
Modesto shall promptly notify the applicant of record of any such claim,
action, or proceeding and shall cooperate fully in the defense.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 24th day of September, 2013, by Councilmember

Muratore, who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by

Councilmember Cogdill, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the

following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

09124113!C&EDlKMartinJItem 19

Burnside, Cogdill, Gunderson, Lopez, Muratore,
Mayor Marsh

None

Geer

ATTEST:
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Exhibit "A"
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We, the undersigned, do hereby agree to and support the
completion of the existing wall at the intersection of Oxford
Way, E. Fairmont and Sunrise Avenues. We feel that this
will hinder our neighborhood's accessibility to acts of crime
and petty theft.

I Signature " ~,~~1~ame (print) t~ address I



PETITION

We, the undersigned, do hereby agree to and support the completion of the
existing wall at the intersection of Oxford Way, E. Fairmont and Sunrise
Avenues. The purpose of this closure is to address the increase of criminal
activity in the neighborhood. We feel that this will .essen our neIf1bomood's
accessibility to acts of crime and petty theft, as well as increase the safety and
security of our neighbors.

SIGNATURE NAME PRINT STREET ADDRESS



MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-349

RESOLUTION APPROVING THE SUBMISSION OF THE CITY OF MODESTO
CONSOLIDATED ANNUAL PERFORMANCE AND EVALUATION REPORT
FOR FISCAL YEAR 2012-2013 TO THE U.S. DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING
AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT, AND AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER,
OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO EXECUTE ALL RELATED DOCUMENTS

WHEREAS, the City of Modesto, as an entitlement grantee of U.S. Department of

Housing and Urban Development HUD funds, is required to submit a Consolidated

Annual Performance and Evaluation Report (CAPER) to HUD no later than 90 days

after the completion of the fiscal year, and

WHEREAS, this report details the activities undertaken during the year by the

grantee supporting the goals identified in the Five-Year Consolidated Plan and the Fiscal

Year 2012-2013 Annual Action Plan for the use ofCDBG, HOME and ESG funds, and

WHEREAS, as required by the City's Citizen Participation Plan, a public notice

informing the public of the availability of the report and the start of the public comment

period was published in the Modesto Bee on August 20, 2013, and

WHEREAS, the public comment period closed on September 24,2013 with a

public hearing at the City Council meeting, and

WHEREAS, on September 18,2013, the Citizens' Housing and Community

Development Committee reviewed the Draft CAPER at a public meeting and

recommended forwarding to City Council for approval, and

WHEREAS, all public comments, and staff responses to these comments, were

presented to the City Council for review and approval.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves the submission of the City of Modesto Consolidated Annual
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Performance Evaluation Report for Fiscal Year 2012-2013, a copy of said report is on file

in the office of the City Clerk.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute all docwnents related to the submission of the CAPER.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that staff is hereby authorized to submit the report

to the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 24th day of September, 2013, by Councilmember Cogdill,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Gunderson, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

By:
SUSA
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Burnside, Cogdill, Gunderson, Muratore,
Mayor Marsh

None

Geer, Lopez
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-350

RESOLUTION APPROVING A CONTRACT BETWEEN THE CITY OF
MODESTO AND SUPERKART! USA TO HOST THE 2014 PRO TOUR
SUMMERNATIONALS ON AUGUST 1-3 OF 2014

WHEREAS, on September 4, 2013 the Economic and Development Committee

approved hosting a 2014 Pro Tour SuperKart! USA event, and

WHEREAS, the City and SuperKart! USA have vast experience in hosting special

events, and

WHEREAS, the approved contract between City and SuperKart! USA defines

both Party's roles in hosting such event, and

WHEREAS, the City agrees to use SuperKart! USA preferred vendors for event

marketing, sound and audio to ensure integrity of SuperKart! USA brand and image, and

WHEREAS, the City will execute contracts with each preferred vendor.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves the contract between City of Modesto and SuperKart! USA to

host the 2014 Pro Tour SummerNationals on August 1-3 of2014.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is

authorized to execute the any and all required documents for the above event.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 24th day of September, 2013, by Councilmember Cogdill,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Lopez,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Couneilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FO

By:

Burnside, Cogdill, Gunderson, Lopez, Muratore,
Mayor Marsh

None

Geer

SUSAN CALA WOOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-351

RESOLUTION APPROVING AN AGREEMENT WITH SILVER & WRIGHT,
LLP; AND AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER AND CITY ATTORNEY TO
EXECUTE THE AGREEMENT

WHEREAS, the City of Modesto desires to enter into an Agreement for outside

Legal Services with the Law Firm of Silver & Wright, LLP on October I, 2013 for

specialized legal and consultant services in the area of receivership, and

WHEREAS, the CITY desires to obtain Silver & Wright, LLP's services with

respect to providing legal advice, representation, and assistance to CITY in relation to

receivership actions as assigned by the City Attorney, and

WHEREAS, Silver & Wright, LLP, is specially trained, experienced and

competent to perform such services, and

WHEREAS, there are currently several properties within the City of Modesto that

are in violation of the City's Building and Property Maintenance Codes and City staff has

determined that these are the worst properties that are in a condition ofdisrepair, blight,

and owner neglect, and

WHEREAS, such properties have a negative impact on the surrounding

neighborhoods and the entire City, as well as substantially endangering the health and

safety of their residents and the public, and

WHEREAS, Code Enforcement staffhave vigorously pursued these properties to

the fullest extent under the Modesto Municipal Code including four properties that the

City Attorney has determined to be in such an unsafe and depleted condition that the

remedy ofa court appointed Receiver under Health & Safety Code section 17980.7 is

recornrnended,and
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WHEREAS, the public interest, economy, and general welfare will be served by

this Agreement, and

WHEREAS, funding for this action is available through the City Attorney's

Office's Legal Services Account,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council ofthe City of Modesto

that it hereby approves the Agreement for Legal Services with the Law Firm of Silver &

Wright, LLP.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager and the City Attorney are

hereby authorized to execute the Agreement

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 1st day of October, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Geer, was

upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:
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Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Lopez, Muratore,
Mayor Marsh

None

Gunderson

AITEST~~
STEPHANIE LOPE , CIty Clerk
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-352

RESOLUTION APPROVING A WILL SERVE LETTER FOR THE PROPERTY
LOCATED AT 649 PARADISE ROAD, APN: 030-023-012 TO CONNECT TO
THE CITY OF MODESTO'S EXISTING WATER SYSTEM, AND
AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE TO SIGN THE
WILL SERVE LETTER

WHEREAS, on May 22, 2012, the City Council approved a resolution number

2012-203, and

WHEREAS, it amended city ofModesto Municipal Code section 11-1.05 and

Council Policy 5.001 relating to water connection charges and

WHEREAS, it required that the City Manager upon the recommendation of the

Director responsible for utility system planning to request City Conncil approval for all

extensions of water and sewer services into unincorporated areas.

WHEREAS, the property located at 649 Paradise Road, is not connected to City's

water system and

WHEREAS, this property is located outside Modesto City limits and

WHEREAS, City staff has completed an analysis and determined that it is

reasonable for the City of Modesto to extend water service to this property and

WHEREAS, it has been determined that a sufficient quantity ofpotable water is

available for normal usage by the proposed development and

WHEREAS, the water connection fees are paid and associated permits be

obtained prior to connecting to the City water system.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Conncil of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves the Will Serve letter for a property located at 649 Paradise Road

(APN 030-023-012) in Modesto.
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BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to approve the Will Serve letter.

The foregoing documents were introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 1st day of October, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Geer, was

upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers: Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Lopez, Mayor Marsh

NOES: Councilmembers: None

ABSENT: Councilmembers: Gunderson, Muratore

ATIFSr~?
STEPHAN. LOPEZ, CIty Clerk

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

By: -:--~>fIAd1'Jt1'1~~-,-----
SUS ALCALA WOOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-353

RESOLUTION APPROVING A WILL SERVE LETTER FOR THE PROPERTY
LOCATED AT 649 PARADISE ROAD IN MODESTO,APN: 030-023-012 TO
CONNECT TO THE CITY OF MODESTO'S EXISTING SEWER SYSTEM, AND
AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO SIGN THE
WILL SERVE LETTER

WHEREAS, on May 22,2012, the City Council approved a resolution nwnber

2012-203, and

WHEREAS, it amended city of Modesto Municipal Code section 11-1.05 and

Council Policy 5.001 relating to water connection charges and

WHEREAS, it required that the City Manager upon the recommendation of the

Director responsible for utility system planning to request City Council approval for all

extensions of water and sewer services into unincorporated areas.

WHEREAS, the property located AT 649 Paradise Road is not connected to

City's sewer system and

WHEREAS, this property is located outside Modesto City limits, and inside the

City's Sphere ofInfluence and

WHEREAS, this property is inside the Modesto Municipal Sewer District No.1

and

WHEREAS, City staff has completed an analysis and determined that it is

reasonable for the City of Modesto to provide sewer service to this property and

WHEREAS, the sewer connection fees are paid and associated permits be

obtained prior to connecting to the City sewer system and
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NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves the Will Serve letter for a property located at 649 Paradise Road

(APN 030-023-012) in Modesto.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to approve the Will Serve letter.

The foregoing documents were introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 1st day of October, 2013, by Couneilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Geer, was

upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Lopez, Mayor Marsh

None

Gunderson, Muratore

ATTEST:~~
STEPHANIE LOPEZ, City Clerk

By: ____~+H~~~--____~------
SUSAN ;\LCALA WOOD, City Attorney
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Mom=STO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-354

RESOLUTION APPROVING AN OUTSIDE SERVICE AGREEMENT
BETWEEN THE CITY OF MODESTO AND HONG PHE, SANGLEY PRAK,
MENG PRAK, HAV NEANG, AND BUNLEANG VIN FOR WATER SERVICE
FOR THE PROPERTY LOCATED AT 649 PARADISE ROAD, (APN: 030-023-
012); AND AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO
EXECUTE THE AGREEMENT

WHEREAS, the property located at 649 Paradise Road is not connected to City'S

water system, and

WHEREAS, this property is located outside Modesto City limits, and outside the

City's Sphere ofInfluence, and

WHEREAS, this property is inside, contiguous to, or near the former service area

of the Del Este Water company, and

WHEREAS, City staff has completed an analysis and determined that it is

reasonable for the City of Modesto to extend water service to this property, and

WHEREAS, it has been determined that a sufficient quantity of potable water is

available for normal usage by the proposed development, and

WHEREAS, the water connection fees will be paid and associated permits be

obtained prior to beginning any on site construction, and

WHEREAS, that the property owner enters into an outside service agreement for

water with the City, as required for water service outside of City limits.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves the outside service agreement for the property located at 649

Paradise Road, Modesto APN (030-023-012)
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BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute the agreement.

The foregoing documents were introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 1st day of October, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Geer, was

upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers: Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Lopez, Mayor Marsh

NOES: Councilmembers: None

ABSENT: Councilmembers: Gunderson, Muratore

ATTEST: ~v7~~
TEPHANIE LOPE "City Clerk

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-355

RESOLUTION APPROVING AN OUTSIDE SERVICE AGREEMENT
BETWEEN THE CITY OF MODESTO AND HONG PHE, SANGLEY PRAK,
MENG PRAK, HAV NEANG, AND BUNLEANG VIN FOR SEWER SERVICE
FOR THE PROPERTY LOCATED AT 649 PARADISE ROAD, MODESTO,
(APN: 030-023-012); AND AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER, OR HIS
DESIGNEE, TO EXECUTE THE AGREEMENT

WHEREAS, the property located at 649 Paradise Road is not connected to City's

sewer system, and

WHEREAS, the property is located outside Modesto City limits, and inside the

City's Sphere ofInfluence, and

WHEREAS, the property is inside the Modesto Municipal Sewer District No.1,

and

WHEREAS, City staff has completed an analysis and determined that it is

reasonable for the City of Modesto to provide sewer service to the property, and

WHEREAS, the sewer connection fees shall be paid and associated permits be

obtained prior to beginning any on site construction, and

WHEREAS, that the property owner is required to enter into an outside service

agreement for sewer service with the City

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves an Outside Service Agreement for the property located at 649

Paradise Road, Modesto (APN 030-023-012).

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute the Agreement.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 1st day of October, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Geer, was

upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers: Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Lopez, Mayor Marsh

NOES: Councilmembers: None

ABSENT: Councilmembers: Gunderson, Muratore

ATTEST: C£d (~~...?
STEPHANIE L EZ, CIty Clerk

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FO

By: -==::-:-::-:~~~==~-=----:--__
LCALA WOOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-356

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE AWARD OF BIDS FOR THE
FURNISHING OF ASPHALT AND EMULSIFIED ASPHALT MATERIAL FOR
THE DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS, STREETS DIVISION, TO GEORGE
REED, INC., MODESTO, CA, AS "PRIMARY" CONTRACTOR AND
CALAVERAS MATERIALS INC., HUGHSON, CA, AS "SECONDARY"
CONTRACTOR, FOR A ONE YEAR AGREEMENT WITH FOUR (4) ONE­
YEAR EXTENSION OPTIONS AT THE SOLE DISCRETION OF THE CITY,
FOR AN ESTIMATED HISTORICAL ANNUAL COST OF $500,000, AND OVER
FIVE (5) YEARS OF $2,500,000

WHEREAS, the City Manager authorized the Purchasing Manager to issue formal

Request for Bids (RFB) for the furnishing ofasphalt and emulsified asphalt material, and

WHEREAS, the Purchasing Division issued RFB No. l314-01 Asphalt and

Emulsified Asphalt Material to twenty-two (22) prospective bidders, one of which is a

local vendor and posted the RFB on the City's website, and

WHEREAS, bids were formally opened in the City Clerk's Office. Two (2)

companies chose to respond, one ofwhich is a local vendor, and

WHEREAS, both companies provided responsive and responsible bids, and

WHEREAS, in order to ensure availability ofproducts to the City, purchase

agreements shall be awarded to more than one contractor to provide for backup in case

the primary contractor is unable to meet the City's needs. A secondary position contractor

may be awarded a specific job only if the primary contractor is unable to perform the

service, or if the primary contractor is unable to complete the specific job within the

timeframe required by the City, and finally, if the primary contractor is unable to

maintain acceptable quality standards required by the City, and

WHEREAS, based on providing responsive and responsible bids, City staff

recommends the award of bids for the furnishing ofasphalt and emulsified asphalt
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materials for the Department of Public Works, Streets Division, to George Reed, Inc.,

Modesto, CA, as "primary" contractor and Calaveras Material, Inc., Hughson, CA, as

"secondary" contractor, for a one year agreement with four (4) one-year extension

options at the sole discretion of the City, for an estimated annual cost of $500,000, and

over five (5) years of $2,500,000, and

WHEREAS, Modesto Municipal Code Section 8-3.203 generally requires all

purchases, which meet or exceed $50,000 for material, equipment or contractual services

to be formally bid. The award of bids for the furnishing asphalt and emulsified asphalt

materials for the Department of Public Works, Streets Division, to George Reed, Inc.,

Modesto, CA, as "primary" contractor and Calaveras Material, Inc., Hughson, CA, as

"secondary" contractor, conforms to Modesto Municipal Code 8-3.203, and

WHEREAS, funds are budgeted in Fiscal Year 2013-14 and available in various

funds within the Public Works Department for the furnishing of asphalt and emulsified

asphalt material.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby authorizes the award of bids for the furnishing of asphalt and emulsified

asphalt material for the Department of Public Works, Streets Division, to George Reed,

Inc., Modesto, CA, as "primary" contractor and Calaveras Inc., Hughson, CA, as

"secondary" contractor.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Purchasing Manager, or his designee, is

hereby authorized to issue purchase agreements for an estimated historical annual cost of

$500,000.

10/01l2013IFinanceIPWIMTorreslltem 5 2 2013-356



The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 1st day of October, 2013, by Couneilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Geer, was

upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Lopez, Muratore,
Mayor Marsh

None

Gunderson

ATTEST: ~____~~,~__~_______
STEPHANIE LOPEZ, City Clerk

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FO

By: - _____'I#!d1£"P:L~~-:_c__--
SUSAN LCALA WOOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-357

A RESOLUTION APPROVING AN AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE CITY OF
MODESTO AND OFFICER DANIEL PHILLIPS FOR THE PURCHASE OF
RETIRED CITY OF MODESTO POLICE CANINE, CHUCK; AND
AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO EXECUTE
THE AGREEMENT

WHEREAS, the Police Chief for the City of Modesto, from time to time,

officially retires police canines from departmental service, and

WHEREAS, City of Modesto police canine handler, Officer Phillips, wishes to

purchase and assume possession ofhis assigned canine, Chuck, upon the dog's official

retirement, and

WHEREAS, it is necessary to adopt a resolution authorizing the purchase of a

City of Modesto police canine by its assigned handler,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves the agreement between the City of Modesto and Officer Phillips

for the purchase of retired police canine, Chuck.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute the Agreement.

1O/Ol12013IMPDlRAnnendarizlltem 6 2013·357



The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 1st day of October, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Geer, was

upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Lopez, Muratore,
Mayor Marsh

None

Gunderson

ATTEST:~h
STEPHANIE LOPEZ, City Clerk

By: __~~~~~__~~_____
LCALA WOOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-358

RESOLUTION APPROVING AN AGREEMENT WITH COMMERCIAL
ARCHITECTURE, INC. (COMMERCIAL ARCHITECTURE) FOR ON-CALL
ARCHITECTURAL SERVICES FOR VARIOUS CITY PROJECTS FOR ONE
YEAR, WITH TWO ONE-YEAR EXTENSION OPTIONS, AT THE SOLE
DISCRETION OF THE CITY, IN AN AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED $45,000 PER
YEAR, AND AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO
EXECUTE THE AGREEMENT, AND UP TO TWO ONE-YEAR EXTENSION
OPTIONS

WHEREAS, over the next several years, based on tbe Utility Planning & Projects

(UP&P) Department's workload and staffing experience, there are a number of Capital

Improvement Program (CIP) projects tbat may require architectural services, and

WHEREAS, retaining an on-call professional services consultant allows the

department to have quick access to specific architectural services, when needed, and

WHEREAS, in addition, an on-call professional services consultant can provide

designs for small projects using experienced staff and offer a quick turnaround, which is

essential to continue efficient operations oftbe City's crp projects, and

WHEREAS, in accordance witb Administrative Directive 3.1, Selection

Procedures for Professional Consultants Who Provide Architectural & Engineering

Services for Capital Projects, staff solicited and formally advertised Requests for

Qualifications (RFQs)lRequests for Proposals (RFPs) for On-call Architectural Services

for the Utility Planning and Projects Department - Capital Improvement Services

Division to all local consultants, and

WHEREAS, four (4) Statements ofQualifications were received for architectural

services, and
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WHEREAS, after careful review of the Statement of QualificationslProposals by

Community Economic and Development and UP&P Department staff, Commercial

Architecture, Inc. (Commercial Architecture) was selected as the most qualified firm for

on-call architectural services, and

WHEREAS, the local firm ofCommercial Architecture is deemed the most

qualified to provide the requested on-call professional services and has demonstrated

satisfactory services to the City on past projects, such as it assisted with architectural

design services for the Transit Building Restroom Remodel and Transit 4th Floor

Remodel, and

WHEREAS, no new budget allocation is required because funds for each project­

specific task order under the agreement will be budgeted and encumbered as part of each

specific Capital Improvement Program (CIP) project or other account as the task is

assigned, and

WHEREAS, Commercial Architecture will submit a written scope of services

outlining the specific work, schedule, and fee estimate associated with each task order,

and

WHEREAS, Commercial Architecture will not perform any service until Capital

Improvement Services management has approved the proposed specific task order and a

written Notice to Proceed is prepared and sent to Commercial Architecture prior to

commencement of services, and

WHEREAS, City staff recommends an Agreement with Commercial Architecture

for On-Call Architectural Services be approved,
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NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves an Agreement with Commercial Architecture, Inc. for On-Call

Architectural Services for Capital Improvement Projects for one year, with two one-year

extension options at the sole discretion of the City in an amount not to exceed $45,000

per year. Total cost for three years is not to exceed $135,000.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute said Agreement with Commercial Architecture, Inc., and up to two

one-year extension options.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City ofModesto held on the 1st day of October, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Geer, was

upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

IO!01!20131UP&PIKOhlS<lnlItem 7

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Lopez, Muratore,
Mayor Marsh

None

ATTEST: ~______~~__.~______
STEPHANIE LOPEZ, City Clerk
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-359

RESOLUTION APPROVING AN AGREEMENT WITH MILLER-PEZZONI &
ASSOCIATES, INC. (MILLER-PEZZONI) FOR ON-CALL ELECTRICAL
SERVICES FOR VARIOUS CITY PROJECTS FOR ONE YEAR, WITH TWO
ONE-YEAR EXTENSION OPTIONS, AT THE SOLE DISCRETION OF THE
CITY, IN AN AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED $75,000 PER YEAR, AND
AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO EXECUTE
THE AGREEMENT, AND UP TO TWO ONE-YEAR EXTENSION OPTIONS

WHEREAS, over the next several years, based on the Utility Planning & Projects

(UP&P) Department's workload and staffing experience, there are a number of Capital

Improvement Program (CIP) projects that may require electrical engineering services,

and

WHEREAS, retaining an on-call professional services consultant allows the

department to have quick access to specific electrical engineering services, when needed,

and

WHEREAS, in addition, an on-call professional services consultant can provide

designs for small projects using experienced staff and offer a quick turnaround, which is

essential to continue efficient operations of the City's CIP projects, and

WHEREAS, in accordance with Administrative Directive 3.1, Selection

Procedures for Professional Consultants Who Provide Architectural & Engineering

Services for Capital Projects, staff solicited and formally advertised Requests for

Qualifications (RFQs)lRequests for Proposals (RFPs) for On-call Electrical Engineering

Services for the Utility Planuing and Projects Department - Capital Improvement

Services Division to all local consultants, and

WHEREAS, two (2) Statement of Qualifications were received for electrical

engineering services, and
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WHEREAS, after careful review ofthe Statement of Qualifications/Proposals by

Community Economic and Development and UP&P Department staff, Miller-Pezzoni &

Associates, Inc. (Miller-Pezzoni) was selected as the most qualified firm for on-call

electrical engineering services, and

WHEREAS, the local firm of Miller-Pezzoni is deemed the most qualified to

providc the requested on-call professional serviees and has demonstrated satisfactory

services to the City on past projects, such as it assisted with the implementation of

electrical engineering services for the Water Well 63 at Mildred Perkins Park, Modesto

Centre Plaza Lighting, and Mildred Perkins Park Lighting, and

WHEREAS, no new budget allocation is required because funds for each project­

specific task order under the agreement will be budgeted and encumbered as part of each

specific Capital Improvement Program (Crp) project or other account as the task is

assigned, and

WHEREAS, Miller-Pezzoni will submit a written scope of services outlining the

specific work, schedule, and fee estimate associated with each task order, and

WHEREAS, Miller-Pezzoni will not perform any service until Capital

Improvement Services management has approved the proposed specific task order and a

written Notice to Proceed is prepared and sent to Miller-Pezzoni prior to commencement

of services, and

WHEREAS, City staff recommends an Agreement with Miller-Pezzoni for On­

Call Electrical Engineering Services be approved,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves an Agreement with Miller-Pezzoni & Associates, Inc. for On-Call
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Electrical Engineering Services tor Capital Improvement Projects for one year, with two

one-year extension options at the sole discretion of the City in an amount not to exceed

$75,000 per year. Total cost for three years is not to exceed $225,000.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute said Agreement with Miller-Pezzoni & Associates, Inc., and up to

two one-year extension options.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 15t day of October, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Geer, was

upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Conncilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FO
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Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Lopez, Muratore,
Mayor Marsh

None

Gunderson

ATTEST:~k
STEPHANIE LOPEZ, City Clerk
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-360

RESOLUTION APPROVING AN AGREEMENT WITH NEXUS ENGINEERING
(NEXUS) FOR ON-CALL MECHANICAL SERVICES FOR VARIOUS CITY
PROJECTS FOR ONE YEAR, WITH TWO ONE-YEAR EXTENSION OPTIONS,
AT THE SOLE DISCRETION OF THE CITY, IN AN AMOUNT NOT TO
EXCEED $45,000 PER YEAR, AND AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER, OR
HIS DESIGNEE, TO EXECUTE THE AGREEMENT, AND UP TO TWO ONE­
YEAR EXTENSION OPTIONS

WHEREAS, over the next several years, based on the Utility Planning & Projects

(UP&P) Department's workload and staffing experience, there are a number of Capital

Improvement Program (CIP) projects that may require mechanical engineering services,

and

WHEREAS, retaining an on-call professional services consultant allows the

department to have quick access to specific mechanical engineering services, when

needed, and

WHEREAS, in addition, an on-call professional services consultant can provide

designs for small projects using experienced staff and offer a quick turnaround, which is

essential to continue efficient operations of the City's crp projects, and

WHEREAS, in accordance with Administrative Directive 3.1, Selection

Procedures for Professional Consultants Who Provide Architectural & Engineering

Services for Capital Projects, staff solicited and formally advertised Requests for

Qualifications (RFQs)lRequests for Proposals (RFPs) for On-call Mechanical

Engineering Services for the Utility Planning and Projects Department - Capital

Improvement Services Division to all local consultants, and

WHEREAS, one (1) Statement ofQualifications was received for mechanical

engineering services, and
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WHEREAS, after careful review of the Statement of Qualifications/Proposal by

Community Economic and Development and UP&P Department staff, Nexus

Engineering (Nexus) was selected as the most qualified firm for on-call mechanical

engineering services, and

WHEREAS, the local firm ofNexus is deemed the most qualified to provide the

requested on-call professional services and has demonstrated satisfactory services to the

City on past projects, such as it assisted with the design of the Tertiary Treatment Plant

Operations Building and Multiple HVAC Unit Replacement, and

WHEREAS, no new budget allocation is required because funds for each project­

specific task order under the agreement will be budgeted and encumbered as part of each

specific Capital Improvement Program (CIP) project or other account as the task is

assigned, and

WHEREAS, Nexus will submit a written scope of services outlining the specific

work, schedule, and fee estimate associated with each task order, and

WHEREAS, Nexus will not perform any service until Capital Improvement

Services management has approved the proposed specific task order and a written Notice

to Proceed is prepared and sent to Nexus prior to commencement of services, and

WHEREAS, City staff recommends an Agreement with Nexus for On-Call

Mechanical Engineering Services be approved,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves an Agreement with Nexus Engineering for On-Call Mechanical

Engineering Services for Capital Improvement Projects for one year, with two one-year
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extension options at the sole discretion of the City in an amount not to exceed $45,000

per year. Total cost for three years is not to exceed $135,000.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute said Agreement with Nexus Engineering, and up to two one-year

extension options.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the lSI day of October, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Geer, was

upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FO

By:
SUSA
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Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Lopez, Muratore,
Mayor Marsh

None

Gunderson

ATTEST:~.c---:-:--:­
STEPHANIE LOPEZ, City Clerk
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-361

RESOLUTION APPROVING AN AGREEMENT WITH LIONAKIS }i'OR ON­
CALL STRUCTURAL SERVICES FOR VARIOUS CITY PROJECTS FOR ONE
YEAR, WITH TWO ONE-YEAR EXTENSION OPTIONS, AT THE SOLE
DISCRETION OF THE CITY, IN AN AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED $45,000 PER
YEAR, AND AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO
EXECUTE THE AGREEMENT, AND UP TO TWO ONE-YEAR EXTENSION
OPTIONS

WHEREAS, over the next several years, based on the Utility Planning & Projects

(UP&P) Department's workload and staffing experience, there are a number of Capital

Improvement Program (CIP) projects tbat may require structural engineering services,

and

WHEREAS, retaining an on-call professional services consultant allows the

department to have quick access to specific structural engineering services, when needed,

and

WHEREAS, in addition, an on-call professional services consultant can provide

designs for small projects using experienced staff and offer a quick turnaround, which is

essential to continue efficient operations of the City's CIP projects, and

WHEREAS, in accordance with Administrative Directive 3.1, Selection

Procedures for Professional Consultants Who Provide Architectural & Engineering

Services for Capital Projects, staff solicited and formally advertised Requests for

Qualifications (RFQs)lRequests for Proposals (RFPs) for On-call Structural Engineering

Services for the Utility Planning and Projects Department - Capital Improvement

Services Division to all local consultants, and

WHEREAS, three (3) Statement of Qualifications was received for structural

engineering services, and
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WHEREAS, after careful review of the Statement of Qualifications/Proposals by

Community Economic and Development and UP&P Department staff, Lionakis was

selected as the most qualified firm for on-call structural engineering services, and

WHEREAS, the local firm of Lionakis is deemed the most qualified to provide

the requested on-call professional services, and although Lionakis has not previously

provided engineering services for City projects, it has provided structural engineering

services for the following local projects: Modesto Junior College Science Community

Center, Founders Hall, High Tech Center and Outdoor Education Center; Modesto school

projects including Modesto High School Science and Math Building, La Lorna Juriior

High School Cafeteria, and Roosevelt Junior High School Cafeteria; Memorial Medical

Center Cardiac Intervention Suite; and Linac Equipment Replacement and Emergency

Department Expansion - Remodel, and

WHEREAS, no new budget allocation is required because funds for each project­

specific task order under the agreement will be budgeted and encumbered as part of each

specific Capital Improvement Program (CIP) project or other account as the task is

assigned, and

WHEREAS, Lionakis will submit a written scope of services outlining the

specific work, schedule, and fee estimate associated with each task order, and

WHEREAS, Lionakis will not perform any service until Capital Improvement

Services management has approved the proposed specific task order and a written Notice

to Proceed is prepared and sent to Lionakis prior to commencement of services, and

WHEREAS, City staff recommends an Agreement with Lionakis for On-Call

Structural Engineering Services be approved,
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NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves an Agreement with Lionakis for On-Call Structural Engineering

Services for Capital Improvement Projects for one year, with two one-year extension

options at the sole discretion of the City in an amount not to exceed $45,000 per year.

Total cost for three years is not to exceed $135,000.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute said Agreement with Lionakis, and up to two one-year extension

options.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City ofModesto held on the 1st day ofOctober, 20l3, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Geer, was

upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Lopez, Muratore,
Mayor Marsh

None

Gunderson

ATTEST:~~~
STEPHANIE LOPEZ, City Clerk

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

By:
~~~~~~~~=-=-~----SUS 'A ALCALA WOOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-362

RESOLUTION APPROVING AN AGREEMENT WITH KLEINFELDER WEST,
INC. (KLEINFELDER) FOR ON-CALL GEOTECHNICAL SERVICES FOR
VARIOUS CITY PROJECTS FOR ONE YEAR, WITH TWO ONE-YEAR
EXTENSION OPTIONS, AT THE SOLE DISCRETION OF THE CITY, IN AN
AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED $45,000 PER YEAR, AND AUTHORIZING THE
CITY MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO EXECUTE THE AGREEMENT,
AND UP TO TWO ONE-YEAR EXTENSION OPTIONS

WHEREAS, over the next several years, based on the Utility Planning & Projects

(UP&P) Department's workload and staffing experience, there are a number of Capital

Improvement Program (CIP) projects that may require geotechnical engineering services,

and

WHEREAS, retaining an on-caIl professional services consultant allows the

department to have quick access to specific geotechnical engineering services, when

needed,and

WHEREAS, in addition, an on-call professional services consultant can provide

designs for small projects using experienced staff and offer a quick turnaround, which is

essential to continue efficient operations of the City's CIP projects, and

WHEREAS, in accordance with Administrative Directive 3.1, Selection

Procedures for Professional Consultants Who Provide Architectural & Engineering

Services for Capital Projects, staff solicited and formally advertised Requests for

Qualifications (RFQs)lRequests for Proposals (RFPs) for On-call Geotechnical

Engineering Services for the Utility Planning and Projects Department - Capital

Improvement Services Division to all local consultants, and

WHEREAS, three (3) Statement of Qualifications was received for geotechnical

engineering services, and
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WHEREAS, after careful review of the Statement of Qualifications/Proposals by

Community Economic and Development and UP&P Department staff, Kleinfelder West,

Inc. (Kleinfelder) was selected as the most qualified firm for on-call geotechnical

engineering services, and

WHEREAS, the local firm of Kleinfelder is deemed the most qualified to provide

the requested on-call professional services and has demonstrated satisfactory services to

the City on past projects, such as it assisted with the design of the Downstream

Improvements North Tank water storage reservoir, Kansas Needham Soil Remediation,

and Orangeburg Avenue Water Main Bore and]ack, and

WHEREAS, no new budget allocation is required because funds for each project­

specific task order under the agreement will be budgeted and encumbered as part of each

specific Capital Improvement Program (CIP) project or other account as the task is

assigned, and

WHEREAS, Kleinfelder will submit a written scope of services outlining the

specific work, schedule, and fee estimate associated with each task order, and

WHEREAS, Kleinfelder will not perform any service until Capital Improvement

Services management has approved the proposed specific task order and a written Notice

to Proceed is prepared and sent to Kleinfelder prior to commencement of services, and

WHEREAS, City staff recommends an Agreement with K1einfelder for On-Call

Geotechnical Engineering Services be approved,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves an Agreement with K1einfelder West, Inc. for On-Call

Geotechnical Engineering Services for Capital Improvement Projects for one year, with
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two one-year extension options at the sole discretion of the City in an amount not to

exceed $45,000 per year. Total cost for three years is not to exceed $135,000.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLYED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute said Agreement with Kleinfelder West, Inc., and up to two one-year

extension options.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the I sl day of October, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Geer, was

upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)
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Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Lopez, Muratore,
Mayor Marsh

None

Gunderson

ATTEST~~.....eC..
STEPHANIE LOPEZ, City Clerk
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-363

RESOLUTION ACCEPTING THE WORK BY ALLEN A. WAGGONER
CONSTRUCTION, INC., FOR THE "EMERALD & MAZE STORM DRAIN
PROJECT" AS COMPLETE, AUTHORIZING THE CITY CLERK TO FILE A
NOTICE OF COMPLETION WITH THE STANISLAUS COUNTY RECORDER
UPON RECEIPT OF APPROVED WARRANTY BOND, AND AUTHORIZING
PAYMENT OF AMOUNTS TOTALING $188,925

WHEREAS, a report has been filed by the Director of Utility Planning and Projects

that the Emerald & Maze Storm Drain Project has been completed by Allen A. Waggoner

Construction, Inc., in accordance with the contract agreement dated September 11, 2012,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that Emerald & Maze Storm Drain Project is hereby accepted as complete from said

contractor, Allen A. Waggoner Construction, Inc., that the City Clerk is authorized to file

a Notice of Completion with the Stanislaus County Recorder upon receipt ofapproved

Warranty Bond, and that payment ofamounts totaling $188,925 is authorized as provided

in the contract.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 1st day of October, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Geer, was

upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)
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Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Lopez, Muratore,
Mayor Marsh

None

Gunderson

ATTEST~~k
STEPHANIE LOPEZ, City Clerk
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-364

RESOLUTION ACCEPTING THE WORK BY NETBUILDS, FOR THE
"CUSTOMER SERVICES COUNTER IMPROVEMENTS PROJECT" AS
COMPLETE, AUTHORIZING THE CITY CLERK TO FILE A NOTICE OF
COMPLETION WITH THE STANISLAUS COUNTY RECORDER UPON
RECEIPT OF APPROVED WARRANTY BOND, AND AUTHORIZING
PAYMENT OF AMOUNTS TOTALING $173,360

WHEREAS, a report has been filed by the Director of Utility Planning and Projects

that the Customer Services Counter Improvements Project has been completed by Netbuilds,

in accordance with the contract agreement dated March 26, 2013,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that Customer Services Counter Improvements Project is hereby accepted as complete

from said contractor, Netbuilds, that the City Clerk is authorized to file a Notice of

Completion with the Stanislaus County Recorder upon receipt of approved Warranty

Bond, and that payment of amounts totaling $173,360 is authorized as provided in the

contract.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 1st day of October, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Geer, was

upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

By:
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Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Lopez, Muratore,
Mayor Marsh

None

Gunderson
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-365

RESOLUTION ACCEPTING THE 2012-13 ANNUAL REPORT OF SECURITIES
HELD FOR FUTURE IMPROVEMENTS, AND MAKING FINDINGS RELATED
TO EACH SECURITY ON FILE

WHEREAS, California Government Code Sections 66000 and 66006 require that

the City make certain information available to the public and findings relating to the

necessity of collecting fees for new development, and

WHEREAS, the City is collecting impact fees as security for future improvements

that will be needed as a condition ofapproval for new development, and

WHEREAS, impact fees paid by Fuentes Construction on March 8, 200 I, as a

condition of approval for the project located at 1024 Florence Avenue, Modesto, for

future improvements to include connection to the City sewer system and the installation

of curb, gutter and sidewalk improvements, and

WHEREAS, impact fees were collected from American Home Builders as a

condition ofapproval for its project located at 3055 Floyd Avenue, Modesto, on

September 2, 2005, for future improvements to include the expansion of Beta Street to

the north of the property, and

WHEREAS, impact fees were collected from Best Modesto Partners on

September 30, 2008, as a condition of approval for its project located at 3019 Floyd

Avenue, Modesto, for future improvements to include the construction of an on-site

driveway and the reconstruction of the nearby bus turnout and off-site driveway, and

WHEREAS, it has been determined that full funding for the various

improvements has not yet been received, and
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WHEREAS, it has been determined by staff that the impact fees collected for all

three projccts should be retained until additional funding can be obtained, and

WHEREAS, a public hearing at the City Council in the Tenth Street Place

Chambers located at 1010 Tenth Street, Modesto, California was set for October 1,2013,

to enable the public to have the opportunity to comment on the impact fees collected.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby finds and determines that the impact fees collected for future improvements

are necessary to fund future infrastructure needed for new development.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto that it

hereby finds that the revenue anticipated for the full development of infrastructure

improvements required for these projects have not been fully collected to complete the

financing of said improvements. It is presently anticipated that there will be no regular

sources of funding to develop the required improvements apart from impact fees

collected from neighboring properties.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto that it

hereby finds that the anticipated dates for the full collection of fees is unknown at this

time as impact fees are based on development activity which is not controlled by the City.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto that it

hereby finds that the funding for the future improvements to include connection to the

City sewer system and the installation ofcurb, gutter and sidewalk improvements located

at 1024 Florence Avenue, Modesto, is estimated to be completed in 2013, and therefore

fees should still be retained for these purposes.
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BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto that it

hereby finds that the timing for the future improvements including the expansion of Beta

Street to the north of the property located at 3055 Floyd Avenue, Modesto, is not yet

known, but there is still a need, and therefore fees should still be retained for these

purposes.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto that it

hereby finds that the timing for the future improvements including the construction ofan

on-site driveway and the reconstruction ofthe nearby bus turnout and off-site driveway

located at 3019 Floyd Avenue, Modesto, is not yet known, but there is still a need, and

therefore fees should still be retained for these purposes.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 1st day of October, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Burnside,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:
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Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Lopez, Muratore,
Mayor Marsh

None

None~
ATTES .¥12~

STEPHANIE LOPEZ, City Clerk
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-366

A RESOLUTION APPROVING THE CREATION OF A NEW MULTI-YEAR
FUND 3510 TO BE USED SOLELY FOR PROJECTS TO BE FUNDED BY
SECURITIES HELD FOR FUTURE IMPROVEMENTS

WHEREAS, the City has collected securities from developers for future

improvements as a condition ofapproval ("Securities Held for Future Improvements"),

and

WHEREAS, historically these securities, ifpaid in cash, have been deposited into

the City's Trust Account, and

WHEREAS, upon a thorough review ofGovemment Code §66006(a) it was

determined that the creation ofa separate fund to isolate these monies and their

associated interest accruals would be a more prudent way to do business.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby authorizes the creation ofa new Multi-Year Fund 3510 to be used solely for

projects to be funded by Securities Held for Future Improvements.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 1st day of October, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Burnside,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

By:
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Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Lopez, Muratore,
Mayor Marsh

None

Gunderson

ATTEST:~~ -z:::;-.
STEPHANIE OPEZ, City Clerk
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-367

A RESOLUTION AMENDING THE FISCAL YEAR 2013-14 MULTI-YEAR
BUDGET, CREATING THREE (3) MULTI-YEAR PROJECTS WITHIN FUND
3510 AND APPROPRIATING CASH DEPOSITS CURRENTLY HELD FOR THE
THREE (3) PROJECTS

WHEREAS, the City has collected securities for future improvements as a

condition of approval, and

WHEREAS, historically these monies have been deposited into the City's Trust

Account, and

WHEREAS, upon a thorough review of Government Code §66006(a) it was

determined that the creation ofa separate fund to isolate these monies and their

associated interest accruals would be a more efficient way to oversee and track the

deposits, and

WHEREAS, staff has determined that deposits made for future improvements

should be housed in separate Multi-Year Projects within Fund 3510.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby authorizes amending the Fiscal Year 2013-14 Multi-Year Budget, creating

three (3) Multi-Year Projects within Fund 3510 and appropriating cash deposits currently

held for the three (3) projects.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 1st day of October, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Burnside,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)
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Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Lopez, Muratore,
Mayor Marsh

None

Gunderson

ATTEST: c::/Q.~#?~
STEPHANilifoPEZ, City Clerk
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-368

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING STAFF TO NEGOTIATE A CONTRACT WITH
KEMPERSPORTS, NORTHBROOK, IL FOR GOLF MANAGEMENT
SERVICES AT CREEKSIDE GOLF COURSE AND DRYDEN GOLF COURSE
FOR A TWO YEAR PERIOD

WHEREAS, the Parks, Recreation and Neighborhoods Department (PRND)

entered agreement with FM Golf to provide golfmanagement services to Creekside Golf

Course and Dryden Golf Course on June 12,2012, and

WHEREAS, as part of that agreement, FM Golf agreed to limit the City's

contribution to the Golf Fund to $250,000, and

WHEREAS, FM Golf was unable to fulfill that obligation of the agreement, and

WHEREAS, the PRND notified FM Golfof their intention to terminate the

agreement on April1l, 2013, and

WHEREAS, the current agreement will expire as of October 11,2013, and

WHEREAS, the Parks, Recreation and Neighborhoods Department (PRND)

issued Request For Quotes (RFQ) Golf Course Management to prospective proposers,

posted the RFQ on the City's website and formally advertised as required by law, and

WHEREAS, proposals were received and opened on September 16,2013. Six (6)

Golf Course Managers chose to respond, with five (5) submitting responsible proposals,

and meeting RFQ criteria, and

WHEREAS, based on ranking of Golf Course Management performance in

relation to base specifications, by PRND staff and subject matter experts, PRND staff

requests permission to negotiate a contract for the Golf Course Management to

KemperSports, Inc., for a period oftwo years, and
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WHEREAS, KemperSports includes a unique and separate partnership with

ValleyCrest, Inc where ValleyCrest, Inc has agreed to pay KemperSports' management

fee for the two year contract, and

WHEREAS, the above agreement gives the City of Modesto a 'no-fee'

management of the golf courses for the two year term of the contract, and

WHEREAS, the existing manger is immediately departing, staff is asking for

authority to negotiate a contract with KemperSports;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City ofModesto

that it hereby authorizes staff to negotiate a contract with KemperSports, Inc., to manage

the operations ofCreekside and Dryden Golf Courses for a period oftwo years.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 1st day of October, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Burnside, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councihnembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Lopez, Muratore,
Mayor Marsh

None

Gunderso~

ATTEST:~~
STEPHANIE LOPEZ, City Clerk

By: --~Iib~L-----
CALA WOOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-369

RESOLUTION EXTENDING THE CURRENT AGREEMENT WITH
VALLEYCREST, INC., UNTIL OCTOBER 2015

WHEREAS, the Parks, Recreation and Neighborhoods Department (PRND)

entered agreement with ValleyCrest, Inc. a California Corporation to provide golf course

on April 28, 2009, and

WHEREAS, ValleyCrest currently charges $1,600,642 to maintain Creekside,

Dryden and Municipal Golf Courses, and

WHEREAS, ValleyCrest has agreed to reduce its annual maintenance payment to

$1,550,642 through October 2015, and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby authorizes staff to extend the contract with ValleyCrest, Inc. through

October 2, 2015.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 1st day of October, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Burnside,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Lopez, Muratore,
Mayor Marsh

None

Gunderson

ATTEST,~yf &-
STEPHANIE LOPEZ, ity Clerk

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

By: ~~~~~~~~=-____~
OOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-370

RESOLUTION FUNDING A .75 ADMINISTRATIVE ANALYST II POSITION IN
THE GOLF FUND TO OVERSEE THE NEW GOLF MANAGEMENT
CONTRACT, AS WELL AS EXISTING GOLF AGREEMENTS

WHEREAS, the Parks, Recreation and Neighborhoods Department (PRND) Golf

Fund currently supports a .25 Administrative Analyst II, and

WHEREAS, the Analyst prepares all monthly financial and course play

information for the golf courses, monitors green fee revenues collected by the current

golf course provider, monitors the current ValleyCrcst agreement and reports monthly on

the City's Youth on Course contract, and

WHEREAS, the new golf contract will require more City oversight including a

Golf Course Budget including golf course revenues and expenditures, and

WHEREAS, the City will now be receiving all course revenues including golf

cart, food concessions, pro-shop merchandise, driving range and lessons, staffing,

inventory, advertising, promotions and repairs.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby authorizes the .25 Administrative Analyst II position allocation in the Golf

Fund to be increased to .75 Administrative Analyst II.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 1st day of October, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Burnside, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:
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Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Lopez, Muratore,
Mayor Marsh

None

Gunderson

ATTEST:~U~~
STEPHANIE LOPEZ, City Clerk
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-371

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE AWARD OF BIDS FOR THE PURCHASE
OF JANITORIAL PAPER PRODUCTS FOR THE PARKS, RECREATION AND
NEIGHBORHOODS DEPARTMENT, BUILDING SERVICES DIVISION, TO
CENTRAL SANITARY SUPPLY, MODESTO, CA, AND RANDIK PAPER,
MODESTO, CA, FOR A ONE-YEAR AGREEMENT WITH FOUR (4) ONE­
YEAR EXTENSION OPTIONS AT THE SOLE DISCRETION OF THE CITY,
AND AUTHORIZING THE PURCHASING MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO
ISSUE PURCHASE AGREEMENTS FOR AN ESTIMATED ANNUAL COST OF
$39,300

WHEREAS, the City Manager authorized the Purchasing Manager to issue fonnal

Request for Bids (RFB) for the purchase ofjanitorial paper products, and

WHEREAS, the Purchasing Division issued RFB No. 1314-08 Janitorial Paper

Products to eight (8) prospective bidders, five (5) of which were local vendors, and

posted the RFB on the City'S website, and

WHEREAS, bids were formally opened in the City Clerk's Office. Seven (7)

companies chose to respond, three (3) of which were local vendors, and

WHEREAS, all seven (7) companies provided responsive and responsible bids,

and

WHEREAS, based on providing the lowest responsive and responsible bids, City

staff recommends the award of bids for the purchase ofjanitorial paper products for the

Parks, Recreation and Neighborhoods Department, Building Services Division, to Central

Sanitary Supply, Modesto, CA, and Randik Paper, Modesto, CA, for a one-year

agreement with four (4) one-year extension options at the sole discretion of the City, for

an estimated annual cost of$39,300, and

WHEREAS, Modesto Municipal Code Section 8-3.203 generally requires all

purchases, which meet or exceed $50,000 for material, equipment or contractual services
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to be formally bid. The award of bids for the purchase ofjanitorial paper products for the

Parks, Recreation and Neighborhoods Department, Building Services Division, to Central

Sanitary Supply, Modesto, CA, and Randik Paper, Modesto, CA, conforms to Modesto

Municipal Code 8-3.203, and

WHEREAS, funds are budgeted in Fiscal Year 2013-14 for the purchase of

janitorial paper products in Appropriation Unit: 5800-35130-52150.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby authorizes the award of bids for the purchase ofjanitorial paper products

for the Parks, Recreation and Neighborhoods Department, Building Services Division, to

Central Sanitary Supply, Modesto, CA, and Randik Paper, Modesto, CA.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Purchasing Manager, or his designee, is

hereby authorized to issue purchase agreements for an estimated annual cost of$39,300.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 8th day of October, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Burnside,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)
APPROVED AS TO FO~:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

By: ----~#L~--~~------------
SUS
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MOHESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-372

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE AWARD. OF BID FOR THE PURCHASE
OF PLAYGROUND EQUIPMENT FOR THE PARKS, RECREATION AND
NEIGHBORHOODS DEPARTMENT BY ACCESSING THE TERMS OF A
COMPETITIVELY BID AGREEMENT THROUGH US COMMUNITIES, TO
GAMETIME, NOVATO, CA, FOR A TOTAL COST OF $52,288.92

.
WHEREAS, the City of Modesto originally developed and installed playground

equipment at Sipherd Neighborhood Park in 1987, and

WHEREAS, at the time of installation, ADA Guidelines were not as inclusive as

they now are, and

WHEREAS, replacing the existing playground equipment with new playground

equipment will improve the ADA accessibility of the playground and will meet current

ADA Guidelines, and

WHEREAS, since the installation ofthe playground equipment in Sipherd

Neighborhood Park it has been repeatedly vandalized to the point that replacement parts

are no longer available, and

WHEREAS, due to the age of the existing playground equipment it is scheduled

to be removed shortly and soon it is anticipated to not meet current playground safety

standards, and

WHEREAS, US Communities went through a sound competitive process for the

purchase ofplayground equipment, awarding a multi-year contract to GarneTime, and

WHEREAS, there are no local vendors capable ofproviding the type of

playground equipment required for this project.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council ofthe City of Modesto

that it hereby approves authorizing the award ofbid for the purchase ofplayground
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equipment for the Parks, Recreation and Neighborhoods Department by accessing the

terms ofa competitively bid agreement through US Communities, to GameTime, Novato,

CA and authorizing the Purchasing Manager, or his designee, to issue a purchase order in

the amount of$52,288.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City ofModesto held on the 8th day ofOctober, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Burnside,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

By: --A~~~-----
SUS LCALA WOOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-373

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER TO EXECUTE ALL
DOCUMENTS RELATED TO A MANAGEMENT AGREEMENT WITH
KEMPERSPORTS, INC. FOR THE GOLF OPERATIONS AT DRYDEN AND
CREEKSIDE GOLF COURSES IN THE AMOUNT OF $0.00 (ZERO DOLLARS)
FOR A PERIOD FROM OCTOBER 14, 2013 THROUGH OCTOBER 31, 2015

WHEREAS, the Parks, Recreation and Neighborhoods Department (PRND)

entered agreement with FM Golf to provide golf management services to Creekside Golf

Course and Dryden Golf Course on June 12,2012, and

WHEREAS, as part of that agreement, FM Golf agreed to limit the City's

contribution to the Golf Fund to $250,000, and

WHEREAS, FM Golfwas unable to fulfill that obligation ofthe agreement, and

WHEREAS, the PRND notified FM Golf oftheir intention to terminate the

agreement on Aprilll, 2013, and

WHEREAS, the current agreement will expire effective October 11,2013, and

WHEREAS, on October 1,2013, the City Council directed staff to enter into

negotiations with KemperSports, Inc. to develop a management agreement in the amount

of$O.OO (zero dollars) for the period starting October 14, 2013 and ending October 31,

2015, and

WHEREAS, the Management Agreement is anticipated to be through final legal

review by Thursday, October 10,2013 and

WHEREAS, KemperSports is expected to begin operations on October 14, 2013.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby authorizes the City Manager to execute all documents related to a
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Management Resolution with KemperSports, Inc., for the operations of Creekside and

Dryden Golf Conrses for a period of two years.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 8th day of October, 2013, by Councilmember Burnside,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Lopez,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Mnratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

ATfEST'~
STEP NIE LOPEZ, Ci y rk

(SEAL)

By: -=-:~~¥fo:.tr;~~~:----c-­
CALA WO D, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-374

RESOLUTION AMENDING THE FISCAL YEAR 2013-2014 OPERATING
BUDGET TO APPROPRIATE $115,000 IN GENERAL FUND RESERVES TO
FUND A STARTUP BUDGET WITH KEMPERSPORTS, INC., FOR A
MANAGEMENT AGREEMENT TO MANAGE DRYDEN AND CREEKSIDE
GOLF COURSES FOR THE PERIOD BETWEEN OCTOBER 14, 2013 AND
DECEMBER 31, 2013

WHEREAS, KemperSports, Inc. has been selected to manage Dryden and

Creekside Golf Courses, and

WHEREAS, the previous management agreement was a concession agreement,

and

WHEREAS, the new agreement is a management agreement, and

WHEREAS, the City of Modesto will now have sole responsibility for all

operating expenses and will receive all course revenues at Dryden and Creekside Golf

Courses, and

WHEREAS, the proposed scope and budget will be the basis of the management

agreement between the City and KemperSports, Inc., and

WHEREAS, the startup budget for this agreement for the period of October 14,

2013 through December 31,2013 is not to exceed $115,000,

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby authorizes amending the Fiscal Year 2013-2014 Operating Budget as

necessary and to appropriate the startup budget for management of Creekside and Dryden

Golf Courses in an amount not to exceed $115,000.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Finance Director, or her designee, is

hereby authorized take the necessary steps to implement the provisions of this resolution.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the City Council

of the City of Modesto held on the 8th day of October, 2013 by Councilmember Burnside,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Lopez,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following votes:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

RM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

A ALCALA WOOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-375

A RESOLUTION APPROVING THE 2014 CITY COUNCIL MEETING
CALENDAR

BE IT HEREBY RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto that the

2014 City Council Meeting Calendar, attached hereto as Exhibit "A", is hereby

approved.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 22nd day of October, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Burnside, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Bumside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

By: ____~~~~__----__----__--_
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January 2014

t h

14th

21"
28th

Council Meeting (regular)
Council Meeting (regular)
NO MEETING
Council Meeting (regular)

February 2014

4th
11th

18th

25 th

Council Meeting (regular)
Council Meeting (regular)
NO MEETING
Council Meeting (regular)

March 2014

4th

II th

18th

25 th

April 2014

Council Meeting (regular)
Council Meeting (regular)
NO MEETING
Council Meeting (regular)

I" Council Meeting (regular)
8th Council Meeting (regular)
15th NO MEETING
220d CANCELLED*
29 th NO MEETING- 5th Tuesday

May 2014

6th

13'h

20th

27'h

June 2014

3,d
loth

17'h
24th

Council Meeting (regular)
Council Meeting (regular)
NO MEETING
Council Meeting (regular)

Council Meeting (regular)
Council Meeting (regular)
NO MEETING
Council Meeting (regular)

City Council Calendar
2014

July 2014

I" Council Meeting (regular)
8'h Council Meeting (regular)
15'" NO MEETING
22ud NO MEETING
29'h NO MEETING - S'h Tuesday

August 2014

6th Council Meeting (special)**
12th Council Meeting (regular)
19"' NO MEETING
26 th NO MEETING

Septem ber 2014

2"d Council Meeting (regular)
9'h Council Meeting (regular)
16th NO MEETING
23'd Council Meeting (regular)
30'h NO MEETING - 5th Tuesday

October 2014

7th Council Meeting (regular)
14th Council Meeting (regular)
21" NO MEETING
28'h Council Meeting (regular)

November 2014

4th

II 'h

18th

25 th

Council Meeting (regular)
CANCELLED***
NO MEETING
Council Meeting (regular)

December 2014

2nd

9th

16th

23'd
30'h

Council Meeting (regular)
Council Meeting (regular)
CANCELLED per MMC 2-1.01
CANCELLED per MMC 2-1,01
CANCELLED per MMC 2-1 ,01

*April 220d due to Spring Break
**August 6th Wednesday Meeting due to National Night Out on August 5

th

***November 11 'h due to Veteran's Day

CC Mtg Calendar for 2014 - 10/9113 Draft
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-376

RESOLUTION APPROVING THE PROTECTED-PERMISSIVE TRAFFIC
SIGNALS REPORT FOR 2012

WHEREAS, Traffic Engineering staff does not recommend any changes this year

to the Protected-Permissive Traffic Signals, and

WHEREAS, the City now has protected-permissive signal phasing at 51

intersections, and

WHEREAS, staff recommends continuing the use of protected-permissive

phasing at appropriate locations, and monitoring these installations for improvements

and/or modifications based on periodic technical analysis, and

WHEREAS, all 51 protected-permissive signalized intersections have acceptable

safety records this reporting cycle, and

WHEREAS, the Economic Development Committee approved this report at their

September 4,2013, meeting,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City ofModesto

that it hereby approves the Protected-Permissive Traffic Signals Report for 2012.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 22nd day of October, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Burnside, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

ABSENT: Councilmembers: None

ATTEST 0u~
STEPHA IE LOPEZ, CIty Cle k

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

By:
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-377

RESOLUTION APPROVING A REIMBURSEMENT TO QUIK STOP INC. IN
THE AMOUNT OF $81,223.63 FOR THE RELOCATION ASSISTANCE AND
PURCHASE OF: INVENTORY, REMOVAL OF FUEL TANKS, DEMOLITION,
TESTING AND CLEANUP EXPENSES WITHIN THE LIMITS OF THE STATE
ROUTE 991 PELANDALE AVENUE INTERCHANGE RECONSTRUCTION
PROJECT

WHEREAS, the State Route 99 and Pelandale Interchange improvement project is

a State Project to address the traffic congestion problem at Pelandale Avenue and

Highway 99 Interchange, and

WHEREAS, improvement of said interchange will require acquisition of right-of-

way for State Highway and related local road pnrposes, and

WHEREAS, On May 22,2012 the City Council adopted a resolution #2012-188

amending the Fiscal Year 2011/2012 Capital Improvement budget to appropriate

$3,096,345 from the Street Capital Facility Fees Fund to the State Route 99/PeIandale

Interchange Reconstruction Project for the purpose of total acquisition, and

WHEREAS, On January 31,2013, the City has obtained legal possession by way

of Order for Prejudgment Possession for parcel APN: 135-029-039, and

WHEREAS, as a part of the property acquisition process the City is required to

reimburse on-site businesses for incurred expenses as a part of the relocation process, and

WHEREAS, Quik Stop Inc. submitted a work plan and estimated cost for fuel

equipment removal, environmental testing, signage removal and equipment relocation

and on April 5, 2013 was authorized by City staff to begin work. Subsequently, the work

was completed, and on June 6, 2013 Quik Stop Inc. submitted invoices for expenses

incurred, and
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WHEREAS, City's consultant Musccolino/PICS performed a wall-to-wall account

of the Quick Stop Inc. inventory and,

WHEREAS, City's Consultants and Staff has worked diligently with Quik Stop

Inc., and has determined the appropriate refundable inventory to be $25,356.63.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves reimbursement to Quik Stop Inc. in the amount of$81,223.63 for

the relocation assistance and purchase of inventory, removal offuel tanks, demolition,

testing and cleanup expenses within the limits of the State Route 991 Pelandale Avenue

Interchange Reconstruction project.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of the

City of Modesto held on the 22nd day ofOctober, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Muratore,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

1012212013/C&EDIBSandhulltem 4

Burnside, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez, Muratore,
Mayor Marsh

None

Cogdill
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-378

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE AWARD OF CONTRACT FOR SB-90
STATE MANDATES-REIMBURSEMENT CLAIMS PROCESSING SERVICES
FOR THE FINANCE DEPARTMENT TO MGT OF AMERICA, INC.,
SACRAMENTO, CA, FOR A TWO (2) YEAR INITIAL TERM WITH THREE (3)
ONE-YEAR EXTENSION OPTIONS AT THE SOLE DISCRETION OF THE
CITY FOR AN ESTIMATED ANNUAL COST OF $12,500 AND A FIVE (5) YEAR
ESTIMATED COST OF $62,500

WHEREAS, Article XIII B, section 6 of the California Constitution provides for

reimbursement of costs incurred by local agencies for various State-mandated services.

The City of Modesto is eligible to be reimbursed for costs incurred implementing state

mandated programs such as administrative license suspension, domestic violence victim

assistance and identity theft. Over the last three (3) fiscal years, the City of Modesto has

filed SB 90 claims to the State ofCalifornia in excess of $1 ,000,000, and

WHEREAS, approval of a Professional Services contract will allow the City to

utilize outside subject matter experts (SME) to assist the City in the claims

reimbursement program and to ensure that the City's claims are processed within the

required time frame, as prescribed by the State ofCalifornia, and

WHEREAS, the scope of services includes the preparation and filing ofeligible

claims for annual and first-time mandates, the preparation of indirect cost proposals,

providing information regarding new claiming opportunities and providing liaison

services with the State Controller on all contested claims., and

WHEREAS, The City Manager authorized the Purchasing Manager to issue

Request for Proposals (RFB) for SB-90 State Mandates- Reimbursement Claims

Processing services with the Purchasing Division coming back to Council for award

authorization, and
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WHEREAS, the Purchasing Division issued RFP No. 1314-15 for SB-90 State

Mandates- Reimbursement Claims Processing services to four (4) prospective proposers

and posted the RFP on the City's website, and

WHEREAS, bids were formally opened in the City Clerk's office. Two (2)

companies chose to respond, and

WHEREAS, an evaluation committee comprised of Finance Department staff

evaluated the proposals based on the selection criteria listed in the RFP, and

WHEREAS, based on being ranked highest in total evaluation criteria, the

committee recommended the award of contract for SB-90 State Mandates­

Reimbursement Claims Processing services to MGT of America, Inc., Sacramento, CA,

for an estimated total cost of $62,500, and

WHEREAS, sufficient funds are budgeted in Fiscal Year 2013-14, in account #

0100-90001-53300, and

WHEREAS, Modesto Municipal Code Section 8-3.203 generally requires all

purchases, which meet or exceed $50,000 for material, equipment or contractual services

to be formally bid. The award ofcontract for SB-90 State Mandates- Reimbursement

Claims Processing services to MGT ofAmerica, Inc., Sacramento, CA, conforms to the

Modesto Municipal Code.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby authorizes the award of contract for SB-90 State Mandates- Reimbursement

Claims Processing services to MGT of America, Inc., Sacramento, CA,

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager or his designee is hereby

authorized to execute the contract for an estimated total cost of$62,500.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 22nd day ofOctober, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Burnside, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

10122/20 13IFinanceIMAverelllItem 6

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-379

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER TO NEGOTIATE AND
EXECUTE AN AGREEMENT WITH MEYERS, NAVE, RIBACK, SILVER &
WILSON ("MEYERS NAVE"), A PROFESSIONAL LAW FIRM, TO PROVIDE
INTERIM CITY ATTORNEY SERVICES FOR THE CITY, AND APPOINT
ADAM LINDGREN AS INTERIM CITY ATTORNEY

WHEREAS, the City Attorney provided her resignation on September 15, 2013

and her last day of service will be November 15, 2013 with her last day in office as

November 8, 2013, and

WHEREAS, the City Council needs to appoint an Acting City Attorney to fill the

role of City Attorney within City service, and

WHEREAS, the City Manager and Human Resources Director contacted various

law firms to determine their availability to provide said services, and

WHEREAS, the City Council met in closed session to discuss the terms ofthe

contract and directed the City Manager and Human Resources Director to negotiate and

execute an agreement with Meyers Nave.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves the City Manager to negotiate and enter into an agreement with

Meyers Nave, a professional law firm, to provide interim City Attorney services with the

City, and appoint Adam Lindgren as Interim City Attorney.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced in a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 22nd day of October, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Burnside, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

By: ~~~~~~~~~~~____
SUSA OOD, City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-380

RESOLUTION ACCEPTING THE STATE SUPPLEMENTAL LAW
ENFORCEMENT GRANT, IN THE AMOUNT OF AT LEAST $100,000, FROM
THE STATE SUPPLEMENTAL LAW ENFORCEMENT SERVICES FUND FOR
POLICE OVERTIME; AND AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER, OR HIS
DESIGNEE, TO EXECUTE THE NECESSARY PROGRAM DOCUMENTS

WHEREAS, in 1996, the State Legislature passed, and the Governor signed,

Assembly Bill 3229, the Supplemental Law Enforcement Services Act, and

WHEREAS, the purpose of the law is to provide additional resources for local

law enforcement, and

WHEREAS, Supplemental Law Enforcement Services Fund (SLESF) monies

cannot be transferred to, or intenningled with, the monies in any other fund except that

monies may be transferred from the SLESF to the City's General Fund to the extent

necessary to facilitate the appropriation and expenditure of funds, and

WHEREAS, SLESF monies cannot be used to supplant existing budgeted funds,

and

WHEREAS, a SLESF has been established in each county, and

WHEREAS, the funding for each county and city is based upon proportionate

population, and

WHEREAS, the allocation to the City of Modesto, for Fiscal Year (FY)

2013/2014, of at least $100,000, to be made in four installments of $25,000 each,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby accepts the Chief of Police's Expenditure Plan for the FY 2013/2014 State

Supplemental Law Enforcement Services Fund, allocation ofat least $100,000 for police

overtime, training, technology, and equipment.
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BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute the necessary program documents.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 22nd day of October, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Burnside, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

By: ____~~~----------___
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-381

RESOLUTION AMENDING THE FISCAL YEAR 2013/2014 MULTI-YEAR
OPERATING BUDGET TO APPROPRIATE REVENUES AND EXPENDITURES
OF AT LEAST $100,000 FOR THE CITY OF MODESTO'S ALLOCATION
FROM THE STATE SUPPLEMENTAL LAW ENFORCEMENT SERVICES
FUND; AND AUTHORIZING THE DIRECTOR OF FINANCE, OR HER
DESIGNEE, TO IMPLEMENT THE PROVISIONS OF THIS RESOLUTION

WHEREAS, in 1996, the State Legislature passed, and the Governor signed,

Assembly Bill 3229, the Supplemental Law Enforcement Services Act, and

WHEREAS, the purpose of the law is to provide additional resources for local

law enforcement, and

WHEREAS, Supplemental Law Enforcement Services Fund (SLESF) monies

cannot be transferred to, or intermingled with, monies in any other fund except that

monies may be transferred from the SLESF to the City's General Fund to the extent

necessary to facilitate the appropriation and expenditure of funds, and

WHEREAS, SLESF monies cannot be used to supplant existing budgeted funds,

and

WHEREAS, a SLESF has been established in each county, and

WHEREAS, the funding for each county and city is based upon proportionate

population, and

WHEREAS, the allocation to the City ofModesto for Fiscal Year (FY)

2013/2014 ofat least $100,000, to be made in four installments of $25,000 each, and

WHEREAS, the adopted FY 2013/2014 Police SLESF allocation in the amount of

at least $100,000 will be applied to account number 1340-19999-100724-42140,
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NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves amending the FY 2013/2014 Multi-Year Operating Budget to

appropriate revenues and expenditures of at least $100,000 for the City of Modesto's

allocation from the State Supplemental Law Enforcement Services Fund for police

overtime, training, technology, and equipment as shown in Exhibit A attached hereto.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Director of Finance, or her designee, is

hereby authorized to take the necessary steps to implement the provisions of this

resolution.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 22nd day of October, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Burnside, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

By: ____~~~----------____
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Exhibit A

The SLESF allocation for Fiscal Year 2013/2014 will be applied to:

Revenue
To:

1340-19998-100776-42140

Expense
To:

1340-19998-100776-Appr C
1340-19998-100776-Appr C
1340-19998-100776-Appr C
1340-19998-1 00776-Appr C
1340-19998-100776-Appr C
1340-19998-100776-Appr C

Increasel(Decrease)

$100,000

$ 5,000
$ 5,000
$ 60,000
$ 9,000
$ 5,000
$ 16,000

$100,000

Description

Intergov_ - State - SLESF
Revenue

Svc City Inter-fund (for overtime)
Tools & Field Supplies < $5K
Computer Equip_ < $5K
Training Expenses
Office Equipment <$5K
Communications Equip_ <$5K



MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-382

RESOLUTION APPROVING THE SALE OF WASTEWATER CAPACITY
FROM THE CAPACITY BANK TO FLOWERS BAKING CO., AS SPECIFIED
IN MODESTO MUNICIPAL CODE 5-6.909(A) AT THE 1999 ALLOCATION
RATE FOR THE CAPACITY BANKING CHARGES

WHEREAS, on January 27, 2009, Council adopted a motion introducing

Ordinance No. 3503-C.S. adding Article 9 titled "Wastewater Permitted Capacity

Banking and Transfer" to Chapter 6 ofTitle 5 ofthe Modesto Municipal Code, and

WHEREAS, under Section 5-6.9060) "Permitted Capacity which is banked by

the City may be assigned, permitted, loaned, or otherwise transferred to the City's

Users, transferred as specified in Section 5-6.904, or placed in reserve as prescribed

by the City," and

WHEREAS, although the Capacity Banking Ordinance provides for the transfer

ofpermitted capacity, we will be transferring capacity that was allocated in 2007 to all

permitted Industrial Users rather than permitted capacity, and

WHEREAS, Flowers Baking Co. of Modesto, LLC ("Flowers") has acquired the

leasehold and related business from ARYZTA LLC ("ARYZTA"), successor in interest

to Premier Bakery Inc., located at 736 Mariposa Road, Modesto, CA and will discharge

wastewater from the facility to sanitary sewer under the terms and conditions of their

wastewater discharge permit that was issued August 16, 2013 , and

WHEREAS, at full production, Flowers Baking Co. will manufacture 280,000

pounds ofbaked goods per production day, and
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WHEREAS, to meet these production requirements, Flowers Baking Co. will hire

about 100 full time employees with salaries above minimum wage and health insurance,

and

WHEREAS, after securing current wastewater capacity from Premier Bakers Inc.,

Flowers Baking Co., is requesting the following additional wastewater capacity: Flow

(gallons) 983,087, BOD (pounds) 44,113 and TSS (pounds) 19,345, and

WHEREAS, as of August 2013, there are current Capacity Bank assets to

accommodate this request, and

WHEREAS, Flowers Baking Co. will secure the capacity from the Capacity Bank

by payment of$160,254.62 at the1999 allocation rates as described by MMC 5-6.909 as

listed: $1 0.58/gallon Flow, $976.42/pound BOD, and $259.45/pound TSS, and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the Cityof Modesto

that it hereby approves the sale of wastewater capacity from the Economic Incentive

Wastewater Treatment Capacity Bank to Flowers Baking Co. of Modesto, LLC as

specified in Modesto Municipal Code 5-6.909(a) at the 1999 allocation rate for capacity

banking charges.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute any necessary documents.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 22nd day of October, 2013, by Councilmember

Gunderson, who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by

Councilmemher Geer, was upon roll eall carried and the resolution adopted by the

following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

I0/2212013IPW/GDeJesuslItem 9

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-383

RESOLUTION ACCEPTING THE WORK BY HPS MECHANICAL, INC., FOR
THE "PRIMARY OUTFALL REHABILITATION PROJECT -PHASE III" AS
COMPLETE, AUTHORIZING THE CITY CLERK TO FILE A NOTICE OF
COMPLETION WITH THE STANISLAUS COUNTY RECORDER UPON
RECEIPT OF APPROVED WARRANTY BOND, AND AUTHORIZING
PAYMENT OF AMOUNTS TOTALING $2,330,664

WHEREAS, a report has been filed by the Director of Utility Planning and Projects

that the Primary Outfall Rehabilitation Project - Phase III has been completed by HPS

Mechanical, Inc., in accordance with the contract agreement dated January 8, 2013,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that Primary Outfall Rehabilitation Project - Phase III is hereby accepted as complete

from said contractor HPS Mechanical, Inc., that the City Clerk is authorized to file a

Notice of Completion with the Stanislaus County Recorder upon receipt of approved

Warranty Bond, and that payment of amounts totaling $2,330,664 is authorized as

provided in the contract.

1Q!2212013fUP&PIRChristensenlItem 10 2013·383



The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 22nd day of October, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Burnside, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

1012212013IUP&PIRChristensenJItem 10

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

2 2013-383



MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-384

RESOLUTION ACCEPTING THE WORK BY DOUG ROSS, INC., DBA .
CENTRAL VALLEY ASPHALT, FOR THE "RENOVATION OF TENNIS
COURTS AT MODESTO HIGH SCHOOL PROJECT" AS COMPLETE,
AUTHORIZING THE CITY CLERK TO FILE A NOTICE OF COMPLETION
WITH THE STANISLAUS COUNTY RECORDER UPON RECEIPT OF
APPROVED WARRANTY BOND, AND AUTHORIZING PAYMENT OF
AMOUNTS TOTALING $162,183

WHEREAS, a report has been filed by the Director of Utility Planning and

Projects that the Renovation ofTennis Courts at Modesto High School Project has been

completed by Doug Ross, Inc., dba Central Valley Asphalt, in accordance with the

contract agreement dated June 26, 2013,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that Renovation ofTennis Courts at Modesto High School Project is hereby accepted as

complete from said contractor, Doug Ross, Inc., dba Central Valley Asphalt, that the City

Clerk is authorized to file a Notice ofCompletion with the Stanislaus County Recorder

upon receipt of approved Warranty Bond, and that payment of amounts totaling $162,183

is authorized as provided in the contract.

10/22/2013IUP&PIRChristensenlItem Il 2013-384



The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 22nd day of October, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Burnside, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

10/2212013/UP&PfRChristenseniitem 11

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

2 2013-384



MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-385

RESOLUTION APPROVING THE LONG RANGE PROPERTY MANAGEMENT
PLAN OF THE MODESTO REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY PURSUANT TO
CALIFORNIA HEALTH AND SAFETY CODE SECTION 34191.5(b)

WHEREAS, California Health and Safety Code Section 34175(b) and the

California Supreme Court decision in California Redevelopment Association, et aJ.

versus Ana Matosantos, et aI, eliminated Redevelopment Agencies in the State of

California effective February 1,2012 and established Redevelopment Successor Agencies

to complete wind down activities; and

WHEREAS, California Health and Safety Code Section 34191.5(b) requires

Successor Agencies to prepare and subrnit a Long Range Property Management Plan

(LRPMP) within six months of the issuance of the Finding of Completion from the

California Department of Finance(DOF); and

WHEREAS, the purpose ofthe LRPMP is to identifY properties titled in the

former Redevelopment Agency's name and address the use or disposition ofeach

property; and

WHEREAS, the former Modesto Redevelopment Agency owned eleven (11)

properties:

1. II th Street Parking Garage
2. 1010 10th Street, 15t Floor Retail Space
3. 9th Street Parking Lot
4. 1125 9th Street - Parking Garage
5. 9th Street - Pedestrian Bridge
6. 1150 9th Street - Modesto Centre Plaza
7. 4 Parcels - Parking Lot at the corner of loth and H Streets

1012212013/C&EDILSmitbJltem 13 2013·385



WHEREAS, the Modesto Redevelopment Successor Agency (Successor Agency)

retain Kosmont Companies to prepare the LRPMP; and

WHEREAS, on October 17, 2013, the Successor Agency approved the Long

Range Property Management Plan which is hereby attached; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that Modesto Redevelopment Successor Agency's Long Range Property Management

Plan is hereby approved.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City ofModesto held on the 22th day of October, 2013, by Councilmember

Gunderson, who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by

Councilmember Geer, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the

following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NAYS: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

10/2212013/C&EDiLSmithlItem 13

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Mayor Marsh

None

Muratore

2 2013-385
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1.0 Introduction

1.1 Background & Purpose
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October 2013
Page 30f22

Health and Safety Code Section 34191.5, added by AB 1484 (signed into law on June 27,
2012), requires each Successor Agency ("SA") to prepare and approve a Long-Range Property
Management Plan ("LRPMP") that addresses the disposition and use of the real properties of
the former redevelopment agency. Properties held by a successor agency cannot be disposed
of until the State Department of Finance ("OOF") has approved the LRPMP. This document is
the LRPMP for the Successor Agency to the former Modesto Redevelopment Agency.

The anaiyses, projections. assumptiOns. rates of reium, and ally examples presented heteil1 are for illustrative
purposes and are not a guarantee Of actual andtor fut'.Jf'e results. Project pro forma aod tax analyses are projections
only. Actual resuM:s may d'iffer materially from those expressed in this analysls.

865SouthFigueroaStreet35thFioor LosAngeles California 90017 ph213A17.3300 fax 213.417.3311
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The analyses, projections, assumpt'OOS, rates of retum, and any examples presented herein ate for ~lusttanve
purposes and are not a guarantee of actual anclfOf future results. Project pro forma and tax anaiyses are projectlons
only. Actual results may differ materially from those expressed in this analysis.

kc)siiii.gjilL 865 South Figueroa Street. 35th RoOf lasAngeles California 90017 ph 213.417 3300 fax 213.417.3311



1.2 Successor Agency Property Summary
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There are eleven (11) parcels/seven (7) properties owned and controlled by the Successor

Agency_ All eleven (11) parcels/seven (7) properties entail fee simple property_

105-037-033;
X X105-037-034

105-041-021 X X

Street - Parking 105-048-006 X X

9th Street Pedestrian Bridge 105-048-008 X X

150 9'" Street - Centre Plaza 105-048-011 X X

106-042-01 ;

7 777 10'" Street - Parking Lot
106-042,02;

X X106-042-03;
106-042-04

fax 213,417,3311
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2.0 Long-Range Property Management Plan (PMP)

Property #1: 11 th Street Parking Garage

APN
Lot Size
Use
Zoning
Current Title

Improvements

Funding Source

Purpose

105-037-032
1.15 acre (50,094 square feet)
Parking Structure
DC (Downtown Core)
Modesto Redevelopment Agency
Four-story + basement parking structure (connected to Tenth Street Place
(TSP), City-County Administration Building)

61<~9/:20ij1 (date ofexisting grant deed in the fOrmer RDA name)
New Construction

Estimate of Current Value
Method of Valuation

Land was purchased using City general fund monies;
construction loanlfinancing obtained by pledging tax increment.
To construct a multi-level parking facility for the City-County
Administration building and adjacent retail businesses.
$7,035,624

Straight line depreciation on fixed assets.

The analyses, projectiOf'lS. assumptloos, rates of retum, and any examples presented herein are for illuslratlve
purposes and are not a guaran.tee ofactual and/or future results. Project pro- forma and tax anatyses are projections
only. Actua! resutts may-differ materially from those e~res.sed in this analysis.

kOSfl:lQ.(!l. 865SouthFigueroaStreet,35thFloof LooAnge!es CaHfomia 90017 ph213.417.3300 fax213Al7.3311



City I Successor
Agency Lease
Agreement

None
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{

Ann"", revenue ;117. portion
derived from the parking fees which are charged as follows:

$1 per hour 6 a.m. to 6 p.m.
$5 flat fee 6 p.m. to 6 a.m.

Additionally, included in that revenue amount are three (3) parking
agreements as summarized below:

$38,472 from Centerra Capital (Parking Garage retail space)
$44,250 from Civic Partners (TSP retail space)
$114,411 from AIM Property Management (Cinema)

Annual expenses include:
$281,291 for maintenance
$1,353,104 debt service (FY14 including Tenth Street Place)

Contractual requirements have been recorded in the form of parking
agreements (Attachment A) with regard to parking lot space allocations:
of the 727 parking spaces in the parking garage, 377 are dedicated to
government employee parking. The parking agreement with Centerra
Capital entitles use and occupancy of a maximum of 55 parking spaces.
The parking agreement with Civic Partners entitles use and occupancy
of available parking spaces on a first come, first served basis utilizing a
validation system which neither guarantees nor reserves parking spaces
within the Parking Garage. The parking agreement with AIM Property
Management entitles use and occupancy of available parking spaces on
a first come, first served basis utilizing a validation system which neither
guarantees nor reserves parking spaces within the Parking Garage.

,m i

The Final Environmental Impact Report for The Amended Preliminary
Plan for The Modesto Redevelopment Agency, which was prepared for
the Redevelopment Agency of the City of Modesto in March 1991,
discusses the significant and potentially significant impacts of the
redevelopment proposal and proposed mitigation measures. In aI/
cases, the mitigation measures proposed should have reduced impacts
to insignificant levels; thus, no significant unavoidable impacts were
expected as a result of the redevelopment project (Attachment B).

de~'eloped as n".'kinn

Agency Planning Objectives

Maintaining the property as parking to support the adjacent
City-County government building and retail businesses, is a
planning objective identified in former planning Redevelopment
Agency planning documents (Attachment C).

fax 213,417,3311
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To transfer the property to the City of Modesto as it serves a government use.
Retain as Additionally, a portion ofthe land acquired for the construction of the parking
Government garage was originally owned by the City of Modesto and was transferred to the
Use Modesto Redevelopment Agency without consideration for the purpose of

furthering the Tenth Street Plaza project.

The analyses, projections. assumpoona, rates of return, and any exampleS preserVed herein are for UiustraRVe
purposes and are not a guarantee ofactual a."1d/orfuture results. Project pro forma and tax analyses- are projec'~os
only. Actua! results may differ materially fmm those expressed in tJlis analysis.

865 South Figueroa Street" 35th Floor losAngeles CaJifom'a 90017 ph 213A17.33oo fax 213.417.3311
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Property #2: 1010 10th Street 1st Floor Retail

Address
APN
Lot Size
Use
Zoning
Current Title
Improvements

Purchase Date
Purchase Price

Funding Source

Purpose

:~
1010 10th Street 1st Floor Retail Space
105.37-33,105-37-34
26,984 square feet
Ground Floor Retail in joint City-County Administration Building
DC (Downtown Core)
Modesto Redevelopment Agency
1st floor retail space of the City/County Administration Building

8/24/2001 (date ofexisting grant deed in the former RDA name)
New Construction
Land was purchased using City general fund monies;
construction loanlfinancing obtained by pledging tax increment.
First floor retail/office leasable space in the mUlti-story joint
administration building from which both the City of Modesto and
County of Stanislaus operate. The goal is to provide coordinated
and efficient service to the community.

Estimate of Current Value
Method of Valuation

$956,912
Straight line depreciation on fixed assets.

"

tax analyses are "mJ,<fj'''''1
LosAngeles Gaf,fomja 90017 ph213A17.3300 fax213.417.3311



City I Successor
Agency Lease
Agreement

None

Potential for TOO

Annual R""/,,,m
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Annual Maintenance Costs: $63,017
Annual Debt Service: a portion of $1 ,353, 104 (in conjunction with debt
service on the 11'h Street Parking Garage)
"Pursuant to the DDA and the Master Agreement, Landlord has
purchased from the JPA the Retail Airspace Parcel consisting of
approximately 27,689 gross square feet, more or less, (the "Premises")
located on the ground floor of the JPA Building. The Premises are
specifically delineated as Parcels A-1 and A-2 on that certain Record of
Survey recorded as Book 26 of Surveys, Page 29, Stanislaus County
Records... "
"Landlord hereby grants to Tenant the option to purchase the Premises
at any time during the term of this Lease (including any Option Term), on
the terms and conditions contained in Exhibit C... " (Attachment D)

'lii

mF>,ntAllmpact Report for The Amended Preliminary
Plan for The Modesto Redevelopment Agency, which was prepared for
the Redevelopment Agency of the City of Modesto in March 1991,
discusses the significant and potentially Significant impacts of the
redevelopment proposal and proposed mitigation measures. In all
cases, the mitigation measures proposed should have reduced impacts
to insignificant levels; thus, no significant unavoidable impacts were
expected as a result of the redevelopment project (Attachment B).

Not applicable, fully developed as a public use facility.

Agency Planning Objectives

To fully complete the sales transaction/purchase option outlined
in the Lease Agreement with Option to Purchase By and
Between Redevelopment Agency of the City of Modesto and
Civic Partners Modesto, Inc.

•

The analyses, projections, assumptions, rates of retum~ and any examples presented herein are for iUustmtive
purposes and are not aguarantee of actual and/or future re!;luits. Project pro forma and tax analyses are projections

iL only. Actual results may differ materially from those expressed in this analysis,

kosmQij1.~ 865 South FIgUeroa street, 35th FlOC/' losAnge!es Califomia 90017 ph 213,417.3300 fax 213.417.3311



Retain as
Government
Use
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!
To transfer the property to the City of Modesto as it serves a government use and
is bound by an enforceable obligation/debt service as well as a lease with option to
purchase agreement with Civic Partners. The City of Modesto desires to take
ownership of these properties and the accompanying lease agreement "as is" and
will be responsible for the management of the lease agreement and the property in
accordance with the Joint Powers Authority that governs the City-County
Administration Building as well as the terms in the lease agreement.

•

The atlalyses, projections, assumpticms, rates of retum. and any exampres presented herein are for Jllustratiye
purposes and ate not a guarantee oj'actuat aru:lfot" future results. Project pro forma and tax aflafyses are projections

.A: only. Actua! results may differ materially from those expressed in tt'ltS analysIs.

kosmoIf .. 865SouthFlQueroaStreet,35thftoor LosAngeles Ga!:>fomis 90017 ph 213.417.3300 fax 213.417.3311
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Property #3: 9th Street Parking Lot

LlP'l<
~ Street Parking Lot

105-041-021
Lot Size
Use
Zoning
Current Title
Improvements

Purchase Price

Funding Source

Purpose

19,040 square feet
Parking Lot
DC (Downtown Core)
Modesto Redevelopment Agency
Flat parking lot

Purchased with City of Modesto general fund monies and
transferred without consideration to the Redevelopment Agency.
A portion of the parking lot was for the DDA with McDonald's
Corporation for the development of a restaurant, associated
parking and landscaping, trash enclosures, and restorative work
on adjacent parking lot. The asset continues to serve a public
purpose as a fiat parking lot The title remains in the RDA's
name,

Estimate of Current Value
Due to the nature of the reporting of fixed assets, this property is
not clearly identifiable in records and therefore an estimate of
current value is unknown.

Method of Valuation N/A

The analyses, projections, assumptions. taleS of retum, and any examptes presented herelt'l are for illustrative
purposes and are not a guarantee of actual and/or fuMe results. ProJect ptO- forma and tax: analyses are projecl.ions
only, Actual results may differ materially from lhase expressed in this analysis,

865 South Figueroa Street, 35th floor LosAngeles C<lhfomla 900-17 ph 213A17.33OO fax 213.417.3311
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City / Successor
Agency Lease
Agreement

Annual revenue generated equals $30,727. This revenue is derived
from the parking fees which are charged as follows:

$1 per hour 6 a.m. to 6 p.m.
$5 flat fee 6 p.m. to 6 a.m.

The annual maintenance of this parcel is $16,250.

Potential for TOO

The property supports the Modesto Downtown Transportation
Center which resides across 9th Street and runs Amtrak, ACE, a
connection to BART, Greyhound buses, and all Modesto Area
Express lines.

Agency Planning Objectives

The City of Modesto will take responsibility for this property and
maintain it in its current flat parking lot state until such a time as
a Downtown Core development proposal comes forward for this
prime downtown Modesto location.

History

Retain as
Government
Use

a
restaurant, associated parking and landscaping, trash enclosures and
restorative work on adjacent parking lot. Any other development
proposals/activities for this parcel are unknown.

1 ,

Tr;m~JArto the City of Modesto. was previously owned by the
Modesto and was conveyed to the Redevelopment Agency for purposes of
disposition to a developer pursuant to a DDA. The Resolution related to this
transfer specifically states"... and the Site will not be acquired by the Agency,
either directly or indirectly, with tax increment monies... " (Attachment D)

tax analyses

losAngefes California 90017 ph 213.417.3300 fax 213.41L33-11
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Property #4: 1125 9th Street Parking Garage

Lot Size
Use
Zoning
Current Title
Improvements

Purchase Price

Funding Source

Purpose

70,567 square feet
Parking Garage
DC (Downtown Core)
Modesto Redevelopment Agency
Four-story parking garage

6/30/1988 (date placed in service as a fixed asset)
New Construction
Land was purchased using City general fund monies;
construction loanffinancing obtained by pledging tax increment.
To construct a multi-level parking garage in support of the
Community Center construction project.

Estimate of Current Value
Method of Valuation

$1,714,740
Straight line depreciation on fixed assets,

and tax analyses are projection.l

ph 213,417.3300 fax 213.417.3311
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i II ° i1

Annual revenue generated equals $175,0510 A portion of this revenue is
derived from the parking fees which are charged as follows:

$1 per hour 6 aom. to 6 p.m.
$5 flat fee 6 p.m. to 6 a.m.

City I Successor
Agency Lease
Agreement

Included in that revenue amount is an agreement with the DoubleTree
Hotel in the amount of $103,440. This agreement reduces every time
the monthly parking pass is increased and also allocates parking spaces
between the agencies (Attachment F): of the 787 parking spaces in the
parking garage, 160 are dedicated to government employee parking.
This property costs $300,637 to maintain each year. In addition, this
property is included in the debt service payments with the Modesto
Centre Plaza and the 9th Street Pedestrian Bridge - this annual payment
is $1,961,450.

None

, ii ,[

This location is part of six properties subject to the Oversight Agreement
within a project area as defined in Health and Safety Code Section
33320.1. Passive soil gas surveys conducted by the Regional Water
Quality Control Board and consultants to the City of Modesto and the
Modesto Redevelopment Agency in 1989 to 1991 and 2000 to 2001,
respectively indicate that PCE has entered the subsurface soils from
discharge to sanitary sewer lines. 'This information is per the
Department of Toxic Substances Control ENVIROSTOR database.

Not applicable, developed as parking structure.

Agency Planning Objectives

Maintaining the property as parking to support the Modesto
Centre Plaza/Community Center is a planning objective
identified in former planning Redevelopment Agency planning
documents (See Attachment G).

Retain as
Government
Use

To construct the existing mLllti-levoel
Community Center.

0} 11· , ii.'l';!!

iii;
parking garage in support of the

To transfer the property to the City of as it serves a government use.
The City of Modesto desires to take ownership of this property and the
accompanying parking agreement "as is" as it is already responsible for the
management of the agreement and the annual maintenance ofthis facility.

The anaiyses, projeclions. assumpt~ns. rates of rerum, and any examples presented herein ate for illustrative
purposes a;;d are net a guaran!ee of actual andJor fuMe results. Project pm fOrma and tax analyses are projectiOf'lS
on;y. Actua! results may differ materially from those expressed in this analysis.

kosrriQiil.: 865 South Figueroa Street, 35th floor Los Angeles California 90017 ph 213A17.3300 fax213-417.3311
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Property #5: 9th Street Pedestrian Bridge

Lot Size
Use
Zoning
Current Title

Improvements

Purchase Price

Funding Source

Purpose

Street Pedestrian Bridge
105-48-08
703 square feet
Pedestrian Bridge
DC (Downtown Core)
Modesto Redevelopment Agency
703 square foot pedestrian bridge between the parking garage and the
hotel/community center.

M",rt.,h 23, (date ofexisting grant deed in the former RDA name)

New Construction
Land was purchased using City general fund monies;
construction loanlfinancing obtained by pledging tax increment.
Public Use
Due to the nature of the reporting of fixed assets, this property is

Estimate of Current Value not clearly identifiable in records and therefore an estimate of
current value is unknown.

Method of Valuation N/A

City I Successor
Agency Lease
Agreement

are no revenues property nor are there any r.n"tr;,r.II.",1

requirements. The City currently pays for the annual maintenance of the
facility which is approximately $16,970. In addition, this property is
included in the debt service payments with the Modesto Centre Plaza
and the 9'" Street Parking Garage - this annual payment is $1,961,450.

The analyses, projectiOns. assumptiOflS. rates of retum < and arly examples presented herein are for illustrative
putpOSeS and are not a guarantee of actual and/or fuMe results. Project pro forma and tax analyses ate prOjectioos
O\'l.ly. Actual results!1",ay differ materially from those expressed in this analysis.

865 South FlQueroa Street, 35th Floor LosAngeJes california 90017 ph213A17.3300 fax 213.417.3311
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Potential for TOO Not Applicable.

Agency Planning Objectives

Maintaining the property pedestrian bridge to provide access
from parking garage to Modesto Centre Plaza/Community
Center is a planning objective identified in the 1983 RDA Master
Plan (Attachment G).

History

Retain as
Government
Use

!! , =
Property was developed as a pedestrian bridge in 1988 to support the
Modesto Centre Plaza/Community Center as part of the redevelopment
project identified in the 1983 RDA Master Plan (Attachment G).

, i ,

This property will be retained by the City for government use, as value is
undetermined due to no revenue. The City of Modesto desires to take ownership
of this property "as is" as it is already responsible for the annual maintenance of
this facility.

_

The analyses, proyectloos. assumptions, rates ofreturn, and anye:xampfes presented helOl'in are fot llluslrative
purposes and are not a guarantee of actual .and/or future results, Project pro forma and tax atlalyses are projections

A: only. Actual resurts may d'rffer materiaUy from those expressed in !his analysis.

kosmon 865 South Figueroa Street, 35th Aoor losAngeles California 90017 ph213.417,3300 fax 213,411,3311
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Property #6: 1150 9th Street - Modesto Centre Plaza

Lot Size
Use
Zoning
Current Title
Improvements

Purchase Price

Funding Source

Purpose

Iii r
1150 Street
105-048-011
181,209 square feet
Community Center: Public & Enforceable Obligations
DC (Downtown Core)
Modesto Redevelopment Agency
Community Center

7/31/1991 (date of existing grant deed in the former RDA name)
New Construction
Land was purchased using City general fund monies;
construction loanlfinancing obtained by pledging tax increment.
Centre Plaza

Estimate of Current Value
Method of Valuation

$4,001,166
Straight line depreciation on fixed assets,

LosAngefes Gaflfomia 90017 ph 213-4;7_3300 fax 213A17.3311



City I Successor
Agency Lease
Agreement

None
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revenue generated equals $744,000. This revenue is generally derived
from the following sources:

Labor Charges for Services: $ 24,000
Commissions (Cultural and Tech Services): $ 230,000
Equipment Rentals: $ 75,000
Room Rentals: $ 410,000
Misc. $ 5,000

The Modesto Centre Plaza is under a catering contract with the
DoubleTree Hotel (Attachment H). Revenue from this catering contract
is included in the line item for "Commissions."
Revenue is also received from the Parking Lot which is part of this
parcel. Annual revenues total: $52,587. Annual maintenance costs total
approximately: $50,000. In addition, this property is included in the debt
service payments with the 9th Street Parking Garage and the 9th Street
Pedestrian Bridge - this annual payment is $1,961,450.

~ H • f

Prior to purchase by the City of Modesto, the Modesto Centre Plaza site
was occupied by Bradbury's Cleaners. During construction and
demolition work at the site, four leaking underground storage tanks used
to store Stoddard Solvent were uncovered. Contaminated soils were
excavated to 25 feet below ground surface, aerated, and backfilled into
the excavation area. 'This information is per the Department of Toxic
Substances Control ENVIROSTOR database.

Not applicable, fully as a community center.

Agency Planning Objectives
Maintaining the property as public space to increase tourism
downtown as a planning objective identified in the 1983 RDA
Master Plan (Attachment G).

Retain as
Government
Use

;

property to the for government use. The City of
Modesto desires to take ownership of this property and the accompanying catering
agreement "as is" as it is already responsible for the management of the
agreement and the operations (including maintenance) ofthis facility.

The analyses, projections. assumptions, rates of return. and any examples presented hetein are for illustrative
purooses and are not a guarantee of aauai aootor future results, Project pro forma and tax analyses are projections
only. Actual results may di'fer materiaUy from those expressed In this analysis,
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Property #7: 777 1at" Street - Parking Lot (Proposed Courthouse

I : iii"ll'

Address
APN
Lot Size
Use
Zoning
Current Title
Improvements

Purchase Price

Funding Source

Purpose

777 1Oth Street
106-042-001,106-042-002,106-042-003, 106-042-004
31,500 square feet
Parking Lot
DC (Downtown Core)
Modesto Redevelopment Agency
Flat Parking Lot

City of Modesto General Fund - property was transferred without
consideration to the Redevelopment Agency for a DDA.
Use from pre-1987 to present is a flat parking lot. These parcels
are currently part of an entire block of parcels that the state
Administrative Office of the Courts has selected as the future site
for the State of California Superior Court Courthouse for
Stanislaus County.

Estimate of Current Value Unknown.

Method of Valuation

A certified appraisal was completed by the State of California
Judicial Council Administrative Office of the Court (AOC) in 2011 ..
It is the property of the AOC and has not been released for public
disclosure.

The ana!yses, projectioos, 3ssumptraos, rates of return, and Mt examples preseJlred herein are for illustrative
purposes and are not a guarantee of actual and/of future resultS, project pro forma and tax analyses are prOjections
only. Actual resui!:s may differ materially from !hose expressed in lhis analysis.

865 South F19ueroa Street, 35th F!oor LosAngeres ca&fomla 90017 ph 213-417.3300 fax 213.4n.3311
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City I Successor
Agency Lease
Agreement

Annual revenue generated equals $89,266. This revenue is derived
from the parking fees which are charged as follows:

$1 per hour 6 a_m. to 6 p.m.
$5 flat fee 6 p.m. to 6 a.m.

Annual maintenance costs for this property are approximately
$42,561.22.

None

:i ~ II "'i:' ~
A Phase 2 environmental study was recently conducted by the State of
California Administrative Office of the Courts; however, the findings have
not been released for public disclosure. In addition, a Phase 1 was
conducted as part of a previous development project lead by Team
Modesto.

property located i proximity

Potential for TOO

minute walk) of the Modesto Downtown Transportation Center,
which provides access to Amtrak, ACE, a connection to BART,
and all Modesto Area Express lines. Also located next to bus
stop for Modesto Area Express, Bus Lines include 25, 34, 37,
38, and 39.

Agency Planning Objectives

These parcels are currently part of an entire block of parcels
that the State Administrative Office of the Courts has selected
as the future site for the State of California Superior Court
Courthouse for Stanislaus County. In addition, these parcels
are located along 10'" Street which is a focal point in the 2007
RDA Master Plan (Attachment I).

History

Retain as
Government
Use

cHh

These parcels were originally acquired and owned by the City of
Modesto and were the subject of two mixed-use projects which did not
come to fruition.

n",·('",I~ to . order to meet
California Administrative Office of the Courts' deadline for securing the State of
California Stanislaus County Superior Courthouse project. In addition, this
property was previously owned by the City of Modesto and was conveyed to the
Redevelopment Agency for purposes of disposition to a developer pursuant to a
DDA. No property tax increment was used to purchase these parcels.

_

The analyses, projections. assumptions, rates of return, and any examples presentad herein are for illustrative
purposes and are not a guarantee of actual and/or future results. Project pro forma and tax .analyses are projections

A.: oo[y. Actual results may (frlf€f materially frntn 1hose expressed in this analysis,
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A. 11th Street Parking Garage Agreements and Assignment of Agreements

B. 1991 - FINAL Environmental Impact Report

C. 1994 RDA Master Plan

D. Civic Partners Lease Agreement

E. DDA between City and RDA for 9th Street LotlMcDonalds

F. Amendment to 9th Street Parking Garage Agreement with DoubleTree Hotel

G. 1983 RDA Master Plan

H. DoubleTree Catering and Concessionaire Agreement

I. 2007 RDA Master Plan

The analyses, projections, assumptioos, rates of return, and any examples presented herein are fur illustrative
pvrposes and ate not a guarantee of actual andforfttrure results, Project pro forma and tax analyses are projections
only. Actual results may differ materially from those expressed in this analysis.
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-386

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF MODESTO,
CALIFORNIA, AUTHORIZING A SHORT-TERM EXTENSION OF THE
IRREVOCABLE DIRECT PAY LETTER OF CREDIT SUPPORTING THE
MODESTO PUBLIC FINANCING AUTHORITY LEASE REVENUE
REFUNDING BONDS, SERIES 2008

WHEREAS, the Modesto Public Financing Authority (the "Authority"), at the

direction of the City of Modesto (the "City"), has issued its Lease Revenue Refunding

Bonds, Series 2008 (the "Bonds"); and

WHEREAS, the Bonds were issued to refund the Authority'S Lease Revenue

Bonds, Series 1998 (Capital Improvement and Refinancing Project) and the Authority'S

Lease Revenue Refunding and Capital Improvement Bonds, Series 2007 (collectively, the

"Prior Bonds"); and

WHEREAS, the Prior Bonds were issued in order to assist in the financing or

refinancing of certain public capital improvements in the City, which included the

following: (i) rehabilitating and constructing the John Thurman Field baseball stadium;

(ii) leasing and constructing improvements to the 10th Street Place Project;

(iii) acquiring, constructing and improving the police headquarters building and the

Communication Dispatch Center and (iv) leasing and constructing improvements made

with respect to five public parks in the City; and

WHEREAS, the City has obtained an irrevocable direct-pay letter-of-credit (the

"Bank of America LOC") from Bank ofAmerica, N.A. (the "Bank") to provide liquidity

support for the Bonds, and, in connection with the Bank of America LOC, the City has

entered into an Amended and Restated Reimbursement Agreement, dated August 16,

2011, as amended by Amendment No.1 to the Amended and Restated Reimbursement
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Agreement, dated August 29, 2012 (collectively, the "Amended and Restated

Reimbursement Agreement"), each by and among the City, the Authority and the Bank;

and

and

WHEREAS, the Bank of America LOC expires on November 30,2013; and

WHEREAS, the Bonds require the City maintain liquidity support for the Bonds;

WHEREAS, the City desires to extend the Bank of America LOC prior to

October 31, 2013 in order to allow enough time to execute documents associated with a

replacement letter-of-credit.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

as follows:

Section I. Findings. The Council of the City of Modesto finds and determines

that the statements, findings and determinations set forth above, and in the preambles of

the documents approved herein, are true and correct.

Section 2. Approval of Short-Term Extension of Bank of America LOC. The

City Council authorizes the Mayor, the City Manager, the Director of Finance, the City

Clerk or the designee of any of the foregoing (each, an "Authorized Officer") to obtain,

in accordance with terms of the Amended and Restated Reimbursement Agreement, a

short-term extension of the Bank of America LOC to a date not later than February 28,

2014.

Section 3. Authorization to Enter Negotiations with Banking Institutions for

Replacement Credit Facility. The City Council authorizes each Authorized Officer to

enter into negotations with one or more banking institutions to provide a long-term
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replacement of the Bank of America LOC (the "Replacement Credit Facility") and to

submit to the City Council at the conclusion of such negotiations, the Replacement Credit

Facility for approval by the City Council.

Section 4. Other Actions. Each Authorized Officer is authorized and directed,

jointly and severally, to do any and all things and to execute and deliver any and all

documents which each may deem necessary or desirable in order to consummate the

transactions authorized hereby and otherwise to carry out, give effect to, and comply

with, the terms and intent of this resolution, and all such actions heretofore taken by such

officers are hereby ratified, confirmed and approved.

Section 5. Effective Date. This resolution shall take effect immediately upon its

passage.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 22nd day ofOctober, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved for its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Burnside, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)
APPROVED AS TO FO

10/22/2013lFinance/GGenereu.xlItem 15

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-387

RESOLUTION ACCEPTING THE PUBLIC IMPROVEMENTS BY LONGS
DRUG STORES CALIFORNIA L.L.C. FOR THE CVS PHARMACY AT
MCHENRY VILLAGE LOCATED AT 1700 MCHENRY, AND AUTHORIZING
THE CITY CLERK TO FILE A NOTICE OF COMPLETION, AND TO
RELEASE SECURITIES UPON EXPIRATION OF STATUTORY PERIODS

WHEREAS, LONGS DRUG STORES CALIFORNIA, L.L.c.,

("DEVELOPER"), is the developer of the CVS PHARMACY ("DEVELOPMENT"),

and

WHEREAS, the Construction Administration Office of the Utility Planning and

Projects Department has verified that all required PUBLIC IMPROVEMENTS for this

project have been satisfactorily completed and all inspection fees have paid, and

WHEREAS, the Public Works Department will assume maintenance

responsibilities upon acceptance of the PUBLIC IMPROVEMENTS as noted in the

offsite cost estimate, and

WHEREAS, as required by the City of Modesto, DEVELOPER has filed a

Faithful Performance Bond in the amount of$274,670.00, and a Payment Bond in the

amount of $274,670.00, and

WHEREAS, as required by the City of Modesto, DEVELOPER has filed a

Warranty Bond in the amount of $27,467.00, and

WHEREAS, the Construction Administration Office of the Utility Planning and

Projects Department has signed off the Encroachment permit, indicates that all work

required by the City of Modesto, and the improvements have been completed to the

satisfaction of the Public Works Department, and
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WHEREAS, the Public Works Director has indicated that it would be in order for

the City Council to accept said PUBLIC IMPROVEMENTS and public improvements in

the DEVELOPMENT as complete, authorize the City Clerk to file a Notice of

Completion, and to release the securities upon expiration of the statutory periods,

that:

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

1. The said PUBLIC IMPROVMENTS constructed by the DEVELOPMENT are
hereby accepted, and the City Clerk is hereby authorized to file a Notice of
Completion.

2. The City Clerk is hereby authorized to release the DEVELOPMENT Faithful
Performance Bond in the amount of $274,670.00, upon recordation of the
Notice of Completion.

3. The City Clerk is hereby authorized to release the Faithful Performance Bond
in the amount of$274,670.00, upon recordation of the Notice of Completion.

4. The City Clerk is hereby authorized to release the Warranty Bonds in the
amount of$27,467.00 one year and one day after the effective date of this
resolution, provided no claim is made thereon.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 6th day of November, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Burnside, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES:

NOES:

ABSENT:

(SEAL)

Councilmembers:

Councilmembers:

Councilmembers:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

APPROVED AS TO FORM: -

BY:~~
ADAM LINDGREN, lnte 1m CIty Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-388

A RESOLUTION APPROVING A PREQUALIFIED ON-CALL CONSULTANT
LIST FOR GEOTECHNICAL ENGINEERING SERVICES FOR VARIOUS
CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS

WHEREAS, the Community and Economic Development Department anticipates

developing several Capital Improvement Projects that require geotechnical engineering

services that are beyond the City's current staffing levels and workload to accomplish in

a timely manner, and

WHEREAS, Community and Economic Development Department has found it

necessary to utilize an on-call consultant list for geotechnical engineering services, and

WHEREAS, retaining prequalified consultants allows the division to have quick

access to specific geotechnical services when needed, and

WHEREAS, using experienced consultants provides a quick turnaround, which is

essential for an efficient response to the large undertaking of projects, and

WHEREAS, the goal in having an on-call consultant list is to promote project cost

savings, which is a positive budget impact to the Capital Improvement Program, and

WHEREAS, all three consultant firms have established experience and were the

most qualified consultants from those who submitted Statement of Qualifications, and

WHEREAS, City staff recommends approving the prequalified on-call consultant

list as follows:

• Blackburn Consulting, Modesto, CA
• Kleinfelder West Inc., Modesto, CA
• Cardno ATC, Modesto, CA
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WHEREAS, the selected consultant will be determined on a project basis once a

scope of work and contract have been negotiated with the most qualified firm(s) from the

on-call consultant list.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves the prequalified on-call consultant list for geotechnical

engineering services for three years.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 6th day ofNovember, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Burnside, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councifmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

BY:C:;~~
ADAM LINDGREN, In ·m CIty Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-389

RESOLUTION APPROVING AN AGREEMENT WITH DOKKEN
ENGINEERING FOR DESIGN SUPPORT DURING CONSTRUCTION OF THE
STATE ROUTE (SR) 99 I PELANDALE AVENUE INTERCHANGE
RECONSTRUCTION PROJECT IN THE AMOUNT OF $200,000; AND
AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO EXECUTE
THE AGREEMENT

WHEREAS, the State Route (SR) 99IPelandale Avenue Interchange

Reconstruction Project is a project to address the traffic congestion at the State Route

99/Pelandale Avenue Interchange, and

WHEREAS, in an effort to accelerate planning and construction of the

interchange improvements, the City Council approved $l.3M in the FY2005-06 Capital

Improvement Program and subsequently approved staffs request to explore the City of

Modesto taking the lead on the State Route 99IPelandale Avenue Interchange

Improvements - Project Approval and Environmental Document (PA&ED), and

WHEREAS, following Council approval, City staffworked with the California

Department of Transportation (Caltrans) and StanCOG to obtain lead agency status for

this project, and

WHEREAS, an initial study with Mitigated Negative Declaration was prepared

by the City's consultant and submitted to the State ofCalifornia Department of

Transportation (Caltrans) for approval. This Document (SCH# 2009072012) was

approved by Caltrans on September 28,2009, and

WHEREAS, on February 3, 2009, the City Council, by Resolution No. 2009-058,

approved a Cooperative Agreement between the City of Modesto and Caltrans for the

preparation of Plans Specifications and Estimates (PS&E) for the State Route

II/0612013/C&EDIBSandhulltem 6 2013·389



99/Peleandale Avenue Interchange Reconstruction Project. This Cooperative Agreement

formalized the City's lead agency status for preparation ofPS&E, and

WHEREAS, Plans, Specifications and Estimates (PS&E) have been completed by

the Dokken Engineering and Encroachment Permit No. 1012-NMC-0741 has been issued

by Caltrans, and

WHEREAS, On November 14, 2006, the City and Dokken Engineering entered

into an agreement, City Council Resolution No. 2006-720, to prepare Project Approval

and Environmental Document (PA&ED). Dokken Engineering completed PA&ED and

was approved by California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) on December 21,

2009,and

WHEREAS, On March 9, 2010, the City and Dokken Engineering entered into an

agreement, City Council Resolution No. 2010-90, to prepare Plans, Specifications and

Estimates (PS&E) for State Route 99 and Pelandale Avenue Interchange Reconstruction

Project, and

WHEREAS, On February 14,2012, the City and Dokken Engineering entered

into a third amendment to the agreement, City Council Resolution No. 2012-63, to

include Right of Way Engineering, Appraisals and Acquisition Services, and

WHEREAS, on October 8, 2013, the California Transportation Commission, by

Resolution No. R99-A-1314-01, approved tbe financial allocationof$43,800,000 of

Proposition IB Bond Savings for the locally administered Pelandale Interchange

Reconstruction (PPO 9460) SR99 project, in Stanislaus County, on State Highway

System, and

WHEREAS, the City must secure engineering design support during time of

construction, and
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WHEREAS, City staff has determined it is in the best interest of the public and

the City of Modesto to hire Dokken Engineering for design support during as the most

qualified and efficient firm to provide design support services for the State Route (SR) 99

I Pelandale Avenue Interchange Reconstruction project, and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves an Agreement with Dokken Engineering for design support during

construction of State Route (SR) 99/Pelandale Avenue Interchange Reconstruction in an

amount not to exceed $200,000.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute the Agreement.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City ofModesto held on the 6th day ofNovember, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Burnside, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

Burnside, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez, Muratore,
Mayor Marsh

None

Cogdill

APPROVED AS TO FORM: -'

By: ~---~r
ADAM LINDGREN, Interi CIty Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-390

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE AWARD OF A SOLE SOURCE
PROCUREMENT FOR THE PURCHASE OF CHESTERTON SEALS AND
RELATED PARTS FOR THE PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT,
WASTEWATER DIVISION, TO PAN PACIFIC SUPPLY COMPANY,
CONCORD, CA, FOR A TWO (2) YEAR AGREEMENT WITH THREE (3) ONE­
YEAR EXTENSION OPTIONS AT THE SOLE DISCRETION OF THE CITY,
AND AUTHORIZING THE PURCHASING MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO
ISSUE A PURCHASE AGREEMENT FOR AN ESTIMATED ANNUAL COST OF
$75,000

WHEREAS, Chesterton Seals and parts are used for several different pumps at

the Sutter and Jennings Treatment Plants, Lift Stations and Wells throughout the City,

and

WHEREAS, Chesterton seals have been specified by engineering and installed on

most pumps with mechanical seals, and

WHEREAS, the majority of the Chesterton seals have a 442 split seal, which

allows the metal cartridge housing to be re-used; this type of seal saves more than half the

cost of replacing a complete seal, and

WHEREAS, if a different brand seal were to be purchased a complete

modification to the pump would be required to use a different brand seal, and

WHEREAS, Pan Pacific Supply Company is the exclusive authorized distributor

for A W Chesterton products for Northern California, and

WHEREAS, The Modesto Municipal Code, MMC 8-3.203, generally requires all

purchases, which meet or exceed $50,000.00 for material, equipment or contractual

services to be formally bid. However, there are exceptions to the rule set forth in the

Modesto Municipal code. One exception, MMC 8-3.204 (b), which states that where the

Purchasing Agency's requirements can be met solely by a single article or process. The
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sole source procurement for the purchase ofChesterton Seals and related parts for the

Public Works Department, Wastewater Division, to Pan Pacific Supply Company,

Concord, CA, conforms to the Modesto Municipal Code, 8-3-204 (b).

WHEREAS, funds are budgeted in Fiscal Year 2013-14 for the purchase of

Chesterton seals and related parts in the following appropriation units:

Wastewater accounts: 4210-54313-53150, 4210-54314-53150, and 4210-54315-53150

and

Water account: 4100-55090-53150

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby authorizes the award of a sole source procurement for the purchase of

Chesterton seals and related parts for the Public Works Department, Wastewater

Division, to Pan Pacific Supply Company, Concord, CA.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Purchasing Manager, or his designee, is

hereby authorized to issue a purchase agreement for an estimated annual cost of$75,000.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 6th day ofNovember, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,·

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Burnside, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

~~~~
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-391

RESOLUTION APPROVING THE TRANSFER OF TITLE FOR ONE PIERCE
VELOCITY FIRE ENGINE TO THE CITY OF MODESTO FROM THE
MODESTO REGIONAL FIRE AUTHORITY

WHEREAS, the City of Modesto is a member of tbe Modesto Regional Fire .

Authority Joint Powers Agreement, and

WHEREAS, tbe a transition plan for tbe transfer of apparatus, vehicles and

facilities from tbe partner agencies to tbe Modesto Regional Fire Authority, as specified

in the Joint Powers Agreement, has not yet been implemented, and

WHEREAS, the City of Modesto contributed funds to the Modesto Regional Fire

Autbority for the purchase a new fire engine in the Fiscal Year 2013 budget, and

WHEREAS, the Modesto Regional Fire Autbority pays into the City's property

insurance program for existing vehicles and apparatus and does not have its own property

insurance, and

WHEREAS, the Board of Directors ofthe Modesto Regional Fire Autbority voted

at their October 3,2013 meeting to request the partner agencies take title to the engines

they funded through their contributions

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED bytbe Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves the transfer of title ofone Pierce Velocity fire engine from the

Modesto Regional Fire Autbority to the City ofModesto

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that tbe Director of Finance, or her designee, is

hereby authorized to implement tbe provisions ofthis resolution.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 6th day ofNovember, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Burnside, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

APPROVED AS TOFO~

By: c::;;e_
ADAM LINDGREN, lnte CIty Attorney
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Exhibit A

Due to the need to purchase new GPS equipment a new sub-fund needs to be created for
this purchase and future replacement of survey equipment related to Capital Improvement
Support. The total anticipated costs for the new equipment are $54,198. This will be
accomplished by an initial appropriation in the form of a loan from the Water Fund in the
amount of$54,198, which will be transferred into this new sub-fund to purchase the new
equipment. The new equipment will be used to perform survey tasks to the benefit of a
variety of CIP' s across multiple funding sources. However, a historical tabulation of
hours spent by ficld survey staff indicates the majority of field survey time, on average,
was spent to the benefit ofwater fund CIP's.

Revenues deposited into the new sub-fund will then be used to repay the Water Fund on a
monthly basis until a sum of$51,785 is repaid over a five year term. This repayment
amount is different from the initial transfer because Water Fund Reserves were
previously used to purchase a new GPS data collector in the amount of$8,389. However,
Water Fund will share a proportionate cost of the new equipment in the amount of
$10,802 as a portion of the new equipment will be used solely to the benefit of the water
fund.

Revenues into the new sub-fund will accrue at a rate of$17 per hour spent using the
equipment for survey work performed on CIP's. This rate is based on a projected
estimate of hours of use of the equipment, and repayment of the full $51,785 back to the
Water Fund within a period of five years. Staff will review and recommend adjustment
of this hourly rate, as necessary, during the normal annual budget update process. After
repaying the initial loan to the Water Fund, the new sub-fund will continue to accrue
revenue which will be used for the future purchases of replacement survey equipment.
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-392

RESOLUTION ACCEPTING THE AB 109 FUNDS FROM THE STATE OF
CALIFORNIA, BOARD OF STATE AND COMMUNITY CORRECTIONS
(BSCC), FOR A MINIMUM OF $541,473 FOR POLICE OVERTIME,
SPECIALIZED TRAINING, EQUIPMENT, AND TECHNOLOGY; AND
AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO EXECUTE
THE NECESSARY PROGRAM DOCUMENTS

WHEREAS, California Assembly Bill AB 109, commonly called "Public Safety

Realignment," was enacted in 2011, and

WHEREAS, individuals are eligible for local supervision if their most recent

conviction was a non-violent, non-serious, and non-sexual offense and will be supervised

under local probation departments as "Post-Release Community Supervision" (PRCS)

offenders, and

WHEREAS, AB 109 has changed the responsibility of the PRCS offenders to

local probation departments rather than state parole jurisdiction, and

WHEREAS, offenders are serving their sentences in local jails, rather than state

prison, and

WHEREAS, on March 28, 2013, the ChiefofModesto, Oakdale, Turlock and

Ceres to detennine the allocation and use of the funds provided through the BSCC for

front line law enforcement, and

WHEREAS, it was detennined that the funding would be allocated via population

using the fonnula similar to SDEA funding, and

WHEREAS, Modesto will receive a minimum of$541,473, and
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WHEREAS, the Modesto Police Department will use the Public Safety

Realignment Funds for police overtime, specialized training, equipment, and technology,

and

WHEREAS, police overtime costs will be used for special interagency operations

and target enforcements, and

WHEREAS, the Department will purchase crime analysis and position allocation

software,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby accepts the AB 109 funds from the State of Califronia, Board of State and

Community Corrections (BSCC), for a mininum of$541,473 for police overtime,

specialized training, equipment, and technology,

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute the necessary grant documents.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 6th day ofNovember, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Burnside, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES:

NOES:

ABSENT:

(SEAL)

Councilmembers:

Councilmembers:

Councilmembers:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

APPROVED AS TO FORM: ,

BY:~~
ADAM LINDGREN, lnten Ity Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-393

RESOLUTION AMENDING THE MULTI-YEAR 2013/2014 OPERATING
BUDGET TO APPROPRIATE REVENUES AND EXPENDITURES OF AT
LEAST $541,473 FOR THE CITY OF MODESTO'S AB 109 ALLOCATION
FROM THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA, BOARD OF STATE AND COMMUNITY
CORRECTIONS (BSCC); AND AUTHORIZING THE DIRECTOR OF
FINANCE, OR HER DESIGNEE, TO IMPLEMENT THE PROVISIONS OF THIS
RESOLUTION

WHEREAS, California Assembly Bill AB 109, commonly called "Public Safety

Realignment," was enacted in 2011, and

WHEREAS, individuals are eligible for local supervision if their most recent

conviction was a non-violent, non-serious, and non-sexual offense and will be supervised

under local probation departments as "Post-Release Community Supervision" (PRCS)

offenders, and

WHEREAS, AB 109 has changed the responsibility of the PRCS offenders to

local probation departments rather than state parole jurisdiction, and

WHEREAS, offenders are serving their sentences in local jails, rather than state

prison, and

WHEREAS, on March 28, 2013, the Chiefof Modesto, Oakdale, Turlock and

Ceres to determine the allocation and use of the funds provided through the BSCC for

front line law enforcement, and

WHEREAS, it was determined that the funding would be allocated via population

using the formula similar to SDEA funding, and

WHEREAS, Modesto will receive a minimum of$541,473, and
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WHEREAS, the Modesto Police Department will use the Public Safety

Realignment Funds for police overtime, specialized training, equipment, and technology,

and

WHEREAS, police overtime costs will be used for special interagency operations

and target enforcements, and

WHEREAS, the Department will purchase crime analysis and position allocation

software, and

WHEREAS, these funds result in increased revenue and offsetting expenses to the

City fora minimum of$541,473 and these funds will reside in Multi-Year Operating

Account 1342-19999-42131-100761,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves amending the Multi-Year 2013/2014 Operating Budget to

appropriate revenues and expenditures ofat least $541,473 for City of Modesto's AB 109

allocation from the State of Califomi~ Board of State and Community Corrections

(BSCC),

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Director of Finance, or her designee, is

hereby authorized to take the necessary steps to implement the provisions of this

resolution.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 6th day ofNovember, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Burnside, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES:

NOES:

ABSENT:

(SEAL)

Councilmembers:

Councilmembers:

Councilmembers:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

APPROVED AS TO FORM: \

By: 0e. ;;::ft:~
ADAM LINDGREN, Interim . y Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-394

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE AWARD OF A SOLE SOURCE
PROCUREMENT FOR THE PURCHASE OF CRIME ANALYSIS AND
SOFTWARE FOR THE MODESTO POLICE DEPARTMENT, TO OMEGA
GROUP, SAN DIEGO, CALIFORNIA, AND AUTHORIZING THE CITY
MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO EXECUTE ANY APPLICABLE
CONTRACT/AGREEMENT FOR AN ESTIMATED TOTAL COST OF $76,853

WHEREAS, the Modesto Police Department is in need to purchase crime analysis

and software to reduce the time consumed providing analysis services to officers and

investigators, and

WHEREAS, currently, The Omega Group, San Diego, California, is the sole

manufacturer and distributor of the equipment to law enforcement agencies, and

WHEREAS, Modesto Municipal Code Section 8-3.203 generally requires all

purchases, which meet or exceed $50,000 for material, equipment or contractual services

to be formally bid, and

WHEREAS, however, there are exceptions to the rule set forth in the Modesto

Municipal Code, and

WHEREAS, one exception, MMC Section 8-3.204(b), states whereas the

Purchasing Agency's requirements can be met solely by a single article or process; the

sole source procurement for the purchase ofcrime analysis and software to reduce the

time consumed providing analysis services to officers and investigators for the Modesto

Police Department, to The Omega Group, San Diego, California, conforms to the

Modesto Municipal Code,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby authorizes the award ofa sole source procurement for the purchase of crime
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analysis and software to reduce the time consumed providing analysis services to officers

and investigators for the Modesto Police Department, to The Omega Group, San Diego,

California.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute any applicable contract/agreement for an estimated total cost of

$76,853.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 6th day ofNovember, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Burnside, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES:

NOES:

ABSENT:

(SEAL)

Councilmembers:

Councilmembers:

Councilmembers:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

APPROVED AS TO FORM: ~'

c::a6?' .~;J~By: ____________~~____--.-¥~________

ADAM LINDGREN, lnte· City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-395

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE AWARD OF A SOLE SOURCE
PROCUREMENT FOR THE PURCHASE OF RESOURCE ALLOCATION
SOFTWARE FOR THE MODESTO POLICE DEPARTMENT, TO CORONA
SOLUTIONS, DENVER, COLORADO, AND AUTHORIZING THE CITY
MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO EXECUTE ANY APPLICABLE
CONTRACTIAGREEMENT FOR AN ESTIMATED TOTAL COST OF $22,300

WHEREAS, the Modesto Police Department would like to purchase Corona

Solution for Ops Force Deploy, and

WHEREAS, Corona Solutions is the sale source for computer software that uses a

complex mathematical queuing model, as well as various other complex computations

and algorithms, specifically optimized for resource deployment, staffing, scheduling and

roster building, and

WHEREAS, Modesto Municipal Code Section 8-3.203 generally requires all

purchases, which meet or exceed $50,000 for material, equipment or contractual services

to be formally bid, and

WHEREAS, however, there are exceptions to the rule set forth in the Modesto

Municipal Code, and

WHEREAS, one exception, MMC Section 8-3.204(b), states whereas the

Purchasing Agency's requirements can be met solely by a single article or process; the

sale source procurement for the purchase ofresource allocation software for the Modesto

Police Department, to Corona Solutions, Denver, Colorado, conforms to the Modesto

Municipal Code,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council ofthe City of Modesto

that it hereby authorizes the award ofa sale source procurement for the purchase of
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resource allocation software for the Modesto Police Department, to Corona Solutions,

Denver, Colorado.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute any applicable contract/agreement for an estimated total cost of

$22,300.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting ofthe Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 6th day ofNovember, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Burnside, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

APPROVED AS TOF~~

BY:~ T~
ADAM LINDGREN, lnt m City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-396

A RESOLUTION APPROVING AN AMENDMENT TO THE CURRENT LEASE
AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE CITY OF MODESTO AND AVIS RENT A CAR
SYSTEM,LLC

WHEREAS, Avis Rent A Car System, LLC uses the Modesto City-County

Airport as a rental car business location, and

WHEREAS, on August 8th
, 1995 the City Council approved by Resolution No.

95- 405 a lease agreement with Avis Rent A Car System, LLC, and

WHEREAS, during Fiscal Year 2012-2013 the lease was reviewed by the City'S

Risk Management Division. The City's Risk Management Division provided updated

insurance requirements to be included in the property lease agreement between the City

and Avis Rent A Car System, LLC, and

WHEREAS, Avis Rent A Car System, LLC has provided insurance documents

that meet the City insurance requirements that have been reviewed and approved by City

Risk Management

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves the lease amendment between the City of Modesto and Avis Rent

A Car System, LLC.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute the Agreement.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 6th day ofNovember, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Burnside, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

BY:C4-#~~
ADAM LINDGREN, lnte· City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-397

RESOLUTION APPROVING AN AIRPORT LEASE AGREEMENT WITH
BUDGET RENT A CAR SYSTEMS, INC. AS A CAR RENTAL CONCESSION AT
THE MODESTO CITY-COUNTY AIRPORT AND AUTHORIZING THE CITY
MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO EXECUTE THE AGREEMENT

WHEREAS, Budget Rent A Car Systems, Inc. seeks to be a concessioner at the

Modesto City-County Airport, and

WHEREAS, Budget Rent A Car Systems, Inc. concession lease agreement

indicates they will share counter space with Avis Rent A Car System, LLC, and

WHEREAS, Budget Rent A Car Systems, Inc. agrees to pay a monthly

commission of7.8% of monthly gross auto sales or $12,000 per year, whichever is

greater, and

WHEREAS, the first year annual revenue from Budget Rent A Car Systems, Inc.

concession is estimated between $15,000-$20,000 in new revenue, and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves the Concession Lease Agreement between the City of Modesto

and Budget Rent A Car Systems, Inc.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute the Agreement.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 6th day ofNovember, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Burnside, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM: _

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

By: ~ ~~
ADAM LINDGREN, lnte m CIty Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-398

A RESOLUTION RESCINDING RESOLUTION 2013-261 AND RE-APPROVING
THE WOODGLEN SPECIFIC PLAN FOR THE DEVELOPMENT OF
APPROXIMATELY 72 NET ACRES LOCATED NORTH OF PELANDALE
AVENUE, EAST OF CARVER ROAD, SOUTH OF BANGS AVENUE AND
WEST OF TULLY ROAD, WITH THE ADDED REQUIREMENT TO COMPLY
WITH LAFCO'S AGRICULTURAL PRESERVATION POLICY (FITZPATRICK
HOMES)

WHEREAS, Government Code Section 65450 et. seq. permits cities and counties

to adopt Specific Plans for the systematic implementation ofthe General Plan and to

provide for greater level of detail in planning sites or areas of special interest or value,

and

WHEREAS, the Modesto Urban Area General Plan includes a policy that requires

the preparation ofa comprehensive plan for all Comprehensive Planning Districts, and

WHEREAS, the Modesto Urban Area General Plan allows the implementation of

a comprehensive plan through specific plans, as defined by Government Code Section

65450 et. seq., and

WHEREAS, the Woodglen Specific Plan is located in the southeast portion of the

Kiernan/Carver Comprehensive Planning District that consists of a total of 1,380 acres,

and

WHEREAS, in November of2005, the Woodglen Specific Plan ("Project")

application was filed by Fitzpatrick Homes ("Applicant"), to allow for the development

ofapproximately 80 gross acres located north of Pelandale Avenue, east ofCarver Road,

South of Bangs Avenue and west ofTully Road ("Property"), and
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WHEREAS, the proposed Woodglen Specific Plan includes approximately 55 net

acres of single-family residential land use with a buildout potential of353 dwelling units,

eight (8) net acres of multi-family residential land use with a buildout potential of 180

dwelling units, nine (9) net acres ofopen space, and interior roadways, and

WHEREAS, a Final Environmental Impact Report was prepared for the

Woodglen Specific Plan (SCH No. 2007042087) which analyzed the potential

environmental effects of the proposed Project, and

WHEREAS, on June 17,2013, the Planning Commission held a duly noticed

public hearing in the Tenth Street Place Chambers located at 1010 Tenth Street, Modesto,

California, at which hearing evidence both oral and documentary relating to this proposed

Woodglen Specific Plan was considered, and

WHEREAS, after said public hearing, the Modesto City Planning Commission

adopted Resolution No. 2013-09, recommending to the City Council an approval of the

Woodglen Specific Plan, and

WHEREAS, the final adopted specific plan will include a note that future

development will be subject to review against applicable design guidelines to ensure

architecturally sensitive placement of roof-mounted solar panels and/or other

photovoltaic equipment, and

WHEREAS, said matter was set for a public hearing of the City Council to be

held on July 9, 2013, in the Tenth Street Place Chambers located at 1010 10th Street,

Modesto, California, at which date and time said duly noticed public hearing of the

Council was held for the purpose of receiving public comment on the proposed

Woodglen Specific Plan, and
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WHEREAS, on July 9, 2013, the City Council adopted Resolution No. 2013-261

approving the Woodglen Specific Plan, and

WHEREAS, on September 25, 2013, the Stanislaus Local Agency Formation

Commission (LAFCo) considered the project applicant's request for annexation to the

City of Modesto and continued the matter to December 4,2013, for the purpose of

providing time for the City of Modesto to require the project to comply with the LAFCo

Agricultural Preservation Policy, and

WHEREAS, in a letter dated October 4, 2013, the project applicant's

representative requests that the City of Modesto impose a requirement that the project

comply with the LAFCo Policy.

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

Modesto that it hereby finds as follows:

1. The proposed Woodglen Specific Plan is consistent with the Modesto
Urban Area General Plan, because:

a. The proposed specific plan complies with the requirement to
prepare a comprehensive plan for Comprehensive Planning
Districts; and

b. The proposed development of the Property is consistent with
the Village Residential designation for the site; and

c. The location of the Property immediately adjacent to the
existing City limits and within the Sphere of Influence is
consistent with Urban Growth Policy II.C.I.b., which states
"Urban development should be kept as contiguous as
possible in order to avoid premature urbanization of valuable
farm land, foster resident convenience, and provide for
economy in City services."

2. The proposed Woodglen Specific Plan is consistent with the Final
Environmental Impact Report for the Woodglen Specific Plan Project
(SCH No. 2007042087) and has been adequately analyzed by the ErR.
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BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that Modesto City Council Resolution No. 2013-

261 is hereby rescinded.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto that the

Woodglen Specific Plan, on file in the office of the Community and Economic

Development Department and incorporated herein by reference, is hereby adopted.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED by the Council that the City Clerk is hereby

authorized and directed to send certified copies of this resolution and said Woodglen

Specific Plan to the Board of Supervisors of the County of Stanislaus.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto that prior

to issuance of any grading permit, issuance of any building permit or recording of any

final map for the Woodglen project, whichever occurs first, the applicant shall provide

proof of recordation a minimum of73.68 acres of permanent agricultural easement on

lands of equal or better soil quality to the Woodglen project site, with a dependable and

sustainable supply of irrigation water and located within Stanislaus County, and not

already effectively encumbered by a conservation easement of any nature - or payment

of an equivalent in-lieu fee to the City or an established, qualified public or non-profit

agency that has the legal and technical ability to hold and administer agricultural

preservation easements.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the project applicant shall indemnify, defend,

and hold harmless the City of Modesto, its agents, officers, and employees from any and

all claims, actions, or proceedings against the City of Modesto, its agents, officers, and

employees to attack, set aside, void, or annul, any approval by the City of Modesto and

its advisory agency, appeal board, or a legislative body concerning the specific plan (File
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No. P-SPL-04-001). The City of Modesto shall promptly notify the applicant of any

claim, action, or proceeding and shall cooperate fully in the defense. If the City fails to

do so, the applicant shall not thereafter be responsible to defend, indemnify, or hold City

harmless.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 6th day ofNovember, 2013, by Councilmember Cogdill,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Lopez,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES:

NOES:

ABSENT:

(SEAL)

Councilmembers:

Councilmembers:

Councilmembers:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

APPROVED AS TOFO~

By: 6K- ~
ADAM LINDGREN, rnte m CIty Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-399

RESOLUTION FINDING THAT THE FOLLOWING PROJECT IS WITHIN THE
SCOPE OF THE PROJECT COVERED BY THE MODESTO WASTEWATER
MASTER PLAN MASTER ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT
(SCH#2006052076) AND GENERAL PLAN MASTER ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
REPORT (SCH# 2007072023): AREA 2 STORM DRAIN CROSS CONNECTION
REMOVAL PROJECT - PHASE 1 GARRISON PARK

WHEREAS, the Area 2 Storm Drain Cross Connection RemovalProject - Phase

1 Garrison Park is the first of four phases ofcross connection removal projects in the City

of Modesto as provided for by the City of Modesto Wastewater Master Plan, and

WHEREAS, Phase 1 Garrison Park proposes to remove three storm drain to

sewer cross-connections and twenty failed rock wells within a 24-acre tributary area, and

WHEREAS, in their place, approximately 3,600 feet of 24-inch and 30-inch storm

drain piping will be installed to convey storm runoff to an underground storm drainage

retention/infiltration system at Garrison Park, and

WHEREAS, on March 13,2007, the City Council, by Resolution No. 2007-178

certified the Final Wastewater Master Plan Master (WWMP) Environmental Impact

Report (SCH No. 2006052076, EAlPW2008-03) for the WWMP, and on October 14,

2008, by Resolution No. 2008-582, the City Council certified the Final Modesto Urban

Area General Plan Plan Master Environmental Impact Report (SCH No. 2007072023),

and

WHEREAS, the Utility Planning and Projects Department has prepared an Initial

Study, Enviromnental Assessment No. EAlUP&P 2013-04 for the proposed Area 2 Storm

Drain Cross Connection Removal Project - Phase 1 Garrison Park, which concluded that

the project is within the scope of the Final Wastewater Master Plan Master

Environmental Impact Report for the City of Modesto Wastewater Master Plan Update
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(SCH No. 2006052076, EAlPW2008-03), and the General Plan Master Environmental

Impact Report (SCH No. 2007072023) and that pursuant to Section 21157.1 of the Public

Resources Code, no new environmental review is required, and

WHEREAS, pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21081 and 21158(d), the

City of Modesto finds that no new effects could occur or no new mitigation measures

would be required, therefore the activity is within the scope of the project covered by the

Master EIR and no new environmental review is required, and

WHEREAS, in accordance with CEQA guidelines on July 26,2013, the City

caused to be published a 30-day notice of the City's intent to make a finding that the

proposed project conforms with the Master EIR, and

WHEREAS, said matter was considered by the City Council at a special meeting

on November 6, 2013, at 5:30 p.m., in the Tenth Street Place Chambers, 1010 Tenth

Street, Modesto, California,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it has reviewed and considered the Initial Study prepared for the proposed Project, a

copy of which is attached hereto as Exhibit"A" and incorporated herein by reference,

and based on the substantial evidence included in said Initial Study makes the following

findings:

1. The type ofproject is described in Chapter II of the Wastewater Master Plan
Master EIR.

2. All applicable policies, regulations, and mitigation measures identified in the
Wastewater Master Plan Master EIR and Modesto General Plan Master EIR
have been applied to the project.

1l/0612013IUP&P/JFrancolJte~ 13 2 2013-399



3. An Initial Study, EAlUP&P 2013-04, was prepared by the City of Modesto
that analyzed whether the subsequent project may cause any significant effect
on the environment that was not examined in the Wastewater Master Plan
Master ElR and the General Plan Master EIR and whether the subsequent
project was described in the Master EIRs and is within the scope of the Master
EIRs.

4. Based on the Initial Study, the City ofModesto finds and determines:

a. The proposed subsequent project will have no
additional significant effect on the environment, as
defined in subdivision (d) of Section 21158 ofthe
Public Resources Code that was not identified in and
mitigated through the Master ElRs.

b. No new or additional mitigation measures or alternatives are required.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto that the

Director of Utility Planning and Projects is hereby authorized and directed to file a notice

of determination within five (5) business days with the Stanislaus County Clerk, pursuant

to Section 21152 of the Public Resources Code.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting ofthe Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 6th day ofNovember, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Gunderson, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

,
APPROVED AS TO FORM:

By: &e ;:;z:~.-->
ADAM LINDGREN,Int~ Attorney

11/06/2013IUP&P/JFranco/ltem 13 4 2013-399



III0612013IUP&P/JFrancolltem 13

Exhibit nAn

INITIAL STUDY
EAlUP&P 2013-04

5 2013-399



City of Modesto

Finding of Conformance to
Wastewater Master Plan Master EIR:

Initial Study Environmental Checklist
EAjUP&P No. 2013-04

For the proposed:

Area 2 Storm Drain Cross Connection Removal Project -
Phase I Garrison Park

Prepared by:
City of Modesto

Utility Planning and Projects Department

July 2013

Updated: July 2013



(Intentional Blank Page)

Updated: July 2013



City of Modesto
Wastewater Master Plan Master EIR

Initial Study Environmental Checklist

I. PURPOSE

CEQA allows for the limited environmental review of subsequent projects under the City's Wastewater
Master Plan Master Environmental Impact Report (SCH# 2006052076) ("Master EIR" or "MEIR") and
General Plan Master EIR (SCH# 2007072023). This Initial Study Environmental Checklist ("Initial
Study") is used in determining whether the Area 2 Storm Drain Cross Connection Removal Project -
Phase I Garrison Park is "within the scope" of the project analyzed in the Wastewater Master Plan
Master ErR and General Plan Master EIR (Public Resources Code section 21157.1). If the Initial Study
supports this conclUSion, the City will issue a finding of conformance.

A subsequent project is "within the scope" of a Master EIR when:

1. it will have no additional significant effects on the environment that were not addressed as
significant effects in the Master EIR; and

2. no new or additional mitigation measures or alternatives are required.

"Additional significant effects" means a project-specific effect that was not addressed as a significant
effect in the Master EIR. [Public Resources Code Section 21158(d)]

This analysis is tiered from the 2007 Wastewater Master Plan Master EIR (SCH #2006052076) and
from the Urban Area General Plan Master EIR (SCH #2007072023).

II. PROJECT DESCRIPTION

A. Title: Area 2 Storm Drain Cross Connection Removal Project - Phase I Garrison Park

B. Address or Location: Modesto, Stanislaus County. The Area 2 Storm Drain Cross Connection
Removal Project - Phase I Garrison Park is within the area generally bounded by Pearl Street
to the north, Martin Avenue/Grape Avenue to the west, 9th Street/Princeton Avenue to the
South and Del Vale Avenue to the east. Within Stanislaus County. Latitude: 37.666 N,
Longitude: 121.022 W. A location map is attached as Figure 1.

Applicant: City of Modesto
Utility Planning and Projects Department
1010 Tenth Street, Suite 4600
P. O. Box 642
Modesto, CA 95353

D. City Contact Person:

Project Manager: Jesse Franco, Acting Senior Civil Engineer
Department: Utility Planning and Projects Department
Phone Number: (209) 571-5175
E-mail address:jfranco@modestogov.com

City of Modesto
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E. Current General Plan Designation(s): N/A

F. Current Zoning Classification(s): N/A

G. Surrounding Land Uses: Construction activities will take place in surrounding existing
residential neighborhoods, parks and schools. The residential land uses are predominantly
single family residential uses with some duplex and medium density residential uses near
some of the existing cross connection removal areas.

H. Project Description:

The Area 2 Storm Drain Cross Connection Removal Project - Phase I Garrison Park is the
first of four phases of cross connection removal projects in the City of Modesto. Phase I
Garrison Park proposes to remove three storm drains to sewer cross-connections and twenty
failed rock wells within a 24-acre tributary area. In their place, approximately 3,600 feet of 24-
inch and 3D-inch storm drain piping will be installed to convey storm runoff to an underground
storm drainage retentionlinfiltration system at Garrison Park.

Currently, the cross-connections provide storm water drainage for residents and businesses
within the defined 24-acre area. These cross connections capture excess storm water which
then flows to the City's primary wastewater treatment facility. These storm drain/sanitary
sewer connections reduce localized neighborhood flooding and increase the volume of wet
weather flows in the sanitary sewers and treatment plants. During storm events, these
connections affect capacity in the sanitary sewer collection system and wastewater treatment
plants. The removal of these three cross connections will alleviate some of the wet weather
flows, (approximately 0.81 MGD) experienced by the sanitary sewer system, thereby carrying
out the proposed action to improve the City's sewer capacity through the removal of storm
drainage cross connections identified and established by the City's 2007 Wastewater Master
Plan.

The re-routed storm water runoff will be conveyed through storm drain pipes to Garrison Park
where it will be stored in an underground storage system. The storage system will provide
retention of storm water for a 1~O-year, 6-day storm event. Storm water will be pre-treated to
remove trash, sediment, oil, grease, and other substances prior to infiltration and eventual
recharge of groundwater.

Approximately 1 acre of the Garrison park land will be affected by construction of this
proposed project. The area affected will involve the temporary removal of turf areas and
irrigation systems. The placement of underground storage facilities may also require the
removal of some play structures and trees. Upon completion of the underground retention
storage facilities, the park will be restored with new turf and irrigation systems, new baseball
field, multipurpose field, basketball court, and site furnishings. Proposed concrete paving to
be used for maintenance vehicle access to the pre-treatment device will be constructed with
permeable concrete. Any trees removed will be replaced on-site with a 1:1 mitigation ratio or
another standard established by the city such as the heritage tree ordinance, whichever is
greater. Replacement trees shall be consistent with the City's adopted Tree Master Planting
List.

The 1~O-year storm drainage retention volume for the Garrison Park facility will be 5.0 acre
feet. This capacity is based on a rainfall of 5.6 inches, the 100-year/6 day storm. The design
percolation rate for the Garrison Park facility is 4.5 inches per hour. A horizontal control plan
showing the location of facilities to be installed in Garrison Park is attached as Figure 2 as well
as a cross section view of the underground storage facility as Figure 3.
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Described in Master EIR: Improvements to the City's wastewater collection system, including
the removal of storm drainage cross-connections and installation of alternative facilities for
the collection and disposal of storm water, was contemplated in the City's Wastewater Master
Plan Master EIR. Chapter I identifies upgrades to the collection system, including removal of
storm water cross-connections, which are considered subsequent projects. Chapter II's
overview of the project elaborates on the need for collection system improvements, which are
included in the Wastewater Master Plan Update. Chapter II's project description identifies the
location of needed facilities, including cross-connections to be removed. Subsequent
engineering has modified this design to more specifically identify cross-connections and the
needed facilities for the handling of storm water. The nature of the work remains the same.

To the extent that the proposed removal of cross connections has the potential to cause
impacts related to greenhouse gases or to cultural resources, such potential impacts were
evaluated in the General Plan Master EIR and mitigation measures in the General Plan Master
EIR would be applied to the cross connection removal project to mitigate potential impacts to
a less-than-significant level.

I. Other Public Agencies Whose Approval is Required:

None
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FIGURE 2 - HORIZONTAL CONTORL PLAN
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FIGURE 3 - UNDERGROUND STORAGE SYSTEM CROSS SECTION

WATER ENTERS
STORM DRAINAGE
CATCH BASINS ALONG
ROAD CURB LINE.

WATER ENTERS THE
SITE THROUGH A
WATER TREATMENT
DEVICE TO REMOVE
SEDIMENT, OilS, AND
DEBRIS.

STORMWATER MANAGEMENT SYSTEM DIAGRAM

SECTION VIEW
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III. FINDINGS/DETERMINATION (SELECT ONE ON THE BASIS OF THE ANALYSIS
IN SECTION IV)

1.lWithin the Scope - The project is within the scope of the Wastewater Master Plan Master
EIR and General Plan Master EIR and no new environmental document or Public Resources
Code Section 21081 findings are required. All of the following statements are found to be true:

A. The subsequent project will have no additional significant effect on the environment,
as defined in subdivision (d) of Section 21158 of the Public Resources Code that was
not identified in and mitigated through the Master EIRs.

B. No new or additional mitigation measures or alternatives are required.

C. The subsequent project is within the scope of the project covered by the Master EIRs.

D. All applicable poliCies, regulations, and mitigation measures identified in the Master
EIRs have been applied to the subsequent project or otherwise made conditions of
approval of the subsequent project.

2. __ Mitigated Negative Declaration Required - On the basis of the above determinations,
the project is not within the scope of the Wastewater Master Plan Master EIR and General
Plan Master EIR. A mitigated negative declaration will be prepared for the project. The
following statements are all found to be true:

A. The subsequent project is within the scope of the project covered by the Master EIR.

B. All applicable policies, regulations, and mitigation measures identified in the Master EIR
have been applied to the subsequent project or otherwise made conditions of approval
of the subsequent project.

C. The project will have one or more potential new significant effects on the' environment
that were not addressed as significant effects in the Master EIR. New or additional
mitigation measures are being required of the project that will reduce the effects to a
less-than-significant level.

3.__ Focused EIR Required- On the basis of the above determinations, the project is not within
the scope of the Wastewater Master Plan Master EIR and General Plan Master EIR. A Focused
EIR will be prepared for the project. All of the following statements are found to be true:

A. The subsequent project is within the scope of the project covered by the Master EIR.

B. All applicable policies, regulations, and mitigation measures identified in the Master EIR
have been applied to the subsequent project or otherwise made conditions of approval
of the subsequent project.

C. The project will have one or more new significant effects on the environment that were
not addressed as Significant effects in the Master EIR. New or additional mitigation
measures or alternatives are required as a result.

--1'esse Franco

City of Modesto
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4. Within the Scope Analysis of this Document:

The Wastewater Master Plan Master EIR and General Plan Master EIR allow projects to be found
within the scope of the MEIRs if certain criteria are met. If the following statements are found to be
true for all impact categories included in this Initial Study, then the proposed project is addressed by
the analyses contained in the Master EIRs and is within the scope of the Master EIRs. Any "No"
response must be discussed.

YES NO

(1) The lead agency for subsequent projects shall be the City of Modesto or a responsible
X 0agency identified in the Wastewater Master Plan MEIR and the General Plan MEIR.

(2) City policies which reduce, avoid, or mitigate environmental effects will continue to be in
effect and, therefore, would be applied to subsequent projects where appropriate. The
policies are described in the list of policies in place and mitigation measures attached to X 0
the Initial Study template. Project impacts would be mitigated to a less-than-significant
level using Wastewater Master Plan MEIR and General Plan MEIR mitigations only.

(3) Federal, State, regional, and Stanislaus County regulations do not change in a manner
that is less restrictive on development than current law (i.e., would not offer the same

X 0level of protection assumed under the Wastewater Master Plan Master EIR and General
Plan Master EIR).

(4) No specific information concerning the known or potential presence of significant
resources is identified in future reports, or through formal or informal input received from X 0
responsible or trustee agencies or other qualified sources.

(5) The development will occur within the boundaries of the City's planning area as
X 0established in this Urban Area General Plan.

(6) Development within the project will comply with all appropriate mitigation measures
contained and enumerated in the Wastewater Master Plan Master EIR and General Plan X 0
Master EIR.

Discussion:

(1) The City of Modesto was the lead agency for the Wastewater Master Plan, the 2007
Wastewater Master Plan Master EIR, the General Plan, the 2008 General Plan Master EIR, and
is the lead agency for construction and operation of all wastewater systern improvements.
Each contract is approved at the sole discretion of the City Council of the City of Modesto.

(2, 6) All relevant and appropriate policies and mitigation measures identified in the Wastewater
Master Plan Master EIR and the General Plan Master EIR have been applied to the
construction, operation, and maintenance of the Area 2 Storm Drain Cross Connection
Removal Project - Phase I Garrison Park.

(3) Relevant Federal, State, regional, and County regulations have not become less restrictive
since the Wastewater Master Plan Master EIR and General Plan Master EIR were certified.

(4) City staff is not aware of new information concerning the presence of significant resources in
the project area. The General Plan Master EIR discloses information about such resources, as
it is known at this time.

(5) The Area 2 Stonm Drain Cross Connection Removal Project - Phase I Garrison Park lies within
the sewer service area of the City of Modesto.

City of Modesto
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5. Currency of the Master EIR Document

The MEIR should be reviewed on a regular basis to determine its currency, and whether additional
analysis/mitigation should be incorporated into the MEIR via a Supplemental or Subsequent EIR
(CEQA Section 211S7.6). Staff has reviewed the Wastewater Master Plan MEIR and the General Plan
MEIR in light of the criteria listed below to determine whether the Master EIRs are current. The
analysis contained within the Master EIRs is current as long as the following circumstances have not
changed. Any "no" response must be explained.

YES NO

(1) Certification of the Wastewater Master Plan Master ElR and General Plan Master ElR
occurred less than five years prior to the filing of the application for this subsequent 0 X
project.

(2) This project is described in the Wastewater Master Plan Master ErR and General Plan
Master ErR and the project's approval will not affect the adequacy of the Wastewater

X 0Master Plan Master ErR or General Plan Master ElR for any subsequent project because
the City can make the following findings:

(a) No substantial changes have occurred with respect to the circumstances under which X 0the Wastewater Master Plan Master ErR and General Plan MEIR were certified.

(b) No new information, which was not known and could not have been known at the time
the Wastewater Master Plan MEIR and General Plan MElR were certified as complete, X 0
has become available.

(c) Policies remain in effect which require Site-specific mitigation, and avoidance or other
X 0mitigation of impacts as a prerequisite to future development.

Discussion:

(1) The City of Modesto has reviewed the Wastewater Master Plan Master EIR that was certified in
February 2007 and the 2008 General Plan Master EIR that was certified in October 2008 and
has determined, as required by Public Resources Code Section 211S7.6(b) that (a) no
substantial changes have occurred with respect to the circumstances under which either of
these Master EIRs were certified, and (b) no new information, which was not known and could
not have been known at the time that these Master EIRs were certified as complete, has
become available.

(2) The removal of storm drain cross-connections and construction of facilities to handle drainage
is specifically described in the Wastewater Master Plan Master EIR. The project addresses the
removal of cross-connections specifically as assumed in the analysis and project description of
the Wastewater Master Plan and is consistent with the envisioned development described in
the General Plan Master EIR.

(a) No substantial changes have occurred with respect to the circumstances under which
these Master EIRs were certified. The City of Modesto has seen almost no increase in
development since the Master EIRs were certified.

(b) The City of Modesto is not aware of new information relating to potential
environmental impacts that was not known at the time the Master EIRs were certified.

(c) All relevant mitigation measures identified in the Wastewater Master Plan Master EIR
and the greenhouse gas and archaeological/historical portions of the General Plan
Master EIR will be applied to the proposed project, as described below.

City of Modesto
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IV. ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS

This Initial Study, in accordance with Section 21157.1(b) of the Public Resources Code, discloses
whether the proposed project may cause any project-specific significant effect on the environment
that was not examined in the Final Master EIR (MEIR) for the General Plan and whether new or
additional mitigation measures or alternatives may be required as a result. The Initial Study thereby
documents whether or not the project is "within the scope" of the Master EIR.

Pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21157.1, no new environmental document or findings are
necessary for projects that are determined to be within the scope of the MEIR. Adoption of the
findings specified in Section IILl, above after completion of the Initial Study fulfills the City's
obligation in that Situation.

All environmental effects cited reflect conditions resulting from the Wastewater Master Plan, as
identified in the Master EIR.

The environmental impact analysis in the Master EIR for the Wastewater Master Plan is organized in
eleven subject areas. The following analysis is based on the impact analyses contained in Chapter IV
of the Master EIR. For ease of reference, the sections are numbered in the same order as the
analyses in Chapter IV.

City of Modesto
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1. LAND USE, PLANS, AND POLICIES

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Master EIR identifies the potential impacts on land use and their associated mitigation measures.
Refer to pages IV.A.i to IV.A.iS in the Wastewater master Plan MEIR for details.

Direct Impacts

Impact A.i: Proposed improvements to the wastewater collection system in the vicinity of
established or planned land uses could create land use compatibility conflicts. (Less than significant)

No mitigation measures identified.

Impact A.2: The proposed project includes the construction and/or rehabilitation of portions of
sewer lines under the watercourses or near the banks of the Tuolumne River or Dry Creek that could
conflict with land use plans and policies. (Less than Significant)

No mitigation measures identified.

Impact A.3: Proposed improvements to the Primary Plant in the vicinity of established or planned
land uses could create land use compatibility conflicts. (Less than significant)

No mitigation measures identified.

Impact A.4: Proposed improvements to the Secondary Plant and Ranch could result in land use
compatibility conflicts. (Less than significant)

No mitigation measures identified.

Impact A.S: Proposed improvements to the wastewater collection and treatment system could
conflict with applicable land use plans and policies. (Less than significant)

No mitigation measures identified.

Cumulative Impacts

No cumulative impacts were disclosed in the Wastewater Master Plan Master EIR.

b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

No mitigation measures related to land use, plans, and policies are proposed in the Wastewater
Master Plan Master EIR.

Discussion:

There are no mitigation measures proposed in the Wastewater Master Plan Master EIR because no
significant impacts on land use were identified. No new or additional mitigation measures or
alternatives are required to reduce project impacts to a less-than-significant level.
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c. Project-Specific Effects

Section N.A of the Wastewater Master Plan Master EIR identifies the potential impacts of
implementing the Wastewater Master Plan on land use, plans, and policies. The following is an
analysis of whether the proposed project would result in a new, significant, project-specific effect not
disclosed in the Wastewater Master Plan Master EIR.

Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds. The
project-specific effects will be less than significant if impacts are equal to or less than impacts
disclosed in the Wastewater Master Plan Master EIR. New impacts may result in new mitigation.

Potentially
Significant No Significant less Than
Impact, as Impact with Significant or

Compared to MEIR No
MEIR Mitigation Impact

1. LAND USE, PLANS, AND POLICIES

1) Proposed improvements to the wastewater
collection system in the vicinity of established or 0 0 !Z;J
planned land uses could create land use
compatibility conflicts.

2) The proposed project includes the construction
and/or rehabilitation of portions of sewer Iines

0 0 !Z;Junder the watercourses or near the banks of the
Tuolumne River or Dry Creek that could conflict
with land use plans and poliCies.

3) Proposed improvements to the Primary Plant in
0 0 !Z;Jthe vicinity of established or planned land uses

could create land use compatibility conflicts.

4) Proposed improvements to the Secondary Plant
0 0 !Z;Jand Ranch could result in land use compatibility

conflicts.

5) Proposed improvements to the wastewater
collection and treatment system could conflict with 0 0 !Z;J
applicable land use plans and poliCies.

Discussion:

(1) All proposed facilities are underground, to include an underground storm drainage
retention/disposal facility in Garrison Park and piping to convey the storm water to the facility.
No impact is expected and no mitigation is proposed.

(2) The proposed project does not include construction in or near either the Tuolumne River or
Dry Creek. No impact on these waterways will result from the projects and no mitigation is
necessary.
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(3-4) The proposed project does not involve any changes to either the Primary or Secondary Plants.
Therefore, no land use compatibility impacts in the vicinity of the Primary or Secondary Plant
will occur and no mitigation is necessary.

(5) Sewer and storm drainage infrastructure are a normal and necessary part of municipal
services. The project as proposed would have no additional impact on surrounding land uses
than that disclosed in the Wastewater Master Plan MEIR.

2. AGRICULTURAL RESOURCES

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Wastewater Master Plan Master EIR identifies the potential impacts on agricultural resources and
their associated mitigation measures. Refer to pages IV.B.1 to IV.B.ll in the Wastewater Master Plan
MEIR for details.

Direct Impacts

Impact B.1: Construction of Collection System Improvements would not result in the permanent
loss of Prime Farmland. (Less than significant)

No mitigation measures identified.

Impact B.2: Construction of the Phase IA tertiary treatment facilities at the Secondary Plant would
directly result in the permanent loss of Prime Farmland. (Significant and unavoidable)

Mitigation Measure B.2: Compensation for loss of farmland.

Cumulative Impacts

Impact B.3: Construction of the proposed project components within the Planned Urbanizing Area
would result in the cumulative loss of prime farmland. (Significant and unavoidable)

Mitigation Measure B.3: Compensation for loss of farmland through contribution to the
Farmland Conservancy Fun or an equivalent farmland preservation program.

b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

Mitigation measures related to agricultural resources are on pages IV.B.S to IV.B.ll in the
Wastewater Master Plan Master EIR.

Discussion:

No new or additional mitigation measures or alternatives are required to reduce project impacts to a
less-than-significant level.
c. Project-Specific Effects

Section IV.B of the Wastewater Master Plan Master EIR discloses impacts of implementing the
Wastewater Master Plan on agricultural resources. The following is an analysis of whether the
proposed project would result in a new, Significant, project-specific effect not disclosed in the
Wastewater Master Plan Master EIR.
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Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds. The
project-specific effects will be less than significant if impacts are equal to or less than impacts
disclosed in the Wastewater Master Plan Master EIR. New impacts may result in new mitigation.

Potentially
Significant No Significant Less Than
Impact, as Impact with Significant or

Compared to MEIR No
MEIR Mitigation Impact

2. AGRICULTURAL RESOURCES

1) Construction of Collection System Improvements
0 0 [2Jwould not result in the penmanent loss of Prime

Farmland.

2) Construction of the Phase IA tertiary treatment
0 0 [2Jfacilities at the Secondary Plant would directly result

in the permanent loss of Prime Farmland.

Cumulative Impacts:

3) Construction ofthe proposed project components 0 0 [2J
within the Planned Urbanizing Area would result in
the cumulative loss of prime fanmland.

Discussion:

(1) All construction would occur within eXisting rights-of-way and City park and would not affect
farmland. The project would not provide new capacity beyond that identified in the
Wastewater Master Plan Master EIR.

(2) The proposed project is unrelated to the Phase IA tertiary treatment facilities. No impact
related to that facility would occur as a result of these projects.

Cumulative impacts:

(3) All construction would occur within eXisting rights-of-way and City park and would not affect
farmland. The project would not provide new capacity beyond that identified in the
Wastewater Master Plan Master EIR. No cumulative impact on farmland is expected to occur
as a result of this project.

3. PARKS AND RECREATION

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Wastewater Master Plan Master EIR identifies the potential impacts on land use and their
associated mitigation measures. Refer to pages IV.e.1 to IV.e.S in the Wastewater Master Plan MEIR
for details.

Direct Impacts

Impact e.1: The Beard Brook Reliability Project could result in an increase in localized noise and
dust and restrict access and enjoyment of Beard Brook Park. (Less than Significant)
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No mitigation measures identified.

Impact C.2: Construction of a pipeline near the Dryden Municipal Golf Course could result in an
increase in localized noise and dust, and restrict access and enjoyment of this recreational facility.
(Less than significant)

No mitigation measures identified.

Impact C.3: The rehabilitation of the Primary Effluent Outfall could result in a temporary increase in
localized noise and dust, and could temporarily impair access and enjoyment of a park facility at the
southwest corner of West Hatch Road and Rancho Encantado Lane. (Less than significant)

No mitigation measures identified.

Cumulative Impacts

No cumulative impacts were disclosed in the Master EIR.

b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

No mitigation measures related to parks and recreation use are proposed in the Master EIR.

Discussion:

No mitigation measures proposed in the Wastewater Master Plan MEIR because no significant impacts
on parks and recreation were identified. No new or additional mitigation measures or alternatives are
required to reduce project impacts to a less-than-significant level.

c. Project-Specific Effects

Section IV.C of the Wastewater Master Plan MEIR identifies the potential impacts of implementing the
Wastewater Master Plan on parks and recreation. The following is an analysis of whether the
proposed project would result in a new, significant, project-specific effect not disclosed in the
Wastewater Master Plan MEIR.

Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds. The
project-specific effects will be less than significant if impacts are equal to or less than impacts
disclosed in the Wastewater Master Plan Master EIR. New impacts may result in new mitigation.

Potentially
Significant
Impact, as

Compared to
MEIR

3. PARKS AND RECREATION

1) The Beard Brook Reliability Project could result in
0an increase in localized noise and dust and restrict

access and enjoyment of Beard Brook Park.

2) Construction of a pipeline near the Dryden
Municipal Golf Course could result in an increase in

0
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Potentially
Significant No Significant Less Than
Impact, as Impact with Significant or

Compared to MEIR No
MEIR Mitigation Impact

localized noise and dust, and restrict access and
enjoyment of this recreational facility.

3) The rehabilitation of the Primary Effluent Outfall
could result in a temporary increase in localized
noise and dust, and could temporarily impair access D D X
and enjoyment of a park facility at the southwest
corner of West Hatch Road and Rancho Encantado
Lane.

Discussion:

(1-3) The project is not a part of the Beard Brook Reliability project, does not involve work in or
near Dryden golf course, and is not a part of the Primary Effluent Outfall. The project
includes a component occurring within Garrison Park and will have a temporary effect during
the course of construction. The design of the project provides for an underground storage
facility affecting approximately 1 acre of the park area. The area affected includes the removal
of turf areas and irrigation systems. The placement of underground storage facilities may also
require the temporary removal of some play structures and trees. Upon completion of the
underground retention storage facilities, the park will be rehabilitated with new turf and
irrigation systems, new baseball field, multipurpose field, basketball court, and site
furnishings. Proposed concrete paving to be used for maintenance vehicle access to the pre­
treatment device will be constructed with permeable concrete. Any trees removed will be
replaced on-site at a 1:1 ratio or other standard established by the City such as the heritage
tree ordinance, whichever is greater. Replacement trees will be consistent with the City's
adopted Tree Master Planting List. Thus the project design incorporates measures to ensure
that the effect on parks and recreation is temporary and is less than Significant. No additional
mitigation is required.

4. WATER QUALITY AND HYDROLOGY

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Master EIR identifies the potential impacts on water quality and hydrology and the associated
mitigation measures. Refer to pages IV.D.l to IV.DA1 in the MEIR for details.

Direct Impacts

Impact 0.1: Excavation and construction activities could cause erosion and/or result in chemical
releases causing degradation of water quality in nearby surface water and/or groundwater bodies.
(Less than significant with mitigation)

Mitigation Measure 0.1: The aty shall prepare a SWPPP designed to reduce potential
impacts to surface water quality through the construction period of all of the project
components (whether or not the particular portion of the project disturbs more than one
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acre). The SWPPP shall emphasize measures designed to minimize erosion and off-site
sedimentation during improvements to the collection system and installation of the new
outfall.

Impact 0.2: Elimination of the cross-connections between the stormwater drainage system and the
wastewater collections system could result in localized flooding. (Less than Significant with
mitigation)

Mitigation Measure D.2: Each proposed cross-connection elimination project shall be carefully
designed to ensure that existing flooding problems are not exacerbated. If the proposed
solution (either temporary or permanent) is not fully compliant with the City standards for
stormwater conveyance, then it shall be demonstrated through detailed hydraulic analysis that
the proposed solution does not make existing flooding problems worse.

Impact 0.3: Implementation of the proposed project that does not match the rate of growth may
result in an incremental increase in operation-period surface water quality degradation due to the
deficient effluent disposal system. (Significant and unavoidable)

Mitigation Measure D.3: Deficient effluent disposal system.
The City should continue to investigate the feasibility of near-term solutions: 1) additional
land application of effluent, 2) expansion of storage capacity, and 3) conservation measures.

Impact 0.4: Implementation of the proposed project may result in operation-period surface water
quality degradation due to pollutant loading associated with treated wastewater discharges.
(Significant and unavoidable)

Mitigation Measure D.4: To mitigate the potential impacts to San Joaquin River water quality
associated with the expansion of treated wastewater capacity, the City shall conduct an
antidegradation study as set forth above. The study shall be conducted in accordance with all
applicable State and Federal anti-degradation policy standards.
NOTE: Modesto is in compliance with this mitigation measure, having prepared an
antidegradation study (Stormwater Management Program Antidegradation Analysis, Larry
Walker Associates, October 2008) as part of the renewal of the City's 2008 NPDES permit
(CAS083S26).

Impact 0.5: Implementation of the proposed project may result in operation-period surface water
quality degradation during daily operations and/or during flooding of the Primary Plant and sludge
drying area. (Significant)

Mitigation Measure 0.5/0.5 Cal: To mitigate the potential impacts to local flooding
conditions associated with placement of fill and construction of the flood walls proposed by
the project, the City shall retain a qualified registered civil engineer or licensed architect to
conduct the appropriate floodplain studies in compliance with Modesto Municipal Code Section
9-4.406 to determine whether the proposed floodplain encroachments could be constructed
without increasing base flood elevations upstream or downstream of the Primary Plant. If the
studies indicate that base flood elevations would increase, then other appropriate channel
modifications shall be considered. If there are no feasible options to offset increases in base
flood elevations, then the proposed fill placement and flood walls will not be constructed and
the impact to water quality (Impact D.S) would be significant and unavoidable.

Impact 0.6: The proposed increase in application of wastewater and biosolids to land would not
Significantly affect regional groundwater quality. (Less than Significant)
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No mitigation is necessary.

Impact 0.7: Implementation of the project would not result in depletion of groundwater resources.
(Less than significant)

No mitigation is necessary.

Impact 0.8: The project would include construction activities within the San Joaquin River channel
and on nearby levees and would include placement of a permanent structure in the San Joaquin River
channel. These activities could affect river flow patterns and degrade water quality. (Less than
significant with mitigation)

Mitigation Measure 0.8: To the extent feaSible, all instream excavation and construction
activities shall be conducted during low flow conditions in the river and work within the wetted
channel will be avoided. The design of the new outfall and diffuser shall aVOid, to the extent
feasible, permanent features that extend above the active streambed that could cause flow
disruption and scour. (See also impacts on biological resources and mitigation measures.)

Cumulative Impacts

No cumulative impacts were disclosed in the Master EIR.

b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

Mitigation measures related to water quality and hydrology are on pages IV.D.26 to IV.D.41 in the
Wastewater Master Plan Master EIR.

Discussion:

No new or additional mitigation measures or alternatives are required to reduce project impacts to a
less-than-significant level.

c. Project-Specific Effects

Section IV.D of the Wastewater Master Plan MEIR identifies the potential impacts of implementing the
Wastewater Master Plan on land use, plans, and policies. The following is an analysis of whether the
proposed project would result in a new, Significant, project-specific effect not disclosed in the
Wastewater Master Plan MEIR.

Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds. The
project-specific effects will be less than significant if impacts are equal to or less than impacts
disclosed in the Wastewater Master Plan Master EIR. New impacts may result in new mitigation.

Potentially
Significant
Impact, as

Compared to
MEIR

4. WATER QUALITY AND HYDROLOGY

1) Excavation and construction activities could 0
City of Modesto
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Potentially
Significant No Significant less Than
Impact, as Impact with Significant or

Compared to MEIR No
MEIR Mitigation Impact

cause erosion and/or result in chemical releases
causing degradation of water quality in nearby
surface water and/or groundwater bodies.

2) Elimination of the cross-connections between the
0 X 0stormwater drainage system and the wastewater

collections system could result in localized flooding.

3) Implementation of the proposed project that
does not match the rate of growth may result in an

0 0 C8Jincremental increase in operation-period surface
water quality degradation due to the deficient
effluent disposal system.

4) Implementation of the proposed project may
result in operation-period surface water quality
degradation due to pollutant loading associated with

0 0 C8J
treated wastewater discharqes.
5) Implementation of the proposed project may
result in operation-period surface water quality

0 0 C8Jdegradation during daily operations and/or during
flooding of the Primary Plant and sludge drying
area.
6) The proposed increase in application of
wastewater and biosolids to land would not 0 0 C8Jsignificantly affect regional groundwater quality.

7) Implementation of the project would not result in
0 0 C8Jdepletion of groundwater resources.

8) The project would include construction activities
within the San Joaquin River channel and on nearby
levees and would include placement of a permanent 0 0 C8Jstructure in the San Joaquin River channel. These
activities could affect river flow patterns and
degrade water Quality.

Discussion:

(1) Each of the project types evaluated in the Wastewater Master Plan Master EIR has the
potential to degrade surface or groundwater quality. Mitigation Measure 0.1 will be
implemented for the project as part of the construction plans and contract. This project and
its construction documents will be reviewed to ensure compliance with Modesto's approved
Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan.

(2) This project will eliminate cross-connections with the storm water drainage system. The
project design provides for an alternate system of storm water disposal of equal or better
effectiveness, consistent with and implementing WWMP MEIR Mitigation Measure 0.2,
therefore there will be no significant impact with the project as designed.

(3-4) The project will reduce the impact of storm water on the collection system and does not
increase the amount of sewer effluent that will be generated in the area served by the project.
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Project design provides that storm water will be handled within the area generated and with
no discharge to surface waters. Therefore, there will be no significant impact with the project
as designed.

(5-6) This impact relates to operation of the treatment plants. The project will not result in a
change in the operation of the treatment plants, nor will it increase the amount of sewage
being collected and treated, and will, in fact, reduce the volume of effluent during storm
events. No impact is anticipated and no mitigation is necessary.

(7) The project would have no effect on groundwater resources, consistent with the Wastewater
Master Plan Master EIR. No mitigation is necessary.

(8) This impact is related to construction activities at the treatment plant. Since the project will
have no effect on activity at the treatment plant, no impact on the San Joaquin River channel
will occur as a result of this project and no mitigation is necessary.

5. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Wastewater Master Plan MEIR identifies the potential impacts on biological resources and the
associated mitigation measures. Refer to pages IV.E.l to IV.E.37 in the Wastewater Master Plan
MEIR for details.

Direct Impacts

Impact E.l: Construction of project facilities along the Tuolumne River adjacent to the Primary
Plant, or in other riparian areas, could damage the habitat of the valley elderberry longhorn beetle.
(Less than significant with mitigation)

Mitigation Measure E.1.1: Perform pre-construction surveys.

Mitigation Measure E.1.2a: Agency coordination and consultation.

Mitigation Measure E.1.2b: Avoidance.

Impact E.2: Construction of project facilities could cause loss of occupied Burrowing Owl habitat.
(Less than significant with mitigation)

Mitigation Measure E.2.1: Avoidance.

Mitigation Measure E.2.2: Compensation for loss of Burrowing Owl habitat if a pre-
construction survey finds that Burrowing Owls occupy the site and avoidance is not feasible.

Impact E.3: Construction of project facilities could cause disturbance of nesting raptors. (Less than
Significant with mitigation)

Mitigation Measure E.3.1: Avoidance.

Mitigation Measure E.3.2:

City of Modesto
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Impact EA: Construction of the project facilities could cause impacts to biological resources and
regulated habitats of Dry Creek (Beard Brook) and of the Tuolumne River. (Less than significant with
mitigation)

Mitigation Measure EA.1: Pre-construction surveys and agency coordination.

Mitigation Measure EA.2: Implement mitigation for Special Status species that might be
identified during pre-construction surveys.

Impact E. 5: Construction of project facilities or development facilitated by construction of project
facilities could cause loss of Swainson's Hawk foraging habitat. (Less than significant with mitigation)

Mitigation Measure E.5: Compensation for loss of foraging habitat.

Impact E.6: Construction during Swainson's Hawk breeding season could result in the incidental
loss of fertile eggs or nestlings or otherwise lead to nest abandonment. (Less than significant with
mitigation)

Mitigation Measure E.6a: Perform pre-construction surveys.

Mitigation Measure E.6b: Nest trees should not be removed unless avoidance measures
are determined to be infeasible.

Impact E.7: Construction of improvements to the Secondary Plant may cause impacts to regulated
habitats. (Less than significant with mitigation)

Mitigation Measure E.7: Perform pre-construction surveys and agency coordination.

Impact E.8: Microtunneling could cause impacts to riparian habitats under the jurisdiction of the
California Department of Fish and Game and/or the U.s. Army Corps of Engineers. (Less than
significant with mitigation)

Mitigation Measure E.8: Perform pre-construction surveys and agency coordination.

Impact E.9: Construction activities could ·affect the habitat for Western Pond Turtles, the nesting
and foraging habitat for Loggerhead Shrikes, and foraging habitat for Short-Eared Owls, Northern
Harriers, and Tri-Colored Blackbirds. (Less than significant)

No mitigation is necessary.

Impact E.10: Construction of a new diffuser in the San Joaquin River, and additional discharges of
treated wastewater to the San Joaquin River from the Secondary Plant could affect the spawning
habitat or affect the health of the Sacramento Splittail. (Less than significant)

No mitigation is necessary.

Cumulative Impacts

Impact E.ll: Growth facilitated by the project would result in cumulative loss of Swainson's Hawk
and Burrowing Owl habitat. (Less than significant with mitigation)
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b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

Mitigation measures related to biological reso.urces are shown on pages IV.E.25 to IV.E.37 in the
Wastewater Master Plan Master EIR.

Discussion:

No new or additional mitigation measures or alternatives are required to reduce project impacts to a
less-than-significant level.

c. Project-Specific Effects

Section IV.E of the Wastewater Master Plan MEIR identifies the potential impacts of implementing the
Wastewater Master Plan on biological resources. The following is an analysis of whether the
proposed project would result in a new, significant, project-specific effect not disclosed in the
Wastewater Master Plan MEIR.

Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds. The
project-specific effects will be I~ss than significant if impacts are equal to or less than impacts
disclosed in the Wastewater Master Plan Master EIR. New impacts may result in new mitigation.

Potentially
Significant
Impact, as

Compared to
MEIR

5. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

1) Construction of project facilities along the
Tuolumne River adjacent to the Primary Plant, or in 0
other riparian areas, could damage the habitat of
the valley elderberry longhorn beetle.

2) Construction of project facilities could cause loss 0
of occupied Burrowing Owl habitat.

3) Construction of project facilities could cause 0
disturbance of nesting raptors.

4) Construction of the project facilities could cause
impacts to biological resources and regulated
habitats of Dry Creek (Beard Brook) and of the

0
Tuolumne River.
5) Construction of project facilities or development
facilitated by construction of project facilities could 0cause loss of Swainson's Hawk foraging habitat.

6) Construction during Swainson's Hawk breeding
season could result in the incidental loss of fertile 0eggs or nestlings or otherwise lead to nest
abandonment.
7) Construction of improvements to the Secondary 0Plant may cause impacts to regulated habitats.
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Potentially
Significant No Significant less Than
Impact, as Impact with Significant or

Compared to MEIR No
MEIR Mitigation Impact

8) Microtunneling could cause impacts to riparian
habitats under the jurisdiction of the California 0 0 X
Department of Fish and Game and/or the U.S. Army
Corps of Engineers.
9) Construction activities could affect the habitat for
Western Pond Turbes, the nesting and foraging

0 0habitat for Loggerhead Shrikes, and foraging X
habitat for Short-Eared Owls, Northern Harriers, and
Tri-Colored Blackbirds.
10) Construction of a new diffuser in the San
Joaquin River, and additional discharges of treated

0 0wastewater to the San Joaquin River from the X
Secondary Plant could affect the spawning habitat
or affect the health of the Sacramento Splittail.

Cumulative Impacts:
11) Growth facilitated by the project would result in 0 0 X
cumulative loss of Swainson's Hawk and Burrowing
Owl habitat.

Discussion:

(1) The project will have no impact on riparian habitat or riparian species as it is not located near
a natural watercourse. No mitigation is necessary.

(2) The project is located within existing street rights-of-way and park. The areas affected are not
suitable burrowing owl nesting habitat. No mitigation is necessary.

(3, 6) The project is located within existing street rights-of-way and park. The project site contains
no suitable raptor nest trees. No mitigation is necessary.

(4) The project is not in or affecting Beard Brook Park or the Tuolumne River. No mitigation is
necessary.

(5) The project is located within existing street rights-of-way and park. No hawk foraging habitat
exists within the project site. No mitigation is necessary.

(7-10) The project does not include any improvements to the Secondary Treatment Plant, Therefore,
no impacts on habitats at the Secondary Treatment Plant would result. Furthermore, neither
riparian habitats, riparian species, nor aquatic species will be affected by the project as the
project is not in or near these habitats. No mitigation is necessary.

Cumulative impacts:

(11) The project is located within existing street rights-of-way and park. The areas affected do not
include burrowing owl nesting habitat or Swainsons's hawk foraging habitat. The project is
antiCipated by and does not facilitate growth beyond that anticipated by the Wastewater
Master Plan EIR. No mitigation is necessary.
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6. TRANSPORTATION

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Wastewater Master Plan MEIR identifies the potential impacts on transportation and the
associated mitigation measures. Refer to pages IV.F.l to IV.F.12 in the Wastewater Master Plan
MEIR for details.

Direct Impacts

Impact F.l: Temporary reduction in roadway capacity and increased traffic delays. (Less than
significant)

No mitigation is necessary.

Impact F.2: Short-term traffic increases on roadways due to construction-related vehicle trips.
(Less than significant)

No mitigation is necessary.

Impact F.3: Increased potential for traffic safety hazards for vehicles, bicycliSts, and pedestrians on
public roadways during construction. (Less than significant)

No mitigation is necessary.

Impact F.4: Increases in vehicle trips to and from the facility sites for operation and maintenance.
(Less than significant)

No mitigation is necessary.

Cumulative Impacts

Impact F.5: The Wastewater Master Plan Update would accommodate growth that would cause
direct and cumulatively considerable traffic impacts identified in the Urban Area General Plan.

Mitigation Measure F.l: With implementation of the Urban Area General Plan Master EIR's
mitigation measures related to traffic, the significant cumulative impacts would be reduced,
but not to less-than-significant levels.

b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

Mitigation measures related to transportation are found on pages IV.F.10 to IV.F.12 in the
Wastewater Master Plan Master EIR.

Discussion:

No new or additional mitigation measures or alternatives are required to reduce project impacts to a
less-than-significant level.
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c. Project-Specific Effects

Section IV.C of the Wastewater Master Plan Master EIR identifies the potential impacts of
implementing the Wastewater Master Plan on parks and recreation. The following is an analysis of
whether the proposed project would result in a new, significant, project-specific effect not disclosed in
the Master EIR.

Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds. The
project-specific effects will be less than significant if impacts are equal to or less than impacts
disclosed in the Wastewater Master Plan Master EIR. New impacts may result in new mitigation.

Potentially
Significant No Significant Less Than
Impact, as Impact with Significant or

Compared to MEIR No
MEIR Mitigation Impact

6. TRANSPORTATION

1) Temporary reduction in roadway capacity and 0 0 X
increased traffic delays.

2) Short-term traffic increases on roadways due to 0 0 X
construction-related vehicle trips.

3) Increased potential for traffic safety hazards for
0 0 Xvehicles, bicyclists, and pedestrians on public

roadways during construction.

4) Increases in vehicle trips to and from the facility 0sites for operation and maintenance. 0 X

Cumulative Impacts:
5) The Wastewater Master Plan Update would

0 0accommodate growth that would cause direct and X
cumulatively considerable traffic impacts identified
in the Urban Area General Plan.

Discussion:

(1-3) Construction of the project may temporarily constrain access to nearby residential properties.
However, approximately five to seven employees will be on site at any specific time and no
significant traffic impact is expected. Heavy equipment will also be in use; however, it will be
mobile equipment and is not expected to obstruct the street for an extended period. While
large eqUipment will be present and additional vehicles for construction crews will be present,
these will not present a significant impact on pedestrian and bicycle safety because of the
relatively low traffic volumes on affected local and collector streets and the relative ease of
avoiding the equipment and vehicles, and the presence of on-site traffic control personnel as
needed. The project is typical of utility maintenance activities within the right-of-way and
consistent with the scope of the project established by the Wastewater Master EIR. No
significant impact is expected and no mitigation is necessary.

(4) Maintenance and operation of the storm water collection and retention facilities will require
periodiC, infrequent site visits by staff. This impact is not significant and no mitigation is
necessary.
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Cumulative impacts:

(5) The project is antiCipated by and does not facilitate growth beyond that anticipated by the
Wastewater Master Plan EIR. No mitigation is necessary.

7. AIR QUALITY

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Wastewater Master Plan MEIR identifies the potential impacts on air quality and the associated
mitigation measures. Refer to pages IV.G.1 to IV.G.28 in the Wastewater Master Plan MEIR for
details.

Direct Impacts

Impact G.1: Emissions of criteria pollutants during construction of wastewater system
improvements would contribute to existing violations of the ambient air quality standards in the
region. (Significant and unavoidable)

Mitigation Measure G.1: The construction plans for each group of building permits shall
incorporate recommendations from the San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District
specified on pages IV.G.1? and IV.G.18 in the Wastewater Master Plan Master EIR to minimize
emissions during construction phases.

Impact G.2: Emissions of criteria pollutants during operation of the proposed wastewater system
improvements would contribute to existing violations of the ambient air quality standards in the
region. (Significant and unavoidable)

Mitigation Measure G.2: The City shall abide by permit limits imposed by the SJVAPCD to
reduce pollutant emissions from diesel-powered engines for emergency power generation and
any other sources requiring permits. The City shall abide by permit limits imposed by the
SJVAPCD on operation of digester-gas burning equiprnent at the Primary Plant. If District Rule
9510 would apply, the City shall follow it and make the required emission reductions on-site
(or pay for or create emission reductions off-site).

Impact G.3: Emissions during project operation could cause sensitive receptors to be exposed to
toxic air contaminants. (Less than Significant)

No mitigation is necessary.

Impact G.4: Emissions of objectionable odors could occur during project operation. (Less than
significant)

No mitigation is necessary.

Cumulative Impacts

Impact G.5: The Wastewater Master Plan Update would accommodate growth that would cause
direct and cumulatively considerable air quality impacts identified in the Urban Area General Plan.
(Significant and unavoidable)
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Mitigation Measure G.5: With implementation of the Urban Area's Master [General] Plan's
mitigation measures [applied to new development projects] related to traffic and energy use
(and related to carbon monoxide and particulate matter, in particular), the significant
cumulative impacts would be reduced, but not to less-than-significant levels.

Impact G.6: The wastewater treatment facilities would cause a cumulatively considerable net
increase of pollutants for which the San Joaquin Valley is designated as nonattainment.

Mitigation Measure G.6: See mitigation measures listed under Impacts G.l and G.2. With
implementation of these measures, significant cumulative impacts would be reduced, but not
to less-than-significant levels.

b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

Mitigation measures related to air quality appear on pages IV.G.l? to IV.G.28 in the Wastewater
Master Plan Master EIR.

Discussion:

No new or additional mitigation measures or alternatives are required to reduce project impacts to a
less-than-significant level.

c. Project-Specific Effects

Section IV.G of the Wastewater Master Plan MEIR identifies the potential impacts of implementing the
Wastewater Master Plan on air quality. The following is an analysis of whether the proposed project
would result in a new, Significant, project-specific effect not disclosed in the Wastewater Master Plan
MEIR.

Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds. The
project-specific effects will be less than significant if impacts are equal to or less than impacts
disclosed in the Wastewater Master Plan Master EIR. New impacts may result in new mitigation.

Potentially
Significant
Impact, as

Compared to
MEIR

7. AIR QUALITY

1) Emissions of criteria pollutants during
construction of wastewater system improvements 0
would contribute to existing violations of the
ambient air quality standards in the region.

2) Emissions of criteria pollutants during operation
of the proposed wastewater system improvements 0
would contribute to existing violations of the
ambient air quality standards in the region.

3) Emissions during project operation could cause
sensitive receptors to be exPOsed to toxic air

0
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Potentially
Significant No Significant Less Than
Impact. as Impact with Significant or

Compared to MEIR No
MEIR Mitigation Impact

contaminants.

4) Emissions of objectionable odors could occur 0during project operation. 0 X

Cumulative Impacts:
5) The Wastewater Master Plan Update would

0 0accommodate growth that would cause direct and X
cumulatively conSiderable air quality impacts
identified in the Urban Area General Plan.
6) The wastewater treatment facilities would cause
a cumulatively considerable net increase of 0pollutants for which the San Joaquin Valley is

X 0
desiqnated as nonattainment.

Discussion:

(1) Construction activities will contribute to existing violations of air quality standards. Mitigation
Measure G.1 will be implemented as part of the building permit issuance process. The San
Joaquin Air Pollution Control District will be consulted and that agency's recommendations will
be implemented.

(2) The proposed project is a gravity-flow facility and would not result in emissions. No mitigation
measures are necessary.

(3) The proposed project is a gravity-flow facility and would not result in emissions. No mitigation
measures are necessary.

(4) The proposed project involves storm water only and would not involve emission of
objectionable odors. Project design includes screening and removal of trash, sediment, oil,
grease, and other substances prior to entry to the infiltration facility, further precluding the
possibility of generation of odor. No mitigation measures are necessary.

Cumulative Impacts:

(5) The project is anticipated by and does not facilitate growth beyond that anticipated by the
Wastewater Master Plan EIR.

(6) Discussion item 1 notes that activities associated with construction of the project will
contribute to existing violations of air quality standards. Mitigation Measures G.1 and G.2 will
be implemented to reduce those impacts to a less-than-significant level.

8. NOISE

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Wastewater Master Plan MEIR identifies the potential impacts on transportation and the
associated mitigation measures. Refer to pages IV.H.1 to IV.H.13 in the Wastewater Master Plan
MEIR for details.
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Direct Impacts

Impact H.l: Construction of the proposed project facilities could cause substantial, though
intermittent and short-term, increases in noise levels, which would add to noise levels predicted by
the City's General Plan MEIR and the County General Plan. (Less than significant with mitigation)

Mitigation Measure H.I:
noise.

Protection of sensitive receptors from excessive construction

Impact H.2: Operation of new stationary sources of noise at the Primary and Secondary Plants
associated with the proposed project could generate noise. (Less than significant)

No mitigation is necessary.

Impact H.3: Increased trips by Public Works Department employees could cause noise increases for
existing sensitive receptors in the project vicinity. (Less than significant)

No mitigation is necessary.

Cumulative Impacts

Impact H.4: The proposed project would support cumulative development that could increase noise
levels in areas where noise levels exceed, or would exceed, the noise and land use compatibility
guidelines adopted by the City of Modesto and Stanislaus County, or the noise performance standards
set by the City and County. (Significant and unavoidable)

No mitigation measures identified in the MEIR.

b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

Mitigation measures related to noise appear on pages IV.H.ll and IV.H.12 in the Wastewater Master
Plan MEIR.

Discussion:

No new or additional mitigation measures or alternatives are required to reduce project impacts to a
less-than-significant level.

c. Project-Specific Effects

Section IV.H of the Wastewater Master Plan MEIR identifies the potential impacts of implementing the
Wastewater Master Plan on parks and recreation. The following is an analysis of whether the
proposed project would result in a new, significant, project-specific effect not disclosed in the
Wastewater Master Plan MEIR.

Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds. The
project-specific effects will be less than significant if impacts are equal to or less than impacts
disclosed in the Wastewater Master Plan Master EIR. New impacts may result in new mitigation.
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Potentially
Significant No Significant less Than
Impact, as Impact with Significant or

Compared to MEIR No
MEIR Mitigation Impact

8. NOISE

1) Construction of the proposed project facilities
could cause substantial, though intermittent and

0 X 0short-term, increases in noise levels, which would
add to noise levels predicted by the City's General
Plan MEIR and the County General Plan.

2) Operation of new stationary sources of noise at
0 0 Xthe Primary and Secondary Plants associated with

the proposed project could generate noise.

3) Increased trips by Public Works Department
0 0 Xemployees could cause noise increases for existing

sensitive receptors in the project vicinity.

Cumulative Impacts:
4) The proposed project would support cumulative
development that could increase noise levels in
areas where noise levels exceed, or would exceed, 0 0 X
the noise and land use compatibility guidelines
adopted by the City of Modesto and Stanislaus
County, or the noise performance standards set by
the City and County.

Discussion:

(1) Construction of the project would increase noise levels in the surrounding neighborhood for
the duration of construction (about 35 weeks, depending on weather). The noisiest activities
will be limited, but could occur at any time during the construction period. Mitigation Measure
H.1 will be implemented in order to reduce construction noise impacts by specifying the
following requirements in the construction contract:

a. Site work and equipment use will occur only between the hours of 7:00 a.m. and 9:00
p.m. Monday through Friday and between 9:00 a.m. and 9:00 p.m. Saturday and
Sunday, as required by the City's noise ordinance.

b. Only noise-muffled equipment in good working order will be used and air compressors
and pneumatic equipment will be equipped with mufflers, shrouds, or shields, as
appropriate.

(2) The project will not involve any work at the Primary or Secondary Treatment Plants. No noise
impacts will occur at these locations as a result of this project and no mitigation is necessary.

(3) Maintenance and operation of the project will require infrequent periodic site visits by staff.
This impact is not significant and no mitigation is necessary.

Cumulative Impacts:

(4) The project is anticipated by and does not facilitate growth beyond that antiCipated by the
Wastewater Master Plan EIR. No mitigation is necessary.
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9. VISUAL RESOURCES

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Wastewater Master Plan MEIR identifies the potential impacts on visual resources and the
associated mitigation measures. Refer to pages IV.I.l to IV.I.10 in the Wastewater Master Plan MEIR
for details.

Direct Impacts

Impact I.l: The proposed aboveground structures associated with wastewater collection would
impact the visual quality of their surroundings. (Less than significant)

No mitigation is necessary.

Impact I.2: At the Primary and Secondary Plants, the proposed new aboveground structures and
alterations to existing aboveground structures could impact the visual quality of their surroundings.
(Less than significant)

No mitigation is necessary.

Impact I.3: The proposed area of fill and the berm around the perimeter of the fill at the Primary
Plant would impact visual quality in the vicinity of the project when viewed from surrounding public
streets and parks. (Less than significant)

No mitigation is necessary.

Cumulative Impacts

No cumulative impacts were disclosed in the Wastewater Master Plan MEIR.

b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

The Wastewater Master Plan MEIR did not identify significant impacts related to visual resources,
therefore, no mitigation measures were identified in the Wastewater Master Plan MEIR.

Discussion:

No new or additional mitigation measures or alternatives are required to reduce project impacts to a
less-than-significant level.

c. Project-Specific Effects

Section IV.I of the Wastewater Master Plan MEIR identifies the potential impacts of implementing the
Wastewater Master Plan on visual resources. The following is an analysis of whether the proposed
project would result in a new, Significant, project-specific effect not disclosed in the Wastewater
Master Plan Master EIR.
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Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds. The
project-specific effects will be less than significant if impacts are equal to or less than impacts
disclosed in the Wastewater Master Plan Master EIR. New impacts may result in new mitigation.

Potentially
Significant No Significant less Than
Impact, as Impact with Significant or

Compared to MEIR No
MEIR Mitigation Impact

9. VISUAL RESOURCES

1) The proposed aboveground structures associated
0 0 Xwith wastewater collection would impact the visual

quality of their surroundings.

2) At the Primary and Secondary Plants, the
proposed new aboveground structures and 0 0 X
alterations to existing aboveground structures could
impact the visual quality of their surroundings.

3) The proposed area of fill and the berm around
the perimeter of the fill at the Primary Plant would

0 0 Ximpact visual quality in the vicinity of the project
when viewed from surrounding public streets and
parks.

Discussion:

(1) The proposed project includes installation of storm water collection facilities and a sub-surface
storm water disposal facility, and will not include permanent aboveground structures. No
mitigation is necessary.

(2-3) The project would have no effect on either the Primary or Secondary Wastewater Treatment
Plants and therefore no effects related to these facilities will occur as a result. No mitigation is
necessary.

10. PUBLIC HEALTH AND SAFETY: HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Wastewater Master Plan Master EIR identifies the potential impacts on public health and safety
related to hazardous materials and the associated mitigation measures. Refer to pages IV.J.1 to
IV.J.12 in the Wastewater Master Plan MEIR for details.

Direct Impacts

Impact J.1: Hazardous materials use, storage, and transportation during construction would cause
potential hazards to the public and the environment. (Less than significant)

No mitigation is necessary.
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Impact J.2: Hazardous materials use, storage, and transportation during the operation of the
wastewater collection and treatment system would cause potential hazards to the public and the
environment. (Less than significant)

No mitigation is necessary.

Impact J.3: Increased use of chlorine and sulfur dioxide at the Secondary Plant could expose
workers and the public to accidental release of toxic gases. (Less than significant)

No mitigation is necessary.

Impact J.4: Construction and operation of the wastewater collection and treatment facilities would
increase the amount of hazardous wastes generated at the facilities, resulting in increased hazards to
the public and the environment. (Less than significant)

Cumulative Impacts

Impact J.5: The project would involve increased use and transport of hazardous materials and
hazardous wastes within california. (Less than significant)

No mitigation is necessary.

b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

Mitigation measures related to public health and safety with respect to hazardous materials appear on
pages IV.J.ll and IV.J.12 in the Wastewater Master Plan MEIR.

Discussion:

No new or additional mitigation measures or altematives are required to reduce project impacts to a
less-than-significant level.

c. Project-Specific Effects

Section IV.J of the Wastewater Master Plan MEIR identifies the potential impacts of implementing the
Wastewater Master Plan on public health and safety related to hazardous materials. The following is
an analysis of whether the proposed project would result in a new, significant, project-specific effect
not disclosed in the Wastewater Master Plan MEIR.

Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds. The
project-specific effects will be less than significant if impacts are equal to or less than impacts
disclosed in the Wastewater Master Plan Master EIR. New impacts may result in new mitigation.

Potentially
Significant
Impact, as

Compared to
MEIR

10. PUBLIC HEALTH AND SAFETY:
HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

1) Hazardous materials use, storage, and D
transportation during construction would cause
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Potentially
Significant No Significant less Than
Impact, as Impact with Significant or

Compared to MEIR No
MEIR Mitigation Impact

potential hazards to the public and the
environment.

2) Hazardous materials use, storage, and
transportation during the operation of the

D D Xwastewater collection and treatment system would
cause potential hazards to the public and the
environment.

3) Increased use of chlorine and sulfur dioxide at
D D Xthe Secondary Plant could expose workers and the

public to accidental release of toxic gases.

4) Construction and operation of the wastewater
collection and treatment facilities would increase D D Xthe amount of hazardous wastes generated at the
facilities, resulting in increased hazards to the public
and the environment.
Cumulative Impact:
5) The project would involve increased use and D D X
transport of hazardous materials and hazardous
wastes within California.

Discussion:

(1-2) The proposed project will not employ hazardous materials. No impact is expected and no
mitigation is necessary.

(3) The project would have no effect on the Secondary Wastewater Treatment Plant. Therefore
no effect related to this facility will occur as a result. No mitigation is necessary.

(4) The project will not generate hazardous waste. No mitigation is necessary.

Cumulative impacts:

(5) The pipeline project will not employ hazardous materials. No impact is expected and no
mitigation is necessary.

11. PUBLIC HEALTH AND SAFETY: CONTAMINATED SOILS AND DEMOLITION

a. Significant Effects Identified in the Master EIR

The Wastewater Master Plan MEIR identifies the potential impacts on public health and safety with
respect to contaminated soils and demolition and the associated mitigation measures. Refer to pages
IV.K.1 to IV.K.15 in the Wastewater Master Plan MEIR for details.
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Direct Impacts

Impact K.l: Excavation for installation of wastewater system improvements could encounter
contaminated soil and/or groundwater and expose workers and the public to hazardous substances.
(Less than significant with mitigation)

Mitigation Measure K.la: Prior to activities involving soil disturbance for the improvements
to the wastewater collection and treatment systems, the City shall use reasonable means to
determine the presence of soil or groundwater contamination.

Mitigation Measure K.lb:
analysis.

Mitigation Measure K.lc:
safety plan.

If warranted, conduct soil and groundwater sampling and

If warranted, prepare a site remediation plan and health and

Mitigation Measure K.ld: Where any activity would be performed at a contaminated site or
where hazardous materials are suspected, the City's contractor shall prepare a project-specific
Health and Safety Plan prior to any site work.

Mitigation Measure K.le: Prepare a Waste Disposal and Hazardous Materials
Transportation Plan.

Mitigation Measure K.lf: In the event that previously unidentified contamination is
encountered (e.g., identified by odor or visual staining) during soil disturbance activities or
any underground storage tanks, abandoned drums, or other hazardous materials or wastes
are encountered during construction, the contractor(s) shall immediately notify the City and
the City shall then notify the County. The contractor(s) shall have prepared a Contingency
Plan for Sampling and Analysis of potentially hazardous substances and coordination with
appropriate regulatory agencies.

Imoact K.2: Pipe bursting methods could release potentially hazardous material contaminants into
soil and groundwater, causing health effects to construction workers and the public, and
environmental degradation. (Less than Significant with mitigation)

Mitigation Measure K.2: The contractor(s) shall prepare a procedure for review by the
City for emptying pipes of their contents before pipe bursting begins. Once accepted by the
City, with revisions if requested, the contractor shall implement the procedure prior to carrying
out any pipe bursting.

Impact K.3: Construction activities involving demolition or modification of structures may result in
the exposure of construction workers and the general public to added health risk. (Less than
significant with mitigation)

Mitigation Measure K.3: As a condition of approval for any demolition permit for a
structure or facility potentially containing lead or asbestos under the proposed project, a lead­
based paint and asbestos-containing survey shall be performed at the structure or facility by a
qualified environmental professional.

Cumulative Impacts

No cumulative impacts were disclosed in the Wastewater Master Plan MEIR.
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b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

Mitigation measures related to public health and safety with respect to contaminated soils and
demolition appear on pages IV.K.11 and IV.K.1S in the Wastewater Master Plan Master EIR.

Discussion:

No new or additional mitigation measures or alternatives are required to reduce project impacts to a
less-than-significant level.

c. Project-Specific Effects

Section IV.K of the Wastewater Master Plan Master EIR identifies the potential impacts of
implementing the Wastewater Master Plan on public health and safety with respect to contaminated
soils and demolition. The following is an analysis of whether the proposed project would result in a
new, significant, project-specific effect not disclosed in the Wastewater Master Plan MEIR.

Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds. The
project-specific effects will be less than significant if impacts are equal to or less than impacts
disclosed in the Wastewater Master Plan Master EIR. New impacts may result in new mitigation.

Potentially
Significant No Significant Less Than
Impact, as Impact with Significant or

Compared to MEIR No
MEIR Mitigation Impact

11. PUBLIC HEALTH AND SAFETY:
CONTAMINATED SOILS AND DEMOLITION

1) Excavation for installation of wastewater system
improvements could encounter contaminated soil D X D
and/or groundwater and expose workers and the
public to hazardous substances.

2) Pipe bursting methods could release potentially
hazardous material contaminants into soil and

D Dgroundwater, causing health effects to construction X
workers and the public, and environmental
degradation.

3) Construction activities involving demolition or
modification of structures may result in the D D X
exposure of construction workers and the general
public to added health risk.

Discussion:

(1) While unlikely, it is possible that contaminated soils could be encountered during the trenching
and excavation needed to construct the project. City staff or the contractor will implement
Mitigation measure K.1a to make a preliminary assessment of the site. If it appears that
contaminated soils may be disturbed, additional measures pursuant to Mitigation Measure K.lf
will be employed to minimize or eliminate the risks associated with disturbing the
contaminated area.
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(2) The project does not involve pipe bursting. No mitigation is necessary

(3) The project does not involve demolition of existing structures. No mitigation is necessary

12. CLIMATE CHANGE (General Plan Master EIR Section 21)

a. Significant Effects Identified in the General Plan Master EIR

The General Plan Master EIR discloses the following residual significant and unavoidable impacts
pertaining to climate change expected after application of mitigations/policies:

Direct Impacts

Impacts resulting from implementation of the Urban Area General Plan are not substantial enough to
result in a significant direct impact on climate change, as disclosed in the Master EIR.

No project-level mitigation measures were identified, as indicated on page V-21-18 of the
General Plan Master EIR.

Cumulative Impacts

Implementation of the Urban Area General Plan will have a cumulatively considerable impact on
climate change. Mitigation measures to reduce the cumulative impact of greenhouse gas emissions
are detailed on pages V-21-7 to V-21-10 of the General Plan Master EIR.

Mitigation Measure CL-3: Discourage removal of street trees.

Mitigation Measure CL-4: The City of Modesto shall require shade trees, where feasible and
appropriate, in landscape plans for all new development proposals.

Mitigation Measure CL-S: The City shall require the planting of large-canopy species in new
development areas in such a way that they grow to full size without damaging streets and
sidewalks.

Mitigation Measure CL-6: The goal of the street tree maintenance program is to maintain
trees in the best possible health by ensuring that newly planted trees are cared for in such a
way as to prevent or minimize sidewalk and street damage.

Mitigation Measure CL-7: The City of Modesto shall encourage the Modesto and Turlock
Irrigation Districts to establish and promote a program whereby existing residential and
commercial building owners are provided incentives to increase the number of shade trees in
developed parts of the City.

Mitigation Measure CL-8: The City of Modesto shall coordinate with the Modesto and Turlock
Irrigation Districts and Pacific Gas & Electric Company on all new, large-scale development
proposals in the City.

Mitigation Measure CL-9: The City of Modesto shall encourage the use of solar energy
systems for reSidential, agricultural, parks, public buildings, and business purposes.
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Mitigation Measure CL-l0: Lots in new subdivisions should be oriented in such a way to
maximize solar energy.

Mitigation Measure CL-11: The City of Modesto shall approve applications for solar energy
systems in accordance with State law.

Mitigation Measure CL-12: To reduce heat gain from pavement, conside3r reducing street
rights-of-way and pavement widths to pre-World War II widths and consider working with
StanCOG to shift transportation money away from automobile transportation.

Mitigation Measure CL-13: The City shall consider instituting a development pattern that
facilitates non-automobile transportation.

Mitigation Measure CL-14: The City shall consider renegotiating employee union contracts to
eliminate parking subsidies for public employees, encourage carpools, and other means to
reduce employee vehicle trips.

Mitigation Measure CL-15: The City shall purchase clean-fuel/alternative fuel fleet vehicles.

Mitigation Measure CL-16: All commercial development projects shall include bicycle racks
and changing rooms.

Mitigation Measure CL-17: The City shall attempt to facilitate development of "brownfields."

Mitigation Measure CL-18: The City of Modesto shall work with the local energy providers and
developers on voluntary incentive based programs to encourage the use of energy efficient
designs and eqUipment.

Mitigation Measure CL-19: The City of Modesto shall cooperate with the local building
industry, utilities and the Air District to promote enhanced energy conservation standards for
new construction.

Mitigation Measure CL-20: The City shall encourage new residential, commercial, and
industrial development to reduce air quality impacts from area sources and from energy
consumption.

Mitigation Measure CL-21: The City shall consider requiring new public buildings to achieve
the minimum LEED "Certified" rating.

Mitigation Measure CL-22: The City shall work with applicants and developers to encourage
green building methods and practices and achieve LEED standards for all new development.

Mitigation Measure CL-23: Renovation of buildings shall achieve as many LEED pre-requisites
and credits as feaSible.

Mitigation Measure CL-24: The City shall work with the community to encourage private
development to use green building methods and practices and to achieve standards set by
LEED.
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Mitigation Measure CL-25: New development shall comply with Green Building Standards
adopted by the California Building Standards Commission in effect at the time of building
permit application.
Mitigation Measure CL-26: The City shall encourage compliance with the California Green
Building Code guidelines.

b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

The following climate change mitigation measures pertinent to the proposed project are found on
pages V-21-7 through V-21-10 in the General Plan Master EIR. All mitigation measures appropriate to
the project will be incorporated into or made conditions of approval of this project. Those measures
will be listed in Section V, Mitigation Applied to Project.

Discussion:

No mitigation is necessary.

c. Project-Specific Effects

Section V-21 of the General Plan Master EIR discloses impacts of implementing the Urban Area
General Plan on climate change. The following is an analysis of whether the proposed project would
result in a new, significant, project-specific effect not disclosed in the General Plan Master EIR.

Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds. The
project-specific effects will be less than significant if impacts are equal to or less than impacts
disclosed in the Wastewater Master Plan Master EIR. New impacts may result in new mitigation.

Potentially
Significant No Significant less Than
Impact, as Impact with Significant or

Compared to MEIR No
MEIR Mitigation Impact

12. CLIMATE CHANGE

1) The proposed project is inconsistent with policies
D D Xrelating to climate change in the Urban Area

General Plan.

2) The proposed project would result in average
D D Xautomobile trip lengths or C02 emissions higher

than those assumed in the General Plan Master EIR.

3) The proposed project would conflict with the
Sustainable Communities Strategy or Alternative D D X
Planning Strategy that the Air Resources Board has
agreed will achieve the goals of AB 32.

Discussion:

(1-3) Construction of facilities to remove storm water cross connections with the sewer system is a
normal and expected part of maintaining City services and as such is consistent with the Urban
Area General Plan. Trips associated with the operation and maintenance this portion of the
wastewater collection system are expected to be similar to the trips generally associated with
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maintenance of the collection system and this facility would not create an increase in vehicle
trip lengths, as compared to those estimated in the General Plan Master ErR. The region does
not yet have either an adopted Sustainable Communities Strategy or an Alternative Planning
Strategy. Reducing energy use associated with the transmission of sewage is difficult because
as a liquid, it has a limited potential for compression. Options for reducing energy use from
sewage transmission are largely limited to reducing the amount of sewage generated and
reducing the distance it must be transported. Because the houses served by the existing and
proposed collections system already exist in their current locations, the City's ability to reduce
sewage flow or the distance it is transported are minimal.

13. DISTURBANCE OF ARCHAEOLOGICAL/HISTORICAL SITES (General Plan
Master EIR Section 8)

The Wastewater Master Plan Master ErR incorporates the discussion of impacts on archaeological and
historical sites from the 2003 General Plan Master EIR. The 2003 Master ErR (and the 1995 General
Plan Master ErR) concluded that potential impacts on archaeological sites were limited to riparian
areas. However, in 2008 Modesto certified a new General Plan Master EIR which concluded that
although the likelihood of encountering archaeological sites in non-riparian areas is low, it is possible.
Accordingly, policies and mitigation affecting these resources apply throughout Modesto. Because
there has been a change in Modesto's approach to addressing archaeological and historical sites, this
section is tiered from the 2008 General Plan Master ErR to allow full disclosure of potential impacts
and mitigation.

a. Significant Effects Identified in the General Plan Master EIR

The General Plan Master EIR discloses the following residual significant and unavoidable impacts
pertaining to cultural resources expected after application of mitigations/policies. The analysis and
detail of mitigations is available on pages V-8-1 through V-8-25 in the General Plan Master ErR.

Direct Impacts

Potential Impact: Modification resulting in a substantial adverse change in the significance of a
historic resource or the demolition of a listed or eligible historic resource.

Mitigation Measure AH-4: The City of Modesto shall implement regulations that identify
important historic resources, and preserve the important aspects of those resources.

Mitigation Measure AH-5: The City shall ensure that zoning provisions for structures of
historical significance are sufficiently flexible to ensure that parking or other structures
requirements of the Zoning Ordinance allow the historic structures to remain viable in the
future.

Mitigation Measure AH-6: The modification of historic structures and places can be mitigated
through the application of existing regulations and consultation with the State Historic
Preservation Officer, an interim procedure whereby the City evaluates proposals to modify
historic structure and develops a program to reduce the impacts on an individual basis.

Mitigation Measure AH-8: As an ongOing measure, the City of Modesto shall maintain
professional standard inventories of historic resources, with the findings of those inventories
concurred by the SHPO and kept on file with the State Office of Historic Preservation.
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Potential Impact: The modification or demolition of a structure more than 50 years in age may be
significant.

Mitigation Measure AH-3: The City of Modesto Landmark Preservation Ordinance establishes
the recognition, preservation, enhancement, perpetuation, and use of structures, natural
features, sites, and areas within the City of Modesto that have historic, architectural,
archaeological, structural engineering, or aesthetic significance.

Mitigation Measure AH-7: When structures or areas of historical significance more than 50
years old are proposed for demolition, alteration, or where construction is proposed within 100
feet of that structure, the applicant shall submit data to the City regarding the structure's
history or locations prepared by a qualified architectural historian.

Potential Impact: Discovery of archaeological resources in areas outside of the riparian corridors, as
a result of construction activities.

Mitigation Measure AH-l0: Prior to the adoption or amendment of the City of Modesto's
UAGP, the City shall conduct consultations with the NAHC and those individuals and
organizations identified by the NAHC.

Mitigation Measure AH-ll: If land designated or proposed to be designated for development
within the City of Modesto contains a sacred or traditional place, the City shall conduct
consultations with the Native American Heritage Commission and the appropriate Native
American groups and individuals.

Mitigation Measure AH-12: Any project subject to CEQA that involves substantial earth­
disturbing activities, where excavation/construction would occur outside of areas where
previous development has occurred, or where excavation/construction would occur at depths
greater than existing foundations, roads and/or trenches in the immediate vicinity, shall
require evaluation of the site by a qualified archaeologist.

Mitigation Measure AH-14: Any project that involves earth-disturbing activities shall require
consultation by the applicant for the purposes of determining archaeological and cultural
resources impacts and creating appropriate mitigation to address such impacts.

Potential Impact: Construction in an area of high archaeological sensitivity.

Mitigation Measure AH-9: For all proposed development within an archaeological resource
study area a combination of archival research, particularly through the Central california
Information Center at Turlock, and preliminary surface field reconnaissance as well as
consultations with the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) and those individuals
and organizations identified by the NAHC shall be employed to identify any areas that may
have been used by Native Americans.

Mitigation Measure AH-13: If Phase II archaeological evaluations are recommended, a report
of all such surveys and excavations with recommendations shall be completed prior to Project
approval.

Mitigation Measure AH-15: Any project that involves earth-disturbing activities within
previously undisturbed soils in an area determined to be archaeologically or culturally sensitive
by the City of Modesto through consultation with the Project Applicant and a qualified
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archaeologist shall be subject to archaeological and Native American monitoring during all
ground disturbing activities.

Mitigation Measure AH-16: Any project that involves earth-disturbing activities within
previously undisturbed soils in an area determined to be archaeologically or culturally sensitive
by the City of Modesto through consultation with the Project Applicant and a qualified
archaeologist and the Native Americans will be required to have the following mitigation
measures (specified on pages V-S-iS and V-S-19 of the General Plan Master EIR).

Cumulative Impacts

Implementation of the Urban Area General Plan is not expected have a cumulatively considerable
impact on archaeological and historical resources. No mitigation is necessary. The following policy is
offered to promote historical awareness.

Mitigation Measure AH-17: The City of Modesto shall promote historical awareness through
provision of educational opportunities for residents of all ages

b. Master EIR and/or New Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

The following archaeological and historical resources mitigation measures pertinent to the proposed
project are found in detail on pages V-S-16 through V-S-19 in the General Plan Master EIR. All
mitigation measures appropriate to the project will be incorporated into or made conditions of
approval of this project. Those measures will be listed in Section V, Mitigation Applied to Project.

c. Project-Specific Effects

Section V-S of the MEIR discloses impacts on archaeological/historical resources resulting from
implementation of the Urban Area General Plan. The following is an analysis of whether the proposed
project would result in a new, Significant, project-specific effect not disclosed in the Master EIR.

Significance Criteria: Determination of project effects will be based on the following thresholds. The
project-specific effects will be less than Significant if impacts are equal to or less than impacts
disclosed in the Wastewater Master Plan Master EIR. New impacts may result in new mitigation.

Potentially
Significant
Impact, as

Compared to
MEIR

13. DISTURBANCE OF ARCHAEOLOGICAL!
HISTORICAL SITES

1) The proposed project is inconsistent with the
Darchaeological/historical resource poliCies in the

Urban Area General Plan.

2) The proposed project would demolish a building
Deligible for listing as a historic resource or remove a

landmark from the Modesto inventory.

3) The proposed project would modify or demolish D
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Potentially
Significant No Significant less Than
Impact, as Impact with Significant or

Compared to MEIR No
MEIR Mitigation Impact

a structure more than 50 years in age.

4) The project would adversely affect a cultural
Dresource that is either listed or eligible for listing in D X

the California Register of Historical Resources.

5) Confiict with local poliCies or ordinances
Dprotecting biological resources, such as a tree D X

preservation policy or ordinance.

Discussion:

(1) As proposed, the project is consistent with the poliCies affecting archaeological and historical
resources, as set forth the General Plan and the General Plan Master EIR.

(2-3) No buildings will be demolished or altered to construct the project, which will be located within
existing street rights-of-way and City park. No mitigation is necessary.

(4) The project area is located well away from riparian areas, which are considered to have the
greatest potential for encountering archaeological resources. Nevertheless, it is still possible
that archaeological materials may be encountered during construction. Should that occur, the
contractor shall stop work immediately, inform City staff, and a specialist shall be consulted,
consistent with Mitigation Measure AH-14. No other mitigation is necessary.

(5) The project design incorporates a provision for the replacement of any trees removed as a
part of the construction of the subsurface basin. No other mitigation is necessary.

V. MmGATION MEASURES APPLIED TO THE PROPOSED PROJECT

If the Initial Study results in the determination that a Finding of Conformance can be adopted for the
proposed project Section A below applies. If the Initial Study results in the determination that a
Finding of Conformance cannot be adopted and a Mitigated Negative Declaration/EIR must be
prepared for the project then Section B, below applies.

A. Master EIR Mitigation Measures Applied to the Project

Pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21157.1(c), in order for a Rnding of Conformance to be
made, all appropriate mitigation measures from the Wastewater Master Plan Master EIR shall be
incorporated into the proposed project. Urban Area General Plan Policies/Master EIR mitigation
measures shall be made part of the proposed project prior to approval by means of conditions of
project approval or incorporation into the appropriate document or plan.

All applicable and appropriate mitigation measures have been applied to the project (see mitigation
measures listed below).
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B. New or Additional Mitigation Measures or Alternatives Required

Where the project's effects would exceed the significance criteria for each environmental impact
category, a mitigated negative declaration or Focused EIR must be prepared. Staff has reviewed the
project against the significance criteria thresholds established in the Master EIR for all impact
categories in this Initial Study. No new or additional mitigation measures are required.

Master EIR Mitigation Measures:

1. land Use, Plans, and Policies

No mitigation is necessary.

2. Agricultural Resources

No mitigation is necessary.

3. Parks and Recreation

No mitigation is necessary.

4. Water Quality and Hydrology

Mitigation Measure D.l: The City shall prepare a SWPPP designed to reduce potential impacts to
surface water quality through the construction period of all of the project components (whether or
not the particular portion of the project disturbs more than one acre). The SWPPP shall emphasize
measures designed to minimize erosion and off-site sedimentation during improvements to the
collection system and installation of the new outfall.

5. Biological Resources

No mitigation is necessary.

6. Transportation

No mitigation is necessary.

7. Air Quality

Mitigation Measure G.l: The construction plans for each group of building permits shall incorporate
recommendations from the San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District specified on pages IV.G.17
and IV.G.18 in the Wastewater Master Plan Master EIR to minimize emissions during construction
phases.

Mitigation Measure G.2: The City shall abide by permit limits imposed by the SJVAPCD to reduce
pollutant emissions from diesel-powered engines for emergency power generation and any other
sources requiring permits. The City shall abide by permit limits imposed by the SJVAPCD on
operation of digester-gas burning equipment at the Primary Plant. If District Rule 9510 would apply,
the City shall follow it and make the required emission reductions on-site (or pay for or create
emission reductions off-site).
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8. Noise

Mitigation Measure H.l will be implemented in order to reduce construction noise impacts by
specifying the following requirements in the construction contract:

a. Site work and equipment use will occur only between the hours of 7:00 a.m. and 9:00 p.m.
Monday through Friday and between 9:00 a.m. and 9:00 p.m. Saturday and Sunday, as required
by the City's noise ordinance.

b. Only noise-muffled equipment in good working order will be used and air compressors and
pneumatic equipment will be equipped with mufflers, shrouds, or shields, as appropriate.

9. Visual Resources

No mitigation is necessary.

10. Public Health and Safety: Hazardous Materials

No mitigation is necessary.

11. Public Health and Safety: Contaminated Soils and Demolition

Mitigation Measure K.la: Prior to activities involving soil disturbance for the improvements to the
wastewater collection and treatment systems, the City shall use reasonable means to determine the
presence of soil or groundwater contamination.

Mitigation Measure K.lf: In the event that previously unidentified contamination is encountered
(e.g., identified by odor or visual staining) during soil disturbance activities or any underground
storage tanks, abandoned drums, or other hazardous materials or wastes are encountered during
construction, the contractor(s) shall immediately notify the City and the City shall then notify the
County. The contractor(s) shall have prepared a Contingency Plan for Sampling and Analysis of
potentially hazardous substances and coordination with appropriate regulatory agencies.

12. Climate Change:

No mitigation is necessary.

13. Disturbance of Archaeological/Historical Sites:

Mitigation Measure AH-14: Any project that involves earth-disturbing activities shall require
consultation by the applicant for the purposes of detenmining archaeological and cultural resources
impacts and creating appropriate mitigation to address such impacts.
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-400

RESOLUTION APPROVING THE PLANS AND SPECIFICATIONS FOR THE
AREA 2 STORM DRAIN CROSS CONNECTION REMOVAL PROJECT­
PHASE 1 GARRISON PARK, ACCEPTING THE BID, AND APPROVING A
CONTRACT WITH MOUNTAIN CASCADE, INC. OF LIVERMORE,
CALIFORNIA IN THE AMOUNT OF $3,149,487, AND AUTHORIZING THE
CITY MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO EXECUTE THE CONTRACT

WHEREAS, plans and specifications have been prepared for the Area 2 Stonn

Drain Cross Connection Removal Project - Phase I Garrison Park, and City staff

recommends approval by the City Council, and

WHEREAS, the bids received for the Area 2 Stonn Drain Cross Connection

Removal Project - Phase I Garrison Park were opened at 11:00 a.m. on October 8, 2013,

and later tabulated by the Director of Utility Planning and Projects for the consideration

of the Council, and

WHEREAS, the Director of Utility Planning and Projects has recommended that

the bid of$3,149,487 received from Mountain Cascade, Inc. ofLivennore, California be

accepted as the lowest responsible and responsive bid and the contract be awarded to

Mountain Cascade, Inc.,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council ofthe City ofModesto

that it hereby approves the plans and specifications for the Area 2 Stonn Drain Cross

Connection Removal Project - Phase 1 Garrison Park, accepts the bid of Mountain

Cascade, Inc. ofLivennore, California in the amount of$3,149,487, and awards

Mountain Cascade, Inc. the contract for the Area 2 Stonn Drain Cross Connection

Removal Project - Phase 1 Garrison Park.
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BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute the contract.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 6th day of November, 20l3, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Gunderson, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

B 07/?.. ~
y: --~~~~~~~~~~-n~------

Ity Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-401

RESOLUTION APPROVING AN AGREEMENT WITH RRM DESIGN GROUP
FOR DESIGN SUPPORT DURING CONSTRUCTION FOR AREA 2 STORM
DRAIN CROSS CONNECTION REMOVAL PROJECT - PHASE 1 GARRISON
PARK IN AN AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED $105,802 FOR THE IDENTIFIED
SCOPE OF SERVICES, PLUS $10,580 FOR ADDITIONAL SERVICES (IF
NEEDED), FOR A MAXIMUM TOTAL AMOUNT OF $116,382, AND
AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO EXECUTE
THE AGREEMENT

WHEREAS, the Area 2 Storm Drain Cross Connection Removal Project - Phase I

Garrison Park (Phase I Garrison Park) is the first of four phases of cross connection

removal projects in the City ofModesto, and

WHEREAS, Phase I Garrison Park proposes to remove three storm drain to sewer

cross-connections and twenty failed rock wells within a 24-acre tributary area, and

WHEREAS, in their place, storm drain piping will be installed to convey storm

runoff to an underground storm drainage retention system at Garrison Park, and

WHEREAS, bids for the Phase I Garrison Park project were opened October 8,

2013 and construction is expected to begin during the first quarter of2014, and

WHEREAS, due to the size and complexity of the project, construction support

services are needed to facilitate construction activities, and

WHEREAS, these support services will promote timely and successful

construction of the facilities, while also reducing risk to the City, and

WHEREAS, therefore, Engineering Services During Construction (ESDC) are

being recommended by City staff, and will cover the one year estimated for construction

and the start-up ofPhase 1 Garrison Park project, and
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WHEREAS, RRM Design Group (RRM) is the consulting design engineer for the

Phase 1 Garrison Park project, and was selected for preliminary design services utilizing

the City's Administrative Directive 3.1 in 2009 and final design services in 2010, and

WHEREAS, upon successful completion of the design of the project, City staff

requested and received a proposal from RRM for ESDC services, and

WHEREAS, the scope for ESDC includes: 1) General technical oversight of

project activity, including review of submittals and shop drawings; 2) Review and

response to Requests for Information (RFls) and change order requests; 3) As-needed

technical observation of construction activities; 4) Project start-up and close-out

assistance; and 5) As-built preparation, and

WHEREAS, the total cost ofESDC, including the optional 10% Additional

Services, is $116,382, which is 3% of the total construction costs, and

WHEREAS, staffhas negotiated the scope and fees with RRM and believes the

costs are reasonable for a project of this size and complexity, and

WHEREAS, based on the City's need for these services and analysis of the

proposed costs, staff is recommending approval of the agreement with RRM for

construction support services of the Phase I Garrison Park project, and

WHEREAS, staff recommends an agreement with RRM, as the City does not

have the staffing level or subject matter expertise to perform design support during

construction for the Phase 1 Garrison Park project, and current workload levels do not

provide for timely in-house solutions/responses,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves an Agreement with RRM Design Group for Design Support
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During Construction for Area 2 Storm Drain Cross Connection Removal Project - Phase

1 Garrison Park for an amount not to exceed $105,802 for the identified scope of

services, plus $10,580 for additional services (if needed), for a maximum total amount of

$116,382.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute the Agreement.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 6th day ofNovember, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Gunderson, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

ATTEST:

~-By: ~ ...."..ii-o.~o;-t:'l2----

ADAM LINDGREN, lnte· City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-402

RESOLUTION ACCEPTING THE FINANCIAL ALLOCATION OF $43,800,000
OF STATE ROUTE 99 PROPOSITION 1B BOND SAVINGS ALLOCATED BY
THE CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION (CTC) FOR THE
CONSTRUCTION OF STATE ROUTE 99/PELANDALE AVENUE
INTERCHANGE RECONSTRUCTION PROJECT, AND AUTHORIZING THE
CITY MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO EXECUTE THE NECESSARY
GRANT DOCUMENTS

WHEREAS, the State Route (SR) 99IPeiandaie Avenue Interchange

Reconstruction Project is a project to address the traffic congestion at the State Route

99IPeiandaie Avenue Interchange, and

WHEREAS, an initial study with Mitigated Negative Declaration was

prepared by the City'S consultant and submitted to the State of California

Department ofTransportation (Caltrans) for approval. This Document (SCH#

2009072012) was approved by Caltrans on September 28,2009, and

WHEREAS, on February 3, 2009, the City Council, by Resolution No. 2009-058

approved a Cooperative Agreement between the City of Modesto and Caltrans for the

preparation of Plans Specifications and Estimates (PS&E) for the State Route

99IPeleandaie Avenue Interchange Reconstruction Project. This Cooperative Agreement

formalized the City's lead agency status for preparation of PS&E, and

WHEREAS, Plans, Specifications and Estimates (PS&E) have been completed

and Encroachment Permit No. 1012-NMC-0741 has been issued by Caltrans, and

WHEREAS, on May 22, 2013, the City Council, by Resolution No. 2012-176,

approved a Cooperative Agreement 10-397 between the City of Modesto and Caltrans

outlining the terms and conditions of cooperation between Partners to complete
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Construction phase of the State Route (SR) 99 I Pelandale Avenue Interchange

Reconstruction Project, and

WHEREAS, on October 8, 2013, the California Transportation Commission by

Resolution No. R99-A-1314-01, approved the financial allocation of $43,800,000 of

Proposition IB Bond Savings for the locally administered Pelandale Interchange

Reconstruction (PPO 9460) SR99 project, in Stanislaus County, on State Highway

System, and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby accepts the financial allocation of $43,800,000 of State Route 99

Proposition 1 B Bond Savings allocated by the California Transportation Commission

(CTC) for the construction of State Route 99IPelandale Avenue Interchange

Reconstruction Project.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute the necessary grant documents.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 6th day of November, 2013, by Councilmember

Burnside, who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by

Councilmember Lopez, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the

following vote.

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

Burnside, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez, Muratore,
Mayor Marsh

None

Cogdill

,
APPROVED AS TO FORM: ~

By: ~. ~;
ADAM LINDGREN, Interi CIty Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-403

RESOLUTION AMENDING THE FISCAL YEAR 201312014 CAPITAL
IMPROVEMENT BUDGET TO APPROPRIATE $43,800,000 FROM THE STATE
ROUTE 99 PROPOSITION 1B BOND SAVINGS CIP PROJECT NO. 100786,
STATE ROUTE 99IPELANDALE AVENUE INTERCHANGE PROJECT
CONSTRUCTION, AND AUTHORIZING THE FINANCE DIREECTOR, OR
HER DESIGNEE TO IMPLEMENT THE PROVISIONS OF THE RESOLUTION

WHEREAS, the State Route (SR) 99/Pelandale Avenue Interchange

Reconstruction Project is a project to address the traffic congestion at the State Route

99/Pelandale Avenue Interchange, and

WHEREAS, an initial study with Mitigated Negative Declaration was

prepared by the City'S consultant and submitted to the State ofCalifornia

Department ofTransportation (Caltrans) for approval. This Document (SCH#

2009072012) was approved by Caltrans on September 28,2009, and

WHEREAS, on February 3,2009, the City Council, by Resolution No. 2009-058,

approved a Cooperative Agreement between the City of Modesto and Caltrans for the

preparation ofPlans Specifications and Estimates (PS&E) for the State Route 991

Pelandale Avenue Interchange Reconstruction Project. This Cooperative Agreement

formalized the City's lead agency status for preparation ofPS&E, and

WHEREAS, Plans, Specifications and Estimates (PS&E) have been completed

and Encroachment Permit No. 1012-NMC-074l has been issued by Caltrans, and

WHEREAS, on May 22, 2013, the City Council, by Resolution No. 2012-176,

approved a Cooperative Agreement 10-397 between the City ofModesto and Caltrans

outlining the terms and conditions of cooperation between Partners to complete
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Construction phase of the State Route (SR) 991 Pelandale Avenue Interchange

Reconstruction Project, and

WHEREAS, on October 8, 2013, the California Transportation Commission by

Resolution No. R99-A-1314-01, approved the financial allocation of $43,800,000 of

Proposition 1 B Bond Savings for the locally administered Pelandale Interchange

Reconstruction (PPO 9460) SR99 project, in Stanislaus County, on State Highway

System, and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, as a result, the Fiscal Year 2013/2014

Capital Improvement Program budget needs to be amended to reflect the addition of

$43,800,000 appropriations from State Route 99 Proposition lB Bond Savings, and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Finance Director, or her designee, is

hereby authorized to implement the provisions of this resolution.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 6th day ofNovember, 2013, by Councilmember

Burnside, who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by

Councilmember Lopez, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the

following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

1I/06/2013/C&EDIBSandhulItem 14

Burnside, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez, Muratore,
Mayor Marsh

None

Cogdill
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-404

RESOLUTION AMENDING FISCAL YEAR 2013/2014 CAPITAL
IMPROVEMENT BUDGET TO APPROPRIATE $457,000 FROM CAPITAL
FACILITIES FEES STREETS TO CIP PROJECT NO. 100787 FOR
CONSTRUCTION OF A MONUMENT SIGN, AND AUTHORIZING THE
FINANCE DIRECTOR, OR HER DESIGNEE, TO IMPLEMENT THE
PROVISIONS OF THE RESOLUTION

WHEREAS, the State Route (SR) 99/Pelandale Avenue Interchange

Reconstruction Project is a project to address the traffic congestion at the State Route

99IPeiandaIe Avenue Interchange, and

WHEREAS, an initial study with Mitigated Negative Declaration was

prepared by the City'S consultant and submitted to the State ofCaIifomia

Department of Transportation (Caltrans) for approval. This Document (SCH#

2009072012) was approved by Caltrans on September 28, 2009, and

WHEREAS, on February 3, 2009, the City Council, by Resolution No. 2009-058,

approved a Cooperative Agreement between the City of Modesto and Caltrans for the

preparation ofPlans Specifications and Estimates (PS&E) for the State Route

99IPeiandaie Avenue Interchange Reconstruction Project. This Cooperative Agreement

formalized the City's lead agency status for preparation ofPS&E, and

WHEREAS, Plans, Specifications and Estimates (PS&E) have been completed

and Encroachment Permit No. 1012-NMC-0741 has been issued by Caltrans, and

WHEREAS, during project development it was decided to construct a City of

Modesto Monument sign to enhance aesthetic of the bridge and welcome the travelling

motorists to Modesto, and
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WHEREAS, on May 22,2013, the City Council, by Resolution No. 2012-176,

approved a Cooperative Agreement 10-397 between the City of Modesto and Caltrans

outlining the terms and conditions of cooperation between Partners to complete

Construction phase of the State Route (SR) 991 Pelandale Avenue Interchange

Reconstruction Project, and

WHEREAS, on October 8, 20l3, the California Transportation Commission by

Resolution No. R99-A-I314-01, approved the financial allocation of $43,800,000 of

Proposition 1 B Bond Savings for the locally administered Pelandale Interchange

Reconstruction (PPO 9460) SR99 project, in Stanislaus County, on State Highway

System, and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, as a result, the Fiscal Year 2013/2014

Capital Improvement Program budget needs to be amended to reflect the addition of

$457,000 from Capital Facilities Fees Streets.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Finance Director, or her designee, is

hereby authorized to implement the provisions of this resolution.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 6th day ofNovember, 2013, by Councilmember

Burnside, who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by

Councilmember Lopez, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the

following vote.

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez, Muratore,
Mayor Marsh

None

Cogdill

BY:~~
ADAM LINDGREN, Intenm ty Attorney

1110612013/C&EDIBSandhulltem 14 3 2013-404



· MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-405

RESOLUTION APPROVING A WILL SERVE LETTER FOR THE PROPERTY
LOCATED AT 4524 TULLY ROAD, (APN: 046-012-005) TO CONNECT TO THE
CITY OF MODESTO'S EXISTING WATER SYSTEM, AND AUTHORIZING
THE CITY MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE TO SIGN THE WILL SERVE
LETTER

WHEREAS, on May 22, 2012, the City Council approved Resolution Number

2012-203, and

WHEREAS, it amended city of Modesto Municipal Code section 11-1.05 and

Council Policy 5.001 relating to water connection charges, and

WHEREAS, it required that the City Manager upon the recommendation of the

Director responsible for utility system planning to request City Council approval for all

extensions ofwater and sewer services into unincorporated areas, and

WHEREAS, the property located at 4524 Tully Road, Modesto, is not connected

to City's water system, and

WHEREAS, this property is located outside Modesto City limits, outside of the

sphere of influence, and

WHEREAS, City staffhas completed an analysis and determined that it is

reasonable for the City of Modesto to extend water service to this property once the

developer constructs a 12-inch water main at his or her expense in Tully Road north of

Bangs Avenue, and

WHEREAS, it has been determined that a sufficient quantity ofpotable water is

available for normal usage by the proposed development, and

WHEREAS, the water connection fees shall be paid and associated permits be

obtained prior to connecting to the City water system.
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NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves the Will Serve letter for a property located at 4524 Tully Road in

Modesto.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to sign the Will Serve letter.

The foregoing documents were introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 6th day ofNovember, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Cogdill,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

BY:~
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Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-406

RESOLUTION DESIGNATING COUNCILMEMBER DAVE COGDILL, JR. TO
SERVE AS VICE MAYOR FOR THE REMAINDER OF 2013 AND ENSUING
YEAR PURSUANT TO SECTION 603 OF THE CHARTER OF THE CITY OF
MODESTO

BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto that Councilmember

Dave Cogdill, Jr. is hereby designated to serve as Vice Mayor for the remainder of 2013

and ensuing year pursuant to Section 603 ofthe Charter of the City of Modesto.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 12th day ofNovember, 2013, by Councilmember Geer,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Lopez,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES:

NOES:

ABSENT:

(SEAL)

Councilmembers:

Councilmembers:

Councilmembers:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

APPROVED AS TO FORM: )

By: C4v~.~
ADAM LINDGREN, Intenm Ity Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-407

RESOLUTION AMENDING THE FY 2013/2014 POSITION ALLOCATION FOR
THE COMMUNITY AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT TO
ADD ONE FULL-TIME ASSOCIATE CIVIL ENGINEER FOR THE
CONSTRUCTION OF STATE ROUTE 99IPELANDALE AVENUE
INTERCHANGE RECONSTRUCTION PROJECT

WHEREAS, the State Route 99/Pelandale Avenue Interchange Reconstruction

Project will alleviate traffic congestion, improve traffic safety, and improve traffic

operations, and

WHEREAS, on October 8, 2013, the California Transportation Commission

allocated $43,800,000 from Proposition IB Bond Savings for the State Route 99 I

Pelandale Avenue Interchange Reconstruction Project, and

WHEREAS, as a condition of funding, the construction contract must be awarded

within six (6) months of allocation, and

WHEREAS, staffhas proceeded to preconstruction activities including hiring a

construction management firm, and

WHEREAS, the Community and Economic Development Department does not

have adequate staff to oversee and coordinate this project, and

WHEREAS, it is in the best interest of the project to hire an Associate Civil

Engineer to aid with the Construction phase of the State Route 99IPelandaie Avenue

Interchange Reconstruction Project, and

WHEREAS, the annual salary and benefits for the Associate Civil Engineer

position are $109,136 per year, and
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WHEREAS, funding for this position is located in the State Route 99 Proposition

1 B Bond Savings CIP Project No.1 00786, State Route 99/Pelandale Avenue Interchange

Reconstruction Project for FY 13-14 through FY 15-16, and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves an increase in the position allocation for the Community and

Economic Development Department of one full-time Associate Civil Engineer.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 12th day ofNovember, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Muratore, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Counci1members:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez, Muratore,
Mayor Marsh

None

Cogdill

ATTEST:~~~~~~~~~~~__
lerk

BY:~ ~tf.~
ADAM LINDGREN, lnteri City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-408

RESOLUTION AMENDING THE FY 2013/2014 COMMUNITY AND
ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT OPERATING BUDGET TO
APPROPRIATE $72,758 FROM THE STATE ROUTE 99 PROPOSITION 1B
BOND SAVINGS CIP PROJECT NO. 100786, STATE ROUTE 99IPELANDALE
AVENUE INTERCHANGE RECONSTRUCTION PROJECT, TO FUND ONE
ASSOCIATE CIVIL ENGINEER AND CREATE A TRANSFER OF $72,758 FROM
THE PROPOSITION 1B BOND SAVINGS TO THE GENERAL FUND TO FUND THE
POSITION

WHEREAS, the State Route 99IPelandale Avenue Interchange Reconstruction

Project will alleviate traffic congestion, improve traffic safety, and improve traffic

operations, and

WHEREAS, on October 8, 2013, the California Transportation

Commission allocated $43,800,000 from Proposition lB Bond Savings for the

State Route 99IPelandale Avenue Interchange Reconstruction Project, and

WHEREAS, as a condition of funding, the construction contract must be awarded

within six (6) months of allocation, and

WHEREAS, staff has proceeded to preconstruction activities including hiring a

construction management firm, and

WHEREAS, the Community and Economic Development Department does not

have adequate staff to oversee and coordinate this project, and

WHEREAS, it is in the best interest of the project to hire an Associate Civil

Engineer to aid with the Construction phase of the State Route 99IPeiandale Avenue

Interchange Reconstruction Project, and

WHEREAS, the annual salary and benefits for the Associate Civil Engineer

position are $109,136 per year, and
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WHEREAS, funding for this position is located in the State Route 99 Proposition

lB Bond Savings CIP Project No. 100786, State Route 99/Pelandale Avenue Interchange

Reconstruction Project for FY 13-14 through FY 15-16, and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council ofthe City of Modesto

that it hereby approves a budget amendment to the FY 2013/2014 Community and

Economic Development Department Operating Budget in the amount of $72,758 and

create a transfer of$72,758 from the Proposition IB Bond Savings to the General Fund to fund

the position.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 12th day ofNovember, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Muratore, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez, Muratore,
Mayor Marsh

None

Cogdill

ATTEST: -J:o,~~~~~~±:-Mc-,-­
lerk

By ~cZ -~~
ADAM LINDGREN, Interi ity Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-409

RESOLUTION APPROVING AN OUTSIDE SERVICE AGREEMENT
BETWEEN THE CITY OF MODESTO AND VICTOR M. LOPEZ, A SINGLE
MAN, FOR SEWER SERVICE FOR THE PROPERTY LOCATED AT 2013
DONALD STREET IN THE ROBERTSON ROAD NEIGHBORHOOD,
MODESTO (APN: 037-021-081); AND AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER,
OR HIS DESIGNEE,TO EXCUTE THE AGREEMENT

WHEREAS, the property located at 2013 Donald Street is not connected to City's

sewer system, and

WHEREAS, the property is located outside Modesto City limits, and inside the

City'S Sphere of influence, and

WHEREAS, the property is inside the Modesto Municipal Sewer District No.1,

and

WHEREAS, the City of Modesto can and is willing to provide domestic sewer to

the subject area, and

WHEREAS, The Stanislaus County Redevelopment Agency installed complete

sewer infrastructure in the" neighborhood" and individual laterals to each parcel to

connect the property to the City of Modesto's sewer system, and

WHEREAS, consistent with adopted LAFCO Policy 15, the extension of sewer

service is proposed to remedy a health and safety concern in an area with failing septic

system, and

WHEREAS, the installation of the sewer service lines will upgrade the

infrastructure in this already developed unincorporated area to facilitate a later

annexation, and
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WHEREAS, the sewer connection fees shall be paid and associated permits be

obtained prior to beginning any on site construction, and

WHEREAS, that the property owner is required to enter into an outside service

agreement for sewer service with the City.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City ofModesto

that it hereby approves an Outside Service Agreement for the property located at 2013

Donald Street, in the Robertson Road Neighborhood, Modesto (APN: 037-021-081).

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute the agreement.

The foregoing documents were introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 12th of November, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Geer, was

upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

By: -..:~:=::::::::::~~~-:::.sz~~~~
ADAM LINDGREN, Inte . ity Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-410

RESOLUTION AMENDING THE FISCAL YEAR 2012-2013 AND FISCAL YEAR
2013-2014 ANNUAL OPERATING BUDGETS

WHEREAS, a financial analysis has been completed and it has been determined

that a budget adjustment is required to the Annual Budgets of the City of Modesto for

Fiscal Year 2012-2013 and Fiscal Year 2013-2014,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council ofthe City of Modesto

that it hereby approves amending the Fiscal Year 2012-2013 and Fiscal Year 2013-2014

armual operating budgets as shown in Exhibit A, which is attached hereto and

incorporated by reference herein.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Director of Finance, or her designee, is

hereby authorized to take the necessary steps to implement the provisions of this

resolution.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of the

City of Modesto held on the 12th day ofNovember, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Geer,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following votes:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

By:C:«~
ADAM LINDGREN, Interi City Attorney
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EXHIBIT A

FISCAL YEAR 2012-13

FINANCE DEPARTMENT

City Council, November 12, 2013
Monthly Budget Adjustment Report

An Industrial Fire JPA budget adjustment is necessary to recognize $286,620 in unbudgeted
revenue derived from FY12-13 Property Taxes and reallocate to Intergovernmental Services
and Services City Forces.

PARKS, RECREATION AND NEIGHBORHOODS
A budget adjustment is necessary to increase the transfer from the General Fund, Fund 0100,
to the Golf Fund, Fund 4600, by an additional $296,543 to account for a revenue shortfall and
unrealized expense savings.

A budget adjustment is necessary to increase the transfer from the General Fund, Fund 0100,
to the Centre Plaza Fund, Fund 4700, by an additional $155,926 to account for a shortfall in
revenue.

PUBLIC WORKS
A budget adjustment is necessary to transfer $626,198 from Water Fund Reserves to the Water
Capital Improvement Project Fund for reimbursement of expenses incurred from various Water
Capital Improvement Projects.

A budget adjustment is necessary to establish a $2,200,000 transfer from Fund 1510, LTF
Streets and Roads Fund, to Fund 1720, Street LTF Fund, to provide a tracking mechanism of
revenue for match funds of various approved projects.

FISCAL YEAR 2013-14

COMMUNITY AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT
A budget adjustment is necessary to transfer $183,500 from the Streets Capital Facility Fee
Fund, 3410, to Capital Improvement Project 100586, 7'h Street Bridge Tuolumne, for the City's
50% match funding of the Preliminary Engineering phase as required in the Memorandum of
Agreement approved on April 5, 2011.

PARKS, RECREATION AND NEIGHBORHOODS
A budget adjustment is necessary to transfer $250,000 from Waste-to-Energy Fund Reserves,
Fund 4895, to Intergovernmental Services for supply and acceptance of solid waste as per an
agreement between the City of Modesto and Stanislaus County as authorized by Council on
June 26,2012, Resolution #2012-265.

PUBLIC WORKS
A budget adjustment is necessary to establish a $100,000 transfer from Fund 1720, Prop 42
Fund, to Fund 3170, Capital Grants HUD CIP Projects, to allow the improvement of
approximately 15 additional curb ramps.

A budget adjustment is necessary to establish a $75,000 transfer from Fund 1730, Gas Tax
Fund, to Fund 1700, Surface Transportation Fund, to cover a $100,000 shortfall for the
purchase of two Macropaver Slurry Seal trucks. Additionally, allocate $25,000 in the Surface



City Council, November 12, 2013
Monthly Budget Adjustment Report

Page 2 of 2

Transportation Fund, 1700, from Temporary Employee Services to Vehicles to realize the total
shortfall.

UTILITY, PLANNING & PROJECTS
Approve creating a new Capital Improvement Project #100763, 2013-14 Sewer Collection
System Replacement, for the purpose of replacing sewer systems within the City of Modesto as
designated by Public Works Wastewater Collections staff, anticipated locations are Corson
Avenue and Griswold Avenue, and process a budget adjustment transferring funds in the
amount of $929,387 from Wastewater Fund Reserves to establish an expense budget for the
design and construction this project.

Approve creating a new Capital Improvement Project #100764, Cannery Segregation Pump
Replacement, for the purpose of improving the pump station to address hydraulic deficiencies
including the replacement of the existing pumps, and process a budget adjustment transferring
funds in the amount of $1,364,000 from Wastewater Fund Reserves to establish an expense
budget for the design and construction this project.

Approve creating a new Capital Improvement Project #100777, E Street Storm Drain Cross
Connection, for the purpose of removing the storm drain cross connection into the sewer system
on E Street and provide necessary storm drain improvements resulting from the cross
connection being removed, and process a budget adjustment transferring funds in the amount
of $396,000 from Wastewater Fund Reserves to establish an expense budget for the design
and construction this project.

Approve creating a new Capital Improvement Project #100781, Lakewood Subtrunk L3 & L4, for
the purpose of making sewer subtrunk improvements, including Lakewood L3 located on Kodiak
Dr. from Fine Avenue to Claus Road and Lakewood L4 located on Merle Avenue from
Hemstead Court to Claus Road, and process a budget adjustment transferring funds in the
amount of $565,500 from Wastewater Developmental Fee Reserves to establish an expense
budget for the design and construction this project.



MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-411

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE AWARD OF BID FOR THE FURNISHING
OF SPOILS SCREENING AND ROCK CRUSHING SERVICES FOR THE
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS, WATER DIVISION, TO DJ ROCHA
TRUCKING, INC., HILMAR, CA, FOR A TWO (2) YEAR AGREEMENT WITH
THREE (3) ONE-YEAR EXTENSION OPTIONS AT THE SOLE DISCRETION
OF THE CITY, AND AUTHORIZING THE PURCHASING MANAGER, OR HIS
DESIGNEE, TO ISSUE A PURCHASE AGREEMENT FOR AN ESTIMATED
ANNUAL COST OF $51,500, AND OVER FIVE (5) YEARS OF $257,500

WHEREAS, the City Manager authorized the Purchasing Manager to issue formal

Request for Bids (RFB) for the furnishing of spoils screening and rock crushing services,

and

WHEREAS, the Purchasing Division issued RFB No. l314-19 Spoils Screening

and Rock Crushing Services to five (5) prospective bidders, none of which were local

vendors, and posted the RFB on the City's website. No local vendor has the necessary

equipment to perform this service, and

WHEREAS, bids were formally opened in the City Clerk's Office. Three (3)

companies chose to respond, and

WHEREAS, all three (3) companies provided responsive and responsible bids,

and

WHEREAS, based on providing the lowest responsive and responsible bid, City

staff recommends the award of bid for the furnishing of spoils screening and rock

crushing services for the Department of Public Works, Water Division, to DJ Rocha

Trucking, Inc., Hilmar, CA, for a two (2) year agreement with three (3) one-year

extension options at the sole discretion ofthe City, for an estimated annual cost of

$51,500, and over five (5) years of $257,500, and
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WHEREAS, Modesto Municipal Code Section 8-3.203 generally requires all

purchases, which meet or exceed $50,000 for material, equipment or contractual services

to be formally bid. The award of bid for the furnishing of spoils screening and rock

crushing services for the Department ofPublic Works, Water Division, to DJ Rocha

Trucking, Inc., Hilmar, CA, conforms to Modesto Municipal Code 8-3.203, and

WHEREAS, funds are budgeted in Fiscal Year 2013-14 for spoils screening and

rock crushing services in Appropriation Units: 4100-55050-53300 and 4100-55080-

53300.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby authorizes the award of bid for the furnishing of spoils screening and rock

crushing services for the Department of Public Works, Water Division, to DJ Rocha, Inc.,

Hilmar, CA

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Purchasing Manager, or his designee, is

hereby authorized to issue a purchase agreement for an estimated annual cost of $51 ,500.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 12th day ofNovember, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Geer,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

By: :::::;4~
ADAM LINDGREN, Interim ity Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-412

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE AWARD OF PROPOSAL FOR THE
REPOWERING OF ONE MODEL YEAR 2003 GILLIG TRANSIT BUS FOR
THE DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS, TRANSIT DIVISION, TO
COMPLETE COACH WORKS, RIVERSIDE, CA, AND AUTHORIZING THE
PURCHASING MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO ISSUE A PURCHASE
ORDER FOR AN ESTIMATED TOTAL COST OF $99,053

WHEREAS, a formal Request for Proposal process was conducted for the

repowering offourteen (14) Model Year 2003 Gillig Transit Buses, and

WHEREAS, at the time of award the Transit Division only had sufficient funding

to fund thirteen (13) buses, and

WHEREAS, City Council authorized the award of proposal and contract to

Complete Coach Works for the repowering ofthirteen (13) Model Year 2003 Gillig

Transit Buses, per Council Resolution No. 2012-525, and

WHEREAS, additional funding has since become available and the Transit

Division requests the repowering of the fourteenth (14) bus, and

WHEREAS, Complete Coach Works will extend original bid pricing, and

WHEREAS, City staff recommends the award ofproposal for the repowering of

one Model Year 2003 Gillig Transit Bus for the Department of Public Works, Transit

Division, to Complete Coach Works, Riverside, CA, for an estimated total cost of

$99,053, and

WHEREAS, Modesto Municipal Code Section 8-3.203 generally requires all

purchases, which meet or exceed $50,000 for material, equipment or contractual services

to be formally bid. The award of proposal for the repowering of one Model Year 2003
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Gillig Transit Bus for the Department of Public Works, Transit Division, to Complete

Coach Works, Riverside, CA, conforms to Modesto Municipal Code 8-3.203, and

WHEREAS, funds are budgeted in Fiscal Year 2013-14 for the repowering ofone

Model Year 2003 Gillig Transit Bus in Appropriation Unit: 4510-59999-55010-100449.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby authorizes the award ofproposal for the repowering of one Model Year

2003 Gillig Transit Bus for the Department of Public Works, Transit Division, to

Complete Coach Works, Riverside, CA.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Purchasing Manager, or his designee, is

hereby authorized to issue a purchase order for an estimated total cost of$99,053.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 12th day ofNovember, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Geer,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES:

NOES:

ABSENT:

(SEAL)

Councilmembers:

Councilmembers:

Councilmembers:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

APPROVED AS TO FORM: ~

By: ~~~"~"a::;?~;;~~~~~==-_
ADAM LINDGREN, Interim City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-413

RESOLUTION RESCINDING RESOLUTION NO. 2012-100 THAT APPROVED
THE INITIAL STUDY AND ADOPTED THE FINDING OF CONFORMANCE
THAT THE PROPOSED TANK AND WELL IN DEL RIO AREA WAS WITHIN
THE SCOPE OF THE PROJECT COVERED BY THE WATER SYSTEM
ENGINEER'S REPORT PROGRAM ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT,
AND DIRECTING STAFF TO PERFORM A NEW ENVIRONMENTAL
ANALYSIS SPECIFIC TO THE PROJECT PURSUANT TO CALIFORNIA
ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT REQUIREMENTS

WHEREAS, on March 13,2012, by Resolution No. 2012-100, the City Council

adopted the Finding ofConformance that the Proposed Tank and Well in Del Rio Area

was within the scope ofthe project covered by the Water System Engineer's Report

Program Environmental Impact Report (PEIR), and

WHEREAS, on December 20,2012, a lawsuit was filed against the City by the

North Modesto Groundwater Alliance (Stanislaus County Superior Court Case No.

680381), and

WHEREAS, the lawsuit alleges deficiencies in the environmental review ofthe

project, as well as a lack of sufficient notice to affected parties, and

WHEREAS, the lawsuit further requests the court require the City to rescind the

prior project approvals, and to prepare a new environmental analysis for the project, and

WHEREAS, the court has granted a preliminary injunction, which prevents the

City from undertaking any further activity to move the project forward prior to a ruling

by the court,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City ofModesto

that it hereby rescinds Resolution No. 2012-100, approved on March 13, 2012, which

approved the Initial Study and adopted the Finding ofConformance that the Proposed
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Tank and Well in Del Rio Area was within the scope of the project covered by the Water

System Engineer's Report Program Environmental Impact Report (PEIR), and directs

staff to perform a new environmental analysis specific to the project pursuant to

California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) requirements.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that staff is hereby authorized to perform a new

environmental analysis specific to the project pursuant to CEQA requirements.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 12'h day ofNovember, 2013, by Councilmember

Gunderson, who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by

Councilmember Geer, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the

following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers: Burnside, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez, Muratore,
Mayor Marsh

NOES: Councilmembers: None

ABSENT: Councilmembers: Cogdill

(SEAL)

By: 6ZAPPR4~F~
ADAM LINDGREN,iIlteriitYAttey
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-414

RESOLUTION RESCINDING RESOLUTION NO. 2012-496 THAT ACCEPTED
THE PRELIMINARY DESIGN REPORT DATED OCTOBER 2012 FOR THE
DEL RIO TANK, PUMP STATION AND NEW WELL PROJECT AS
COMPLETE

WHEREAS, on December 4, 2012, by Resolution No. 2012-496, the City Council

accepted the Preliminary Design Report dated October 2012 for the Del Rio Tank, Pump

Station and New Well project as complete, and

WHEREAS, on December 20, 2012, a lawsuit was filed against the City by the

North Modesto Groundwater Alliance (Stanislaus County Superior Court Case No.

680381), and

WHEREAS, the lawsuit alleges deficiencies in the environmental review of the

project, as well as a lack of sufficient notice to affected parties, and

WHEREAS, the lawsuit further requests the court require the City to rescind the

prior project approvals, and to prepare a new environmental analysis for the project, and

WHEREAS, the court has granted a preliminary injunction, which prevents the

City from undertaking any further activity to move the project forward prior to a ruling

by the court,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby rescinds Resolution No. 2012-496, approved on December 4,2012, which

accepted the Preliminary Design Report dated October 12,2012 for the Del Rio Tank,

Pump Station and New Well project as complete.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 12'h day ofNovember, 2013, by Councilmember

Gunderson, who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by

Councilmember Geer, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the

following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers: Burnside, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez, Muratore,
Mayor Marsh

NOES: Councilmembers: None

ABSENT: Councilmembers: Cogdill

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

By: c:::?:~a~-~~~~
ADAM LINDGREN, Interim Cit

11/1212013IUP&PIRChristensenlItem 14 2 20l3-414



MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-415

RESOLUTION REJECTING ALL BIDS FOR THE DEL RIO NEW WELL, AND
RE-ADVERTISING THE PROJECT FOR BID WHEN THE CITY IS LEGALLY
ALLOWED TO BEGIN CONSTRUCTION

WHEREAS, the bids received for the Del Rio New Well were opened at 11 :00

a.m. on December 11,2012, and later tabulated by the Director of Utility Planning &

Projects for the consideration of the City Council, and

WHEREAS, because of the significant delays due to the litigation (Stanislaus

County Superior Court Case No. 680381) of the project, staff now recommends rejecting

all bids, and re-advertising the project when the City is legally allowed to begin

construction,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby rejects all bids received for the Del Rio New Well, opened in the office of

the City Clerk on December 11, 2012.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that staff is hereby authorized to re-advertise the

project when the City is legally allowed to begin construction.

1lI1212013IUP&PIRChristensenlItem 14 2013-415



The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 12'h day ofNovember, 2013, by Councilmember

Gunderson, who moved its adoption, which motion being du!y seconded by

Councilmember Geer, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the

following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers: Burnside, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez, Muratore,
Mayor Marsh

NOES: Councilmembers: None

ABSENT: Councilmembers: Cogdill

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

By:C;4 ~
ADAM LINDGREN, Intenm ty Attorney

11112l2013IUP&PIRChristensen/Item 14 2 2013-415



MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-416

RESOLUTION APPROVING THE PLANS AND SPECIFICATIONS FOR THE
STRENGTHEN & REPLACE WATER SYSTEM BETWEEN EL VISTA
AVENUE & CLOVERDALE AVENUE PROJECT, ACCEPTING THE BID, AND
APPROVING A CONTRACT WITH D.A. WOOD CONSTRUCTION, INC. OF
EMPIRE, CALIFORNIA IN THE AMOUNT OF $169,904 AND AUTHORIZING
THE CITY MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO EXECUTE THE CONTRACT

WHEREAS, plans and specifications have been prepared for the Strengthen &

Replace Water System Between El Vista Avenue & Cloverdale Avenue project, and City

staff recommends approval by the City Council, and

WHEREAS, the bids received for the Strengthen & Replace Water System

Between EI Vista Avenue & Cloverdale Avenue project were opened at 11 :00 a.m. on

October 15,2013, and later tabulated by the Director of Utility Planning and Projects for

the consideration of the Council, and

WHEREAS, the Director ofUtility Planning and Projects has recommended that

the bid of$169,904 received from D.A. Wood Construction, Inc. of Empire, California

be accepted as the lowest responsible and responsive bid and the contract be awarded to

D.A. Wood Construction, Inc.,

NOW, TIIEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves the plans and specifications for the Strengthen & Replace Water

System Between EI Vista Avenue & Cloverdale Avenue project, accepts the bid ofD.A.

Wood Construction, Inc. of Empire, California in the amount of$169,904, and awards

D.A. Wood Construction, Inc. the contract for the Strengthen & Replace Water System

Between El Vista Avenue & Cloverdale Avenue project.
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BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute the contract.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting ofthe Council of

the City of Modesto held on the lih day ofNovember, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Geer,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

BY:~~
ADAM LINDGREN, Interim ity Attorney'
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-417

RESOLUTION APPROVING A PURCHASE AND SALE AGREEMENT
BETWEEN THE CITY OF MODESTO, SOUTHWEST HIDE COMPANY AND
MODESTO HOLDING COMPANY FOR ACQUISITION OF THE FOLLOWING
PROPERTY INTERESTS: (A) 37,333 SQUARE FEET (0.86 ACRES)
PERMANENT SEWER EASEMENT, AND (B) A 41,142 SQUARE FEET (0.94
ACRES) TEMPORARY CONSTRUCTION EASEMENT, LOCATED AT 925
CROWS LANDING ROAD (APN 038-022-003, 038-022-009, 038-022-011, 038-022-
013,038-022-014 & 038-022-015), IN THE AMOUNT OF $59,500, FOR THE
SHACKELFORD CROSSING PROJECT, AND AUTHORIZING THE CITY
MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO EXECUTE THE AGREEMENT AND ALL
RELATED DOCUMENTS REQUIRED TO CLOSE ESCROW

WHEREAS, the City of Modesto is continuing to make improvements to the

efficiency of the wastewater collection system, which includes installing two 18" sewer

siphons beneath the Tuolumne River to replace older, abandoned siphons and increase

overall capacity, and

WHEREAS, City staff is recommending acquisition of a permanent sewer

easement and a temporary construction easement for installation of the two siphons, and

WHEREAS, staff has investigated the subject property to ensure it is suitable for

this purpose,

WHEREAS, an agreement is needed for the acquisition of the easements and City

staff recommends approving the Purchase and Sale Agreement for acquisition ofproperty

interests,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves a Purchase and Sale Agreement between the City of Modesto,

Southwest Hide Company and Modesto Holding Company for acquisition of the

following property interests: (a) 37,333 square feet (0.86 acres) Permanent Sewer

Easement, and (b) a 41,142 square feet (0.94 acres) Temporary Construction Easement,
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located at 925 Crows Landing Road (APN 038-022-003, 038-022-009, 038-022-011,

038-022-013,038-022-014 & 038-022-015), in the amount of$59,500, for the

Shackelford Crossing Project.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute the Agreement and all related documents required to close escrow.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 12th day ofNovember, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Geer,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

,

C:::?~. -~~~"-"'
By: ~~~~~~~__~~~_____

ADAM LINDGREN, Interim Ci
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-418

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE,
TO SIGN CERTIFICATES OF ACCEPTANCE FOR THE PERMANENT
SEWER EASEMENT AND TEMPORARY CONSTRUCTION EASEMENT FOR
THE ACQUISITION OF PROPERTY INTERESTS LOCATED AT 925 CROWS
LANDING ROAD, OWNED BY SOUTHWEST HIDE COMPANY AND
MODESTO HOLDING COMPANY, (APN 038-022-003, 038-022-009, 038-022-011,
038-022-013,038-022-014 & 038-022-015) TO BE PURCHASED BY THE CITY OF
MODESTO FOR THE SHACKELFORD CROSSING PROJECT

WHEREAS, Section 27281 of the Government Code requires a public agency to

accept real property prior to the recordation of a deed or adopt a resolution accepting real

property, and

WHEREAS, the City of Modesto desires to acquire: (1) a 37,333 square feet

Permanent Sewer Easement; and (2) a 41,142 square feet Temporary Construction

Easement, for the acquisition of property interests located at 925 Crows Landing Road

(APN 038-022-003, 038-022-009, 038-022-011, 038-022-013, 038-022-014 & 038-022-

015), owned by Southwest Hide Company and Modesto Holding Company, to be

purchased by the City of Modesto for Shackelford Crossing Project, and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby authorized to sign Certificates of

Acceptance for the Permanent Sewer Easement and Temporary Construction Easement

for the acquisition ofproperty interests located at 925 Crows Landing Road, owned by

Southwest Hide Company and Modesto Holding Company, (APN 038-022-003, 038-

022-009,038-022-011,038-022-013,038-022-014 & 038-022-015) to be purchased by

the City ofModesto for the Shackelford Crossing Project.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 12th day ofNovember, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Geer,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

BY:~

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None

ADAM LINDGREN, Interim C Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013·419

RESOLUTION APPROVING THE PLANS AND SPECIFICATIONS FOR THE
WELLHEAD TREATMENT AT WELL NO.3 PROJECT, ACCEPTING THE
BID, AND APPROVING A CONTRACT WITH W.M. LYLES CO. OF FRESNO,
CALIFORNIA IN THE AMOUNT OF $966,631, AND AUTHORIZING THE CITY
MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO EXECUTE THE CONTRACT

WHEREAS, plans and specifications have been prepared for the Wellhead

Treatment at Well No.3 project, and City staffrecommends approval by the City

Council, and

WHEREAS, the bids received for the Wellhead Treatment at Well No.3 project

were opened at II :00 a.m. on October 15, 2013, and later tabulated by the Director of

Utility Planning and Projects for the consideration of the Council, and

WHEREAS, the Director of Utility Planning and Projects has recommended that

the bid of$966,631 received from W.M. Lyles Co. of Fresno, California be accepted as

the lowest responsible and responsive bid and the contract be awarded to W.M. Lyles

Co.,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves the plans and specifications for the Wellhead Treatment at Well

No.3 project, accepts the bid ofW.M. Lyles Co. of Fresno, California in the amount of

$966,631, and awards W.M. Lyles Co. the contract for the Wellhead Treatment at Well

No.3 project.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute the contract.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 12th day of November, 2013, by Councilmember

Muratore, who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by

Councilmember Gunderson, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the

following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers: Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Muratore,
Mayor Marsh

NOES: Councilmembers: None

ABSENT: Councilmembers: Lopez

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

~~~Z'?--/By:
~~~~~~~~~~~77L-------
ADAM LINDGREN, Interim C
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-420

RESOLUTION ACCEPTING THE CAPITAL FACILITIES FEES ANNUAL
REPORT FOR FISCAL YEAR 2012-13, AND MAKING FINDINGS RELATING
TO EACH OF THE FEE CATEGORIES

WHEREAS, Section 8-1.904 ofthe Modesto Municipal Code authorizes the City

Council to establish Capital Facilities Fees ("CFF") by resolution, and

WHEREAS, California Government Code Sections 66001 and 66006 require that

the City make certain information available to the public and findings relating to the

necessity of collecting fees for new development, and

WHEREAS, the City is collecting CFF for the purpose ofconstructing pubic

improvements that will be needed as a result of new development, and

WHEREAS, on March 22, 2011, the City Council, by Resolution No. 2011-105,

established the nexus for fees imposed by each land use, and

WHEREAS, the Streets CFF fund was established to accrue funds for arterial

roadways, intersections, expressways, freeway interchanges and associated landscaping,

and

WHEREAS, the Transit CFF fund was established to accrue funds for the

expansion of the City's transit system including additional buses and their associated

facilities, and

WHEREAS, the Air Quality Mitigation CFF Fund was established to accrue

funds to assist in the reduction ofautomobile travel, specifically for the development of

park and ride lots, Class I Bike Trails, and

WHEREAS, the Police CFF Fund was established to accrue funds for additional

policing needs including an additional station, police cars and associated equipment, a
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northeast area precinct, a training facility, a computer aided dispatch system, and an

expanded radio system, and

WHEREAS, the Fire CFF Fund was established to accrue funds for the

construction of additional fire stations, fire vehicles, and a new training station, and

WHEREAS, the Parks and Recreation CFF Fund was established to accrue funds

for the development of additional regional parks, community centers, and neighborhood

parks, and the expansion of the McClure museum, and

WHEREAS, the General Government CFF Fund was established to accrue funds

for the expansion of City Hall, expansion of the City's corporation yards, and technology

expansions, and

WHEREAS, the CFF program is a pay-as-you go program that enables

improvements to be constructed when enough monies have been accumulated, and

WHEREAS, the Capital Facilities Fee Annual Report for Fiscal Year 2012-13 has

been completed and is on file with the City Clerk and is attached as Exhibit "A", and

WHEREAS, a public hearing at the City Council in the Tenth Street Place

Chambers located at 1010 Tenth Street, Modesto, California was set for November 12,

2013, to enable the public to have the opportunity to comment on the CFF collected,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby finds and determines that the Capital Facilities Fee program, set forth in

City Council Resolution No. 2013-177, and incorporated herein by reference, is a

necessary program to fund future infrastructure needed for new development.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto that it

hereby finds that the CFF revenue anticipated for the full development of infrastructure
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improvements for new development has not been fully collected to complete the

financing of incomplete improvements. It is presently anticipated that there will be no

regular sources of funding to develop CFF infrastructure improvements apart from CFF

collections.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto that it

hereby finds that the anticipated dates for the full collection of fees is unknown at this

time as fees are based on development activity which is not controlled by the City.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED by the Council of the City ofModesto that it

hereby finds that the funding for eonstructing and/or purchasing additional fire stations,

fire vehicles, and a new training station, have not yet been accumulated and the

approximate date is not yet known, but there is still a need as outlined in Resolution No.

2013-177, and therefore fees should still be collected for these purposes.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto that it

hereby finds that the funding for constructing and/or purchasing an additional police

station, police cars and associated equipment, a northeast area precinct, a training facility,

a computer aided dispatch system, and an expanded radio system, have not yet been

accumulated and the approximate date is not yet known, but there is still a need as

outlined in Resolution No. 2013-177, and therefore fees should still be eollected for these

purposes.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto that it

hereby finds that the funding for the development of additional regional parks,

community centers, neighborhood parks, and the expansion of McClure museum have

not yet been accumulated and the approximate date is not yet known, but there is still a
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need as outlined in Resolution No. 2013-177, and therefore fees should still be collected

for these purposes.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto that it

hereby finds that the funding for the expansion of City Hall, expansion of the City's

corporation yards, and additional technology expansions is not yet known, but there is

still a need as outlined in Resolution No. 2013-177, and therefore fees should still be

collected for these purposes.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto that it

hereby finds that the funding for the reduction of automobile travel, specifically for the

development ofpark and ride lots and Class I Bike Trails is not yet known, but there is

still a need as outlined in Resolution No. 2013-177, and therefore fees should still be

collected for these purposes.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto that it

hereby finds that the funding for arterial roadways, interseetions, expressways, freeway

interchanges and all of their associated landscaping is not yet known, but there is still a

need as outlined in Resolution No. 2013-177, and therefore fees should still be collected

for these purposes.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto that it

hereby finds that the funding for the expansion of the transit system is not yet known, but

there is still a need as outlined in Resolution No. 2013-177, and therefore fees should still

be collected for these purposes.
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BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto that it

hereby accepts the Fiscal Year 2012-13 Capital Facilities Fees Report as described in

Exhibit "A", attached hereto and incorporated herein by reference.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 12th day ofNovember, 2013, by Councilmember Geer,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Counci1member Lopez,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Counci1members:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

1111212013IC&EDrrRochaiitem 19

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore, Mayor Marsh

None

None
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LEGAL REQUIREMENTS

A. What Are Impact Fees?

CITY OF MODESTO

CAPITAL FACILITIES FEES ANNUAL REPORT

FISCAL YEAR 2012-13

California Government Code §66000 allows a local jurisdiction to establish an impact fee
to mitigate the impacts of new development. These fees may be used for the purchase,
construction, expansion, rehabilitation, or acquisition of public facilities, and must be
consistent with the adopted fee program, which is updated every five years.

New development increases the demand for health and safety service provided by a
city, affects the quality of the community's infrastructure, and increases the need for
public facilities. Typically, impact fees are paid to a city at the time a building permit is
issued and assist in paying for the cumulative impact of new development through
infrastructure improvements and additions. Facilities partly funded by impact fees
include police, fire and administrative buildings, park sites, bike trails, public landscape
areas, community centers, transportation and transit facilities and roadway
improvements. Impact fees cannot be used for maintenance of existing or future city
facilities.

B. Establishing An Impact Fee Program
The City of Modesto ("City") impact fee program, more commonly known as the Capital
Facilities Fees Program ("CFF Program"), was established in 1987 and has been updated
periodically to reflect the changes in land values, projects and costs. Impact fees
imposed on new development must have the proper nexus to any project on which they
are imposed. The CFF Program sets forth the relationship between contemplated future
developments, facilities needed to serve future development and the estimated cost of
those improvements based on the current General Plan for build-out. Estimated project
costs and the summary of fee apportionment for each CFF Program fee category are
identified in the 2003 and 2011 CFF Program updates.

C. Adoption of a Capital Improvement Program (CIPI
California Government Code §66002 requires local agencies that have implemented an
impact fee program to adopt a Capital Improvement Program (ClP) indicating the
approximate location, size, and time of projects, plus an estimate for the costs of all
facilities or improvements to be financed by the impact fees. At a minimum, a formal
ClP is recommended as a five-year plan. The City annually produces a five-year CIP
which assists in maintaining and updating the City's General Plan.

The City's CIP connects annual capital expenditures to a long-range plan for public
improvements. The City's CIP also assists in maximizing the funds available, connecting
the plan for public improvements to the City's capacity for funding, and projecting
expenditures over a period of years. This type of fiscal management is particularly
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LEGAL REQUIREMENTS (Con't.)

important during periods where budgetary demands exceed financial resources. The
City's CIP Program is financed in part by the impact fees collected through the CFF
Program.

D. Reporting
Annual reporting of a local agency's impact fee program is required by Government
Code §66006. The impact fees collected must be segregated from general and other
funds containing fees collected for other improvements. Interest on each impact fee
fund or account must be credited to that fund or account and be used only for the
purpose for which the impact fee was collected.

California Government Code §66006{b) requires that a local agency make the following
information available to the public for each separate impact fee fund on an annual basis
and that the local agency review that information at a public meeting. The law also
requires the annual report include the following information for the prior fiscal year and
be made available within 180 days after the last day of each fiscal year:

• Describe the type of impact fee in the account or fund.
• Identify the amount of the impact fee.
• Provide the beginning and ending balance of the account or fund.

• Provide the amount of impact fees collected and interest earned.
• Identify each public improvement on which impact fees were expended and the

amount of the expenditures on each improvement, including the total percentage
of the cost of the public improvement that was funded with the impact fee.

• Identify an approximate date by which the construction of the public improvement
will commence, if the local agency determines that sufficient funds have been
collected to complete financing on an incomplete public improvement and the
public improvement remains incomplete.

• Describe each interfund transfer or loan made from the account or fund, including
the public improvement on which the transferred or loaned impact fees will be
expended, and, in the case of an interfund loan, the date on which the loan will be
repaid and the rate of interest that the account or fund will receive on the loan.

e Provide the amount of refunds made due to sufficient funds being collected to
complete financing on incomplete public improvements, and the amount of
reallocation of impact funds made to administrative costs of refunding
unexpended revenues exceeding the amount to be refunded.

If an agency no longer needs the funds for the purposes collected or fails to make the
required findings or perform certain administrative tasks prescribed, the agency may be
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CITY OF MODESTO

CAPITAL FACILITIES FEES ANNUAL REPORT

........___._ ..________._______-"-'FISCAL YEAR 2012-13

LEGAL REQUIREMENTS (Con't.)

required to refund, on a prorated basis to owners of the properties upon which the
impact fees for the improvement were imposed, the monies collected for that project
and any interest earned on those funds.

California Government Code §66001(d} also requires that the local agency make all of
the following findings every fifth year with respect to that portion of the account
remaining unexpended, whether committed or uncommitted:

• Identify the purpose to which the impact fee is to be allocated.

• Demonstrate a reasonable relationship between the impact fee and the purpose
for which is it charged,

• Identify all sources and amounts of funding anticipated to complete financing of
incomplete improvements.

• Designate the approximate dates on which the funding is expected to be deposited
into the appropriate account or fund.

• In any action imposing a fee as a condition of approval of a development project
by a local agency, the local agency shall determine how there is a reasonable
relationship between the amount of the impact fee and the cost of the public
facility or portion of the public facility attributable to the development on which
the impact fee is imposed.

Page 3
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CITY OF MODESTO

CAPITAL FACILITIES FEES ANNUAL REPORT

FISCAL YEAR 2012-13

DESCRIPTION OF CAPITAL FACILITIES FEES

The CFF Program mitigates the impacts associated with new development on certain public
facilities. The CFF Program is used to finance the acquisition, construction, and
improvement of public facilities as a result of new development. The City has the following
eight (8) CFF Program fee categories:

Streets Capital Facilities Fee - Fund 3410
This fee is collected for roadway improvements such as expressways, interchanges, arterial
and collector roads, turn lanes, intersections and traffic signals.

Public Transportation Capital Facilities Fee - Fund 3420
This fee is collected for new buses, bus shelters, bus stops, the bus maintenance facility, and
the northeast transfer station.

Air Quality Mitigation Capital Facilities Fees - Fund 3430
This fee is collected for facilities that reduce automobile travel by facilitating alternative
modes of travel such as the Amtrak station parking lot, park and ride lots, vanpooling,
carpooling, Class I bike trails, bike storage, turn lanes, footpaths, and pedestrian accesses.

Police Capital Facilities Fee - Fund 3440
This fee is collected for the Police Tactical Training Center, police vehicles, parking facilities,
communication systems, special equipment, and the future Northeast Area Precinct (to be
shared with Fire).

Fire Capital Facilities Fee - Fund 3450
This fee is collected for fire facility expansions, fire vehicles, special equipment, and the
future Northeast Area Precinct (to be shared with Police).

Parks Capital Facilities Fees - Fund 3460
This fee is collected for land and construction costs for neighborhood, community, and
regional parks, sports facilities, and community buildings.

City Hall and Other Government Facilities Capital Facilities Fee - Fund 3470
This fee is collected for debt service payments on City Hall, related parking facilities, the
corporation yard and related facilities, City vehicles, and the City's information technology
expansion.
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CITY OF MODESTO
CAPITAL FACILITIES FEES ANNUAL REPORT

FISCAL YEAR 2012-13
'~'-'-" ""---""'--

DESCRIPTION OF CAPITAL FACILITIES FEES (Con't.)

Administration Capital Facilities Fee - Fund 3480
This fee is collected for the administration of the CFF Program. This includes preparation of
an Annual CFF Program Report, preparation of a Five-Year CFF Report, day-to-day
management of the CFF Program including preparation of annual CIP budgets, CFF Program
annual inflationary updates, land value analyses and updates and CFF Program Proformas.

CURRENT FEE SCHEDULES

The current CFF Program allows for an annual inflationary adjustment equal to the increase
in the annual change in the San Francisco Bay Area Engineering News Record Construction
Cost Index through the month of December of the preceding year. For Fiscal Year 2013-14,
the CFF Program could have applied an inflationary adjustment of 1.5%. However, due to
the continuing economic challenges faced by the City, staff recommended that the
inflationary adjustment be frozen as it had been previously done in Fiscal Year 2012-13. On
April 23, 2013, the City Council adopted Resolution No. 2013-141 and waived the annual
inflationary adjustment for Fiscal Year 2013-14. Table 1 provides the adopted fee schedule
for Fiscal Year 2013-14.

COMBINING STATEMENT OF REVENUES, EXPENDITURES AND CHANGES IN FUND
BALANCES

The Combining Statement of Revenues, Expenditures and Changes in Fund Balances
provided in Table 2 outlines the beginning and ending balance of each fund for Fiscal Year
2012-2013. Expenditures are identified by general categories. All revenue, unless collected
under the deferral program, is collected at the time a building permit is issued. Since the
CFF Program is a "pay-as-you-go" program, the City must accrue enough revenue prior to
commencing construction of a project, resulting in an "aging" of fund balances. The aging
or accumulation occurs until enough revenue has been collected to construct a project.

FIVE YEAR REVENUE AND EXPENSE HISTORY

As previously discussed, most revenue is collected when a building permit is issued for new
development. Overall, CFF Program revenues increased 101.9% between Fiscal Years
2011-12 and 2012-13 while expenditures increased 120.9% over the same time period. Due
to previously accumulated revenues in the Streets and Parks Capital Facilities Fees funds,
staff has continued to design and put projects out to bid. Tables 3 and 4 provide a five-year
snapshot of the CFF Program revenues and expenditures, respectively. Table 5 offers a
combined picture of revenues, expenses and fund balance levels over the past five years.
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CITY OF MODESTO
CAPITAL FACILITIES FEES ANNUAL REPORT

__________________---'F:...oI=-SC=A=l YEAR 2012-13

DEFERRED CAPITAL FACILITIES FEES

A. Single-Family Residential
In June of 2010, the City extended the deferral program of CFF for Single-Family
Residential permits for a period of one (1) year. This program allowed the deferral of
payment of CFF until issuance of a Certificate of Occupancy. Although the program
ended in June 2011, two (2) deferral agreements remain outstanding and are shown in
Table 6.

B. Multi-Family, Commercial and Industrial
CFF Deferral Programs for Multi-Family, Commercial, and Industrial developments have
been in place since 1991. Deferrals assist in off-setting the cost of new development by
allowing applicants to pay a portion of the CFF due at the time of building permit
issuance and the balance, plus interest, over a predetermined period of time. Table 7
details the thirteen (13) active deferrals in Fiscal Year 2012-2013.

REFUNDS

One (1) CFF refund was issued in Fiscal Year 2012-2013. This refund, outlined in Table 8,
was returning monies deposited by a developer for future improvements on Morse Road
that have since been deemed unnecessary.

TRANSFERS

A total of eight (8) interfund transfers occurred in Fiscal Year 2012-2013. The transfers
included the Tenth Street Place (City Hall) Debt Service payment and funding for various
projects throughout the City. Table 9 offers details of each transfer.

CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS

Information on projects funded by the CFF Program can be found in Table 10. The
information in the table includes a listing of current projects, estimated construction start
and end dates, estimated project costs, percentage of project funded by the CFF Program
and general accounting information.
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Table 1: Fee Schedules Effective July 1, 2012 through June 30, 2013

Multi-Family"Resl:!~ntial

CITY OF MODESTO
CAPITAL FACILITIES FEES ANNUAL REPORT

FISCAL YEAR 2012-13

:e~~r~I~~J~:F.\~'·.~~:~~m:~··'t ~"i~~t;:::+ ........ "co::I·· ........ "i.-
Retail 50.000·100.000 5F

Retaill00.000:300.00.0SF._...•..I~.....11000.~F ..... j__ ~.6!603
..H.etail >300,OOOSF

Medical Office
General Office

Hospital

.p'~ycar,~
Church

.._N_u.~sjn~ Hom,~,

221
222
222
222

2011 CFF PROGRAM· Development within City's Sphere of Influence
Fee Unit

Category Measure Per
Single-Family Resid,~!:!~~}." Dwelling Unit
ly:1ulti-Fami,Jy Resid~D.~.~X ,",_g~!JJi~.1L~!!!t

,~,~,~i()L~_o~si_~~_ ,pv.-'~I,n~~ ~.nit .
., ..~,?,t,~V,ryt,e!~I. Room

Streets
$ 6.815 I $

4,991.,",
2,870

.3.435

Public
Transu,

72
52
31
36

.. Retail <50,000 SF 1100.0 SF ..9,B02 103
Retai.1 50,02.0:100,000 SF 1,000 SF
RetaiI100i02.Q:~00,99.0 SF 1,000 SF

,,_~~!ail_~~9.0r9g9.,.?~ ~!.Qq9_?,~
Medica! Office ~,,-gQ,q,,,?y __ ., ,..
General Office 1,000 SF

8.161
6,918,

. 6,463
12.463

6,100

.~.~.. §i729
4.922~~~~~:~ .··~·t=:t~~~ .......

Church l,0005F.....1.1,.178.
Nursing Home

Industrial (Manufacturing)
Industrial (Warehousing)

.~,.()()Q2F '.1.'_' _1,
6

61
1.200SF~ . 2,374
1,000 SF 1,694

86
73
69

17
25
18

Air
Quality

$ 1.382
876
958

Police
General

Fire Parks GOv'!.

168 6.887
328 ..... 13.202
148 6,744
207 9,434
120 I 5.544

AdmIn Total
$ 176 $..... 8,445

120 5.952
95 3.954
51 3.522

143 10.048
120 8,367
102 7,093
95 6.62,7

183 .12.778
93 6.2.7

130 ....8.95}
76 5.050
25 1,215
31 1.709
36 2,435
27 I 1.739
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CITY OF MODESTO
CAPITAL FACILITIES FEES ANNUAL REPORT

FISCAL YEAR 2012-13
~---=Ta~b~le~2~:~Co-m~b~in~in-g~s~ta7te~m~e~nt~o~f~Re-v-en-u-es-,~Ex-p-en~d~it-ur-es-a-n~d7.ch-a-ng~e-s~in~F-un~d~B~al~an-c-es~y~e-ar~E-nd~e~d7Ju-n-e~30~,~20~1~3--~~~- ---------

.._,l,q~.?!.?_~,~" ,
218,204

(172,Q771 _____ (190,<

$ J,430,525 $ 12,4$1 $ 17'1664 $ 43,857 $ 12J16S $ 277,44' $ lO,337 $ 20.438 $ 7,B44~879

------------------ ______ 1 1 I 1 1 1 1 t t
EXPENDITURES:
Current:

Genera! Gov't, 1 ____ 7,801,73;J$ -----------:1 1
:[$ :+$ :1 $--

38,805 I $ 38,805

... 1:1,i_g,~,~,~y~,,~ .:;,~_r.,~,e:,~~"., . • 7,80~,?37

Public Works
Parks & Recreation ________________________•.1======:::1 - t -_ J -________, j - t 9,259':100 t -J 9,259,7QO ____.----."-..~~.
Public Safety

CaeltalOutlar

TOTAL EXPeNDI11JRES $ 1,$01,731 $ $ $ $ $ 9j 259,700' $ $ 38.805 $ 17,100,242

EXt_ESS IDEFlcmNCYI OF_REVENUeS OVER
IONDER) EXPENDITURES $1371,Z12! $ U t4S1 $ 2.1,664 $ 43-,851 $ 12.163 $ {S,S8l,!S6) $ 20,337 $ (18,367) $ (9,255,363)

,()TI:"lE,1,{ _F_I,N.AN.<:_I.~5? ~~~,f\<:,~,~, p.~S.E~L
Transfers In

1$
$ $ $ $ $ _ 6,395,468 1$ I $ :1 $

6,395,468
Transfers Out'" 1227,488) 177,426) 131,746) 114?,57!t 135,025) . 1519,256)

~- ..----~,-
Sale of Assets

rOTA, OfHIiR FINANCING SOORCES $ $ $ (227,488) $ 171,426) $ 1~1,746) $ 6,Z47,891 $ (35,025) $ $ 5,816,212

.-.-.- ,,-"_. "-,.,- .._-_._._,""' ... .. ---- I
EXCESS (DEFICIENCY) OF REVENUES &

$ 1371,212) $ 12.,451 $ 1199,824) $ (33,569) $ (19,583) ~~2,~34'359)J$ __114'688) 1$ (18,367) t $ 13,379,151)OTHER USES
" ....--..-,,---..~ '--_.- ----,,----"-

~,~_~_'}_~_~... .. .._, ___?_4.7,,~6.8.. , (1,041,007) .. .~,37~,q38 ....~Ol,.3.~O .89,157

• See Table 9 for transfer details.
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Table 3: Five Year Revenue History

0- AIR QUALITY
Fees Collected
Grant Monies
Ali cithe:;:R;~~

FUND 3440 - POLICE
Fees Collected

-FIRE
Fees CoUected
Grant Monies

All Other Revenue Sources

, 3460 - PARKS

3470 - GENERAL GOV'T
Fees Collected
Grant Monies

Subtotal

Subtotal

$

1$

I $

I $

$

$

--~-----

11,147 I $

29,583 $ 11,41.0 $

40,276 1$ I

51,900 1$ 34,967J$

8,705 I $ 11,669 I $

(28,889) I (28,782) I
(20,184) $ (17,lt3) $

__142,655 $ 85,968 $

.,~O!,1~7

-----------""-----

CITY OF MODESTO
CAPITAL FACILITIES FEES ANNUAL REPORT

FISCAL YEAR 2012-13__

$ 638,746 I $ 761,394 I $ 4,902,759

6,282 JS 11,§9~ 1$ 12,2"~:L 'I,",~"," 62,O9~."

•• " .... "uo.

744
7,026

25,435 ____.J_}_ 41,697 .I $ 3?,S74 I $ 189,573

7,619 I $ 15,859 I $ 12,113 I $ 55,965

143 I 120 I 50
7,762 $ 15,979 $ 12,163

101i Oq6. 12_8"909 $

14,201 I $
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Table 4: Five Year Expenditure History

CITY OF MODESTO
CAPITAL FACILITIES FEES ANNUAL REPORT

FISCAL YEAR 2012-13

10,9?8J~.~~
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CITV OF MODESTO I
CAPITAl.. FACIUTIES FEES ANNUAL REPORT L

FISCAL YEAR 2012-13
Table 5: Five Year Revenue and Expenditure History . .

$45.0

.~
~ $40.0

$35.0

$30.0

$25.0

$20.0 -,--.-.-.-------..

$15.0

$10.0

$5.0

$.
2008·2009

Revenues{ Fees Collected

Expenditures

...__.-----

---...-----

-,

2009-2010 2010·2011 2011·2012 2012-2013

Grant Monies All Other Revenue

Fund Balance, June 30

.-.--------------
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Table 6: Single-Family Residential Deferrals
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CITY OF MODESTO
CAPITAL FACILITIES FEES ANNUAL REPORT

FISCAL YEAR 2012-13
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Table 7: Multifamily, Commercial and Industrial Deferrals

.1,7j1/io08 . 4/3012013
1/30/2018
9/1/2017

iii/2'o08 [4/io!i013
.9(23/2008 4/30(2018

9/'/2012 911/2017
Ibha of USA -1 PermIt 1/11/2013 1/1/2019

Permits '/9/2010
-1 Permit '(WOOS.

Administration

CITY OF MODESTO

CAPITAL fACILITIES FEES ANNUAL REPORT

fiSCAL YEAR 2012-13

2 I $ 454.37 $ 174.33 I $
82.59 82.59

5
I

1,765.76 441.44 [
5

698.36 $
215.35

5 I ,6,B623~ I 1,715.58
5
5

7,423.60 $ 1,930,93 $
2 184.66 $ 70.85 $. _.,

., 2,239.47

2,424.13 $ 630.72 $
323.16 $ 123.99 $

~.'.~~45.31 986.33

?§,g,4! ,$. ~.tl,g.~2-.i
$
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7,)44.56
113.81

381.00
2.405.50
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CITY OF MODESTO
CAPITAL FACILITIES FEES ANNUAL REPORT

FISCAL YEAR 2012-13 I
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CITY OF MODESTO
CAPITAL FACILITIES FEES ANNUAL REPORT

FISCAL YEAR 2012-13

crransfer out to Fund 0100 - Tenth Street Place Deb-t Service Payment 2034 Variable Interest
Subtotal

I Transfer out to Fund 0100- Tenth Street Place Debt Service Payment 2034 Variable Interest I
e .• I.........~f

v

."-~,,,-. ,,----~--.

2,083,159.
1,174,489
3,137,820
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CITY OF MODESTO
CAPITAL FACILITIES FEES ANNUAL REPORT

~~.__..---.:.F..:.::IS:..::C:...:A:::..LY.:..:E::.:..A.:.:..R:..::2::=O-=12::..--=13=--_
Table 10: Capital Improvement Project (CIP) Expenditures

Right Turn Lane - Northbound McHenry to
15.00% 85.00% $ 810,300 $ 371,688.06 $ 182,617.91 $ 255,994.03 2010/11 2012/13

Streets _~_a.s_t_~()lJ_n_d_ ~_rjB&_SE!'0~e.

100031
Right Turn Lane - Eastbound Briggsmore to

11.47% 88.53% 733,001 164,461.43 3,501.86 565,037.71 Unknown1 Unknown
Sout.!!.~~!lq McHenry

,""-'"

100032 .~~~_,!t~f~i_~,,?ig~~,J?~~9.~9."_. 100% 8_?_~!,~_?_~ _., 61,OS~._€i8 ~4,818:.22_ . 757,251.10 2012/13 2013/14

~~!,€! Road CCTV Ca.~"e_r~,~.. ,.,_,..w. 1.15% 98.85% 350,000 299,512.8~ 35,410,18 __ .._~5,O76.97 2011/1i'" 2012/13

_~jght_ !ll.rn ,La_,ne_s._~__,~() .u~_(4) I~t~rsection_s_ 9.07% 90.93% 1,787,955 1,209,908,80 249,686.80 328,359.40 2009/10 2010/11

100037
Turn Signals: Scott/Cheyenne &

7.03% 92.97% 497,027 456,398.66 40,628.34 2009/10 2010/11
P.t,e~,~~W,~,~\}ln.

100046 _Pelandale Interchange at _~~~~9_, 22.33% 77.67% 10,274,177 6,929.920.8~ 449,989.83 2,894,266.28 2013/14 2015/16

100049 q?,kda_le ,~oad,,_vyi.d_e.ning_ 100% 400,000 12',227.!?? 184.64 387,587.80 Unknown' Unknown

Claratina: McHenry to Coffee Four (4)
100% 3,904,936 175,358,47 13,857,92 3,715,719.61 2015/16 2016/17

Road Bridge Seismic 2.03% 97.97% 11,386,443 1,175,026.35 6,571,497.92 3,639,918.73 2011/12 2013/14
Lane - Oakdale to Scenic 1250% 87.50% 400,000 17,366"..?~." . 20,944.75 361.688.56 Unknow'~~ Unknown

100% 150,000 ~,~,.6,!~.3? 12,016.58 12_S,30S.0?_ 2015/16 2019/20
100% 4q,00~ 12,354.99 9,289,46 18,35555 2016/17 2018/19

60.41% 37.59% 1,995,120 53,401.66 91,217.04 1,850,501.30 2013/14 2013/14
227,045.01
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-421

RESOLUTION DENYING THE APPEAL OF GEORGE MURPHY TO A BOARD
OF ZONING ADJUSTMENT DECISION DENYING A SECOND-STORY
BALCONY ADDITION TO AN EXISTING TWO-STORY GARAGE LOCATED
AT 1705 BRONSON AVENUE

WHEREAS, an application for an appeal to a Board of Zoning Adjustment

decision for a two-story balcony addition to an existing two-story garage located at 1705

Bronson Avenue, was filed by George Murphy on October 7, 2013, and

WHEREAS, Sections 10-9.102 of the Municipal Code authorize the Board of

Zoning Adjustment to grant Appeals to staffs decisions, and

WHEREAS, a public hearing was held by the Board of Zoning Adjustment on

August 22, 2013, in Chambers, 1010 Tenth Street, Modesto, California, at which hearing

both evidence both oral and documentary was received and considered, and

WHEREAS, after hearing concerns from neighboring residents, the Board of

Zoning Adjustment voted to continue the public hearing to September 26, 2013, because

the Board could not reach a consensus on whether to grant or deny the appeal, and

WHEREAS, the continued public hearing was held by the Board of Zoning

Adjustment on September 26,2013, in Chambers, 1010 Tenth Street, Modesto,

California, at which hearing the Board of Zoning Adjustment, by Resolution No. 2013-06

granted the appeal of staffs decision approving the second-story balcony addition due to

concerns regarding massing and compatibility with the neighborhood, and
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WHEREAS, on October 7,2013, George Murphy filed an appeal with the City

Clerk of the City of Modesto to the decision of the Board of Zoning Adjustment denying

the two-story balcony addition to an existing two-story garage located at 1705 Bronson

Avenue, and

WHEREAS, said appeal was set for a duly noticed public hearing before the City

Council to be held on November 12,2013, in the Tenth Street Place Chambers, located at

1010 Tenth Street, Modesto, California, at which time said public hearing was held, and

evidence both oral and documentary was received and considered; and determined that

due to the size and massing of the balcony, in addition to the existing two-story structure,

the balcony addition is incompatible with the surrounding neighborhood and thus the

proposed second-story balcony addition did not meet the criteria of Section 10-4.11O(a)

of the Municipal Code and the Neighborhood Compatibility Guidelines, and that

therefore, the appeal of George Murphy should be denied.

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council that it finds and

determines, based on substantial evidence and testimony in the administrative record, that

the appeal of the George Murphy to the decision of the Board of Zoning Adjustment

denying an application for a two-story balcony addition to an existing two-story garage

located at 1705 Bronson Avenue is hereby denied for the reasons set forth above, and the

decision of the Board of Zoning Adjustment as set forth in its Resolution Nos. 2013-06 is

hereby affirmed, for the reasons set forth above.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the l2'h day of November, 2013, by Councilmember Cogdill,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Lopez,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

By: ~~.

1111212013/C&EDlRDoscher/ltem 20

Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez, Muratore,
Mayor Marsh

None

City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-422

RESOLUTION APPROVING AN AGREEMENT WITH MENDOZA &
ASSOCIATES FOR CONSTRUCTION MANAGEMENT SERVICES DURING
CONSTRUCTION OF THE STATE ROUTE 99 I PELANDALE AVENUE
INTERCHANGE RECONSTRUCTION PROJECT IN THE AMOUNT OF
$4,221,005; AND AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE,
TO EXECUTE THE AGREEMENT

WHEREAS, the State Route (SR) 99/Pelandale Avenue Interchange

Reconstruction Project is a project to alleviate traffic congestion, improve traffic safety,

and improve traffic operations, and

WHEREAS, an initial study with Mitigated Negative Declaration was prepared

by the City's consultant and submitted to the State of California Department of

Transportation (Caltrans) for approval. This Document (SCH# 2009072012) was

approved by Caltrans on September 28,2009, and

WHEREAS, on May 22,2013, the City Council, by Resolution No. 2012-176,

approved a Cooperative Agreement 10-397 between the City of Modesto and Caltrans

outlining the terms and conditions ofcooperation between Partners to complete the

Construction phase of the State Route (SR) 99 I Pelandale Avenue Interchange

Reconstruction Project, and

WHEREAS, on October 8, 2013, the California Transportation Commission by

Resolution No. R99-A-1314-01, approved the financial allocation of$43,800,000 of

Proposition 1 B Bond Savings for the locally administered Pelandale Interchange

Reconstruction (pPO 9460) SR99 project, in Stanislaus County, on State Highway

System, and
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WHEREAS, due to the size, complexity, and the amount of staff hours required to

support construction of this project, a construction management (CM) finn is needed, and

WHEREAS, on September 25, 2013, the Community and Economic Development

Department solicited Proposals for Construction Management services.

WHEREAS, three (3) Proposals for Construction Management services were

received on or before the deadline of October 21, 2013, and

WHEREAS, on October 28,2013, an evaluation committee composed of staff

from Community & Economic Development Department, Utility Planning and Projects

Department, California Department ofTransportation and one (1) City Council member

interviewed the proposing finns, and

WHEREAS, the selection committee ranked Mendoza & Associates the most

qualified to provide CM services for this project WHEREAS Staff has negotiated the

scope and fees with Mendoza & Associates and believes the costs are reasonable for a

project of this size and complexity.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves an Agreement with Mendoza & Associates for Construction

Management Services during construction of State Route (SR) 99/Pelandale Avenue

Interchange Reconstruction Project in an amount not to exceed $4,221,005.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute the Agreement.

1111212013/C&EDIBSandhulltem 23 2 2013-422



The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City ofModesto held on the 12th day ofNovember, 2013, by Councilmember

Muratore, who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by

Councilmember Lopez, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the

following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers: Geer, Gunderson, Lopez, Muratore, Mayor Marsh

NOES: Councilmembers: None

ABSENT: Councilmembers: Burnside, Cogdill

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

BY~~:=:::::~~~~~~~~_
ADAM LINDGREN, Interim
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-423

RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF MODESTO
CONFIRMING THE CANVASS OF THE REGULAR MUNICIPAL ELECTION
WHICH WAS HELD IN THE CITY OF MODESTO ON NOVEMBER 5, 2013,
AND DECLARING THE RESULTS OF SAID ELECTION

WHEREAS, on Tuesday, November 5, 2013, a Regular Municipal Election was

held in the City of Modesto (herein called "City") and in the Modesto High School

District (herein called "District") of Stanislaus County to elect the following:

1. One Councilmember to District 2 for a four year term;

2. One Councilmember to District 4 for a four year term;

3. One Councilmember to District 5 for a two year term;

4. Four Board of Education Members for four year terms; and

5. One Board of Education Member for two year term.

WHEREAS, as set forth in Section 4 hereof, Measure V was an advisory measure

and Measure X was a sales tax measure, and were submitted to the qualified electors in

the November 5, 2013, City of Modesto election, and

WHEREAS, said election was held on Tuesday, November 5, 2013, in

accordance with law and the proceedings ofthis Council, and the votes thereat received

and canvassed, and the returns thereof ascertained, determined, and declared in all

respects as required by law, and

WHEREAS, the City Clerk canvassed the returns of said regular municipal

election in accordance with law, and certified the results of the election of the Council by

a Certificate of Canvass and Statement of Votes dated November 15, 2013, a copy of

which is attached hereto marked Exhibit "A" and made a part hereof,
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NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, by the Council of the City of Modesto

as follows:

SECTION 1. Said canvass by the City Clerk as shown on the Certificate of

Canvass and Statement of Votes and the results of the election are hereby ratified,

confirmed and approved.

SECTION 2. That in accordance with Section 10264 ofthe Elections Code, a

copy of said Certificate of Canvass and Statement of Votes, which is attached hereto

marked as Exhibit "A" and made a part hereof, shows a complete tabulation of the

following:

(A) The whole number of votes cast for Districts 2, 4 and 5, in the
City.

(B) The whole number of votes cast in the Modesto High School
District.

(C) The names of the persons voted for.

(D) For what office each person was voted for.

(E) The number of votes given in the City to each person.

(F) The number of votes given in the City for each Measure.

SECTION 3. That, at said Regular Municipal Election, the following named

persons having received a majority of the votes cast for the elective offices, as designated

on Exhibit "A", are hereby declared to be duly and regularly elected to such office, and

the City Clerk is hereby directed to issue a Certificate of election to each such persons,

certifying his/her election to the office appearing after hislher name, and to administer to

each of said persons the oath of office prescribed by the Constitution and laws of the

State of Califomia and the Charter of the City, to wit:
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Tony Madrigal

Bill Zoslocki

Jenny Kenoyer

Sue Zwahlen

David Allan

Ruben Villalobos

Cindy Marks

Jordan Dickson

11126/2013/CC/SLopeziltem 1

Councilmember for a term of four years, District 2,
Modesto City Council.

Councilmember for a term of four years, District 4,
Modesto City Council.

Councilmember for a term of four years, District 5,
Modesto City Council.

Member, Modesto Board of Education, for a term of
four years.

Member, Modesto Board of Education, for a term of
four years.

Member, Modesto Board of Education, for a term of
four years.

Member, Modesto Board of Education, for a term of
four years.

Member, Modesto Board of Education, for a term of
two years.
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SECTION 4. The following votes were cast for Measures V and X:

Measure Total Votes For Total Votes Against

Measure V:

Shall the City provide sewer service to the
following area of the Modesto General Plan?
The unincorporated area designated"Airport
Neighborhood" or the east portion of "Area 12"
in Modesto's 2009 Urban Growth Review. The
area is generally bordered by Hyde Street on the
north, Conejo Avenue on the east, Oregon Drive 15,718 7,255
on the south, and Santa Rosa Avenue on the
west.
Measure X:

City of Modesto Public Safety/Essential Services
Measure. To address crime, gangs, drugs and
youth violence, improve the local economy/jobs,
and maintain/improve essential City services, 11,816 12,322
including:
• Police/fire protection;
• Neighborhood police patrols;
• 9-1-1 emergency response;
• Gang crime, theft and burglary prevention;
• Street/pothole repair;
• Programs attracting businesses/creatingjobs;
and
• Other City services,
Shall the City of Modesto enact a I¢ sales tax,
for 6 years, with independent annual audits,
citizens' oversight, and no money for
Sacramento?

Measure V. More than a majority of all the votes cast at the election for Measure

V were in favor of said proposed Measure, and said Measure did carry and was approved

and ratified by a majority of the qualified voters voting on said Measure.

Measure X. More than a majority of all the votes cast at the election for Measure

X were not in favor of said proposed Measure, and said Measure did not carry and was

not approved by a majority of the qualified voters voting on said Measure.

11/2612013/CC/SLopeziltem 1 4 2013-423



The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 26th day ofNovember, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Geer,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES:

NOES:

ABSENT:

(SEAL)

Councilmembers:

Councilmembers:

Councilmembers:

Burnside, Cogdill, Geer, Gunderson, Lopez,
Muratore

None

Mayor Marsh

APPROVED ASTO~

BY:~ '~
ADAM LINDGREN, In rim CIty Attorney
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CERTIFICATE OF CANVASS
AND

STATEMENT OF VOTE

EXHIBIT A

CITY OF MODESTO REGULAR MUNICIPAL ELECTION
November 5, 2013

I, Stephanie Lopez, City Clerk of the City of Modesto, do hereby certifY that I caused the Stanislaus
County Clerk's Office, on November 5, 2013, to publicly canvass the returns of the City of Modesto
Regular Municipal Election held on November 5, 2013, in accordance with Modesto City Council
Resolution 67-36. The following are the results of said election:

CANDIDATES

District 2, Modesto City Council
Tony Madrigal
Jon Rodriguez
Juan Telles

Total Votes Cast for District 2
Non-Qualified Write-in Candidates

District 4, Modesto City Council
Juan Melgoza
Rickey McGill
Ryan Schambers
Bill Zoslocki

Total Votes Cast for District 4
Non-Qualified Write-in Candidates

District 5, Modesto City Council
Stephanie Burnside
Jenny Ketchum Kenoyer

Total Votes Cast for District 5
Non-Qualified Write-in Candidates

MEASURES

Measure V

NUMBER OF VOTES

804
462
190

1,525
9

368
1,147

264
2,349
4,594

18

2,442
2,580
5,471

12

NUMBER OF VOTES

PERCENTAGE OF VOTE

54.88%
31.54%
12.97%

8.88%
27.67%

6.37%
56.66%

48.51%
51.25%

PERCENTAGE OF VOTE

Shall the City provide sewer service to the following area of the Modesto General Plan? The
unincorporated area designated "Airport Neighborhood" or the east portion of "Area 12" in Modesto's
2009 Urban Growth Review. The area is generally bordered by Hyde Street on the north, Conejo Avenue
on the east, Oregon Drive on the south, and Santa Rosa Avenue on the west.

Measure X

15,718
7,255

Yes
No

68.42%
31.58%

City of Modesto Public Safety/Essential Services Measure. To address crime, gangs, drugs and youth
violence, improve the local economy/jobs, and maintainlimprove essential City services, including:



EXHIBIT A

• Police/fire protection;
• Neighborhood police patrols;
• 9-1-1 emergency response;
• Gang crime, theft and burglary prevention;
• Street/pothole repair;
• Programs attracting businesses/creating jobs; and
• Other City services,
Shall the City of Modesto enact a 1¢ sales tax, for 6 years, with independent annual audits, citizens'
oversight, and no money for Sacramento?

11,815
12,322

Yes
No

48.95%
51.05%

CANDIDATES NUMBER OF VOTES PERCENTAGE OF VOTE

Member, Modesto Board of Education - 4 year term
David Allan 13,124
Cindy Marks 14,747
Brett McBay 11,819
Michael Scheid 9,348
Ruben Villalobos 13,296
Sue Zwahlen 18,004
Non-Qualified Write-in Candidates 182

CANDIDATES NUMBER OF VOTES

Member, Modesto Board of Education - 2 year term
Jordan Dicksou 10,082
Fabiola Garcia 2,768
Charlie Gram 8,782
Dean Smeltzer 3,255
Non-Qualified Write-in Candidates 76

VOTER TURNOUT: 28,553

TOTAL
REGISTERED VOTERS

City of Modesto Council District 2 9,489

City of Modesto Council District 4 15,925

City of Modesto Council District 5 16,958

Measures V and X 89,528

Modesto High School District 112,916

Canvass of November 5, 2013 Election

16.30%
18.31%
14.68%
11.61 %
16.51%
22.36%

.23%

PERCENTAGE OF VOTE

TOTAL
TURNOUT

1,525

4,594

5,471

24,473

28,553

40.39%
11.09%
35.18%
13.04%

.30%

100%

TURNOUT
PERCENTAGE

16.07%

28.85%

32.26%

27.34%

25.29%
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STEPHANIE LOPEZ
City Clerk
City of Modesto

November 26, 2013

Canvass of November 5, 2013 Election

EXHIBIT A
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-424

RESOLUTION APPOINTING JON RODRIGUEZ AND RICHARD DALTON TO
THE BOARD OF BUILDING APPEALS

WHEREAS, Section 1102 of the Charter of the City of Modesto authorizes the

City Council to appoint members to various Boards and Commissions, and

WHEREAS, the Economic Development Committee met on September 4,2013,

and recommended the appointment of Jon Rodriguez and Richard Dalton to the Board of

Building Appeals,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

as follows:

SECTION 1: Jon Rodriguez is hereby appointed to the Board of Building

Appeals with a term expiration of January 1,2017.

SECTION 2: Richard Dalton is hereby appointed to the Board of Building

Appeals with a term expiration of January 1,2017.

SECTION 3: The City Clerk is hereby directed to transmit a copy of this

resolution to the appointed members of the Board of Building Appeals, and the Secretary

thereof.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 3rd day of December, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Cogdill,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers: Cogdill, Gunderson, Kenoyer, Lopez, Madrigal,
Zoslocki, Mayor Marsh

NOES: Councilmembers: None

ABSENT: Councilmembers: None

(SEAL)

APPRO~:;oF~~
By: -

ADAM LINDGREN, Intenm Ity Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-425

RESOLUTION APPOINTING JON RODRIGUEZ TO THE EQUAL
OPPORTUNITY/DISABILITY COMMISSION

WHEREAS, Section 1102 of the Charter of the City of Modesto authorizes the

City Council to appoint members to various Boards and Commissions, and

WHEREAS, the Economic Development Committee met on November 4,2013,

and recommended appointment of Jon Rodriguez to the Equal Opportunity/Disability

Commission.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

as follows:

SECTION I. JON RODRIGUEZ is hereby appointed to the Equal

Opportunity/Disability Commission with a term expiration of January 1,2015.

SECTION 2. The City Clerk is hereby directed to transmit a copy of this

resolution to the newly appointed member of the Equal Opportunity/Disability

Commission, and the Secretary thereof.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced in a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 3rd day of December, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Gunderson, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Cogdill, Gunderson, Kenoyer, Lopez, Madrigal,
Zoslocki, Mayor Marsh

None

None

ATTEST,~..?-
S EPHANIE LOPEZ, Clty Clerk

BY:~ ~~
ADAM LINDGREN,IJlteTikty Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-426

RESOLUTION ACCEPTING AN ACCESS EASEMENT AND A SANITARY
SEWER EASEMENT ON THE ARCHWAY COMMONS PROPERTY LOCATED
AT 1101 CARVER FOR THE BENEFIT OF THE NORTHERN ADJACENT
CITY PROPERY (APN: 029-009-037), AND AUTHORIZING THE CITY
MANAGER OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO SIGN THE DOCUMENTS, AND THE CITY
CLERK, OR HER DESIGNEE, TO SIGN THE DOCUMENTS ACCEPTING THE
EASEMENTS AND RECORD THEM WITH STANISLAUS COUNTY
RECORDER'S OFFICE

WHEREAS, ARCHWAY COMMONS I, L.P., ("DEVELOPER"), is the

developer of the ARCHWAY COMMONS ("DEVELOPMENT"), and

WHEREAS, the DEVELOPER has provided the CITY with signed documents for

the access easement and the sanitary sewer easement that meet the approval of the City

Attorney's Office, and

WHEREAS, the DEVELOPER is constructing phase one of the Archway

Commons project which includes roads and sidewalks that are located in the access

easement and sewer pipe lines in the sewer easement on their property (Lot 1 per Official

Map Number 1 or APN: 029-009-036), and

WHEREAS, the DEVELOPMENT is finishing phase one of76 residential units

of affordable housing, and

WHEREAS, it is planned to develop 74 residential units of affordable housing on

the property to the north (lot 2 per Official Map Number I or APN: 029-009-037), and

WHEREAS, the easements are required for the adjacent property to the north to

be a buildable lot, and
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WHEREAS, the City and Developer both desire to record these easements to

provide uninterrupted vehicle and pedestrian access, as well as sewer service across the

DEVELOPMENT.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto that:

1. The said Access Easement across the DEVELOPMENT is hereby accepted,
and the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby authorized to sign the access
easement document, and the City Clerk. or her designee, is hereby authorized
to sign the access easement document and record it with the Stanislaus County
Recorder's Office.

2. The said Sanitary Sewer Easement across the DEVELOPMENT is hereby
accepted, and the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby authorized to sign
the sewer easement document and the City Clerk, or her designee, is hereby
authorized to sign the sewer easement document and the record it with the
Stanislaus County Recorder's Oftice.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 3rd day of December, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by COllncilmcmber

Madrigal, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: COllncilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Cogdill, Gunderson, Kenoyer, Lopez, Madrigal
Zoslocki, Mayor Marsh

None

None

ATTEST:
STEPHANIE LOPEZ, City Clerk

By: ~~~~:::g~~~~~
ADAM LINDGREN, Interim . y Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-427

RESOLUTION APPROVING A THIRD AMENDMENT TO AGREEMENT
WITH AECOM TECHNICAL SERVICES, INC. (FORMERLY BOYLE
ENGINEERING CORPORATION) FOR ADDITIONAL SCOPE OF WORK NOT
INCLUDED IN THE ORIGINAL AGREEMENT FOR CONSULTANT
SERVICES FOR THE DESIGN OF SYLVAN AVENUE BETWEEN
MILLBROOK AVENUE AND CLAUS ROAD, AND THE DESIGN OF LITT
ROAD BETWEEN SYLVAN AVENUE TO THE NORTH END OF THE
GROGAN PARK SITE IN AN AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED $5,335 FOR THE
IDENTIFIED SCOPE OF SERVICES, PLUS $10,719 FOR ADDITIONAL
SERVICES (IF NEEDED), FOR A TOTAL AMOUNT OF $16,054, OR A
MAXIMUM TOTAL AGREEMENT AMOUNT OF $546,669, AND
AUTHORIZING THE DISTRICT ADMINISTRATOR, OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO
EXECUTE THE THIRD AMENDMENT TO AGREEMENT

WHEREAS, this project includes roadway improvements on Sylvan Avenue from

west of Lit! Road to Claus Road and on Litt Road from Sylvan Avenue to the north end

of the future Grogan Park site, and

WHEREAS, this project is located on the northern edge of Village One, and

WHEREAS, the project is currently under construction and is nearly complete,

and

WHEREAS, on February 27, 2007, by Resolution No. 2007-141, the City Council

approved an agreement with Boyle Engineering Corporation for Consultant Services for

the Design of Sylvan/Litt Improvement Project, and

WHEREAS, in April 2008, Boyle Engineering Corporation was purchased by

AECOM Technical Services, Inc. (AECOM), and

WHEREAS, the Original Agreement totaled $384,376 for the identified scope of

services, plus $67,831 additional services (if needed), and

WHEREAS, additional services in the amount of $61,13 7 were approved on April

IS,2011,and
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WHEREAS, on August 9, 2011, by Resolution No. 2011-325. the City Council

approved an amendment to agreement with AECOM in the amount of $30,685 for the

identified scope of services, plus $19,048 additional services (if needed), to provide

funding for needed plan modifications to accommodate the Grogan Park project, and

WHEREAS, additional services in the amount of$8,417 were approved on

January 16,2012, and

WHEREAS, on March 27, 2012, by Resolution No. 2012-111, the City Council

approved a second amendment to agreement with AECOM in the amount of $27,861 for

the identified scope of services, plus $20,499 additional services (if needed), and

WHEREAS, additional services in the amount of$18,139 were approved on

November 29,2012, and

WHEREAS, as discussed above, the current agreement price including an

amendment to agreement, a second amendment to agreement and adjustments for

approved additional services options used totals $530,615, and

WHEREAS, during construction, wet subgrade was discovered adjacent to the

active rice field which required exploration and analysis by BSK Associates, a

geotechnical sub consultant to AECOM, and

WHEREAS, the consultant was asked by the City to respond to the site and

provide a solution to the problem, and

WHEREAS, these requested services were beyond the scope of work included in

the original agreement and amendments to agreement, and

WHEREAS, the following list summarizes the additional services that the City

requested of AECOM: I) Coordination with the City/geotechnical sub consultant, project
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management; 2) On-site meeting, field exploration; 3)Prepare report, engineering

analysis, develop recommendations, in-house QC, and submit report; and

WHEREAS, the proposed third amendment to the AECOM agreement including

2% for additional services (if needed), for $16,054 will include design support services

during construction provided by a geotechnical subconsultant, and

WHEREAS, with this third amendment, the total agreement costs will not exceed

$546,669, and

WHEREAS, City staff recommends approving this third amendment to agreement

with AECOM to cover the additional scope of work that was not included in the original

agreement for design support services during construction for the Sylvan/Lilt

Improvement Project.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves a Third Amendment to Agreement with AECOM Technical

Services, Inc. (formerly Boyle Engineering Corporation) for additional scope of work not

included in the Original Agreement for the Design Support Services during Construction

of Sylvan Avenue between Millbrook Avenue and Claus Road and Litt Road from

Sylvan Avenue to the north end of the Grogan Park site in an amount not to exceed

$5,335 for the identified scope of services, plus $10,719 for additional services (if

needed), for a ma'{imum total amount of $16,054.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the District Administrator, or his designee, is

hereby authorized to execute the Third Amendment to Agreement.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 3rd day of December, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Madrigal, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Cogdill, Gunderson, Kenoyer, Lopez, Madrigal,
ZoslockL Mayor Marsh

None

None

A1TES['~
STEPHANIE LOPE ,City Clerk

By: ~~~~4~~~~~~
ty Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-428

RESOLUTION APPROVING A WILL SERVE LETTER FOR THE PROPERTY
LOCATED AT 6801 CORTE DE LAS PALMAS, (APN: 004-089-004) TO
CONNECT TO THE CITY OF MODESTO'S EXISTING WATER SYSTEM, AND
AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO SIGN THE
WILL SERVE LETTER

WHEREAS, on May 22, 2012, the City Council approved a resolution number

2012-203, and

WHEREAS, it amended city of Modesto Municipal Code section 11-1.05 and

Council Policy 5.001 relating to water connection charges, and

WHEREAS, it required that the City Manager upon the recommendation of the

Director responsible for utility system planning to request City Council approval for all

extensions of water and sewer services into unincorporated areas, and

WHEREAS, the property located at 6801 Corte De Las Palmas, is not connected

to City's water system, and

WHEREAS, this property is located outside Modesto City limits, and inside the

former service area of the Del Este Water Company, and

WHEREAS, City staff has completed an analysis and determined that it is

reasonable for the City of Modesto to extend water service to this property, and

WHEREAS, it has been determined that a sufficient quantity of potable water is

available for normal usage by the proposed development. and

WHEREAS, the water connection fees are paid and associated permits be

obtained prior to connecting to the City water system.
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NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves the Will Serve letter for a property located at 680 I Corte De Las

Palmas.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to approve the Will Serve letter.

The foregoing documents were introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 3rd day of December, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Madrigal, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Cogdill, Gunderson, Kenoyer, Lopez, Madrigal,
Zoslocki, Mayor Marsh

None

None

AnEST'~,L
ST PHANIE LOPEZ, CIty Clerk

By: ~ ~;f~
ADAM LINDGREN, Interi Ity Attorney

12103/2013/C&EDIBSandhu/ltem 9 2 2013-428



MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-429

RESOLUTION APPROVING AN OUTSIDE SERVICE AGREEMENT
BETWEEN THE CITY OF MODESTO AND K. KRISHNAMOORTHI AND
SOMA KRISHNAMOORTHI, TRUSTEES OF THE KRISHNAMOORTHI 2009
REVOCABLE TRUST, FOR WATER SERVICE FOR THE PROPERTY
LOCATED AT 6801 CORTE DE LAS PALMAS, (APN: 004-089-004), AND
AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO EXCUTE
THE AGREEMENT

WHEREAS, the property located at 680 I Corte De Las Palmas is not connected

to City's water system, and

WHEREAS, this property is located outside Modesto City limits, and inside the

former service area of the Del Este Water Company, and

WHEREAS, if it is determined that it is reasonable for the City to extend water

service to this property, and

WHEREAS, it has been determined that a sufficient quantity of potable water is

available for normal usage by the proposed development, and

WHEREAS, the water connection fees will be paid and associated permits be

obtained prior to beginning any on site construction, and

WHEREAS, that the property owner enters into an outside service agreement for

water with the City, as required for water service outside of City limits,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves the outside service agreement for the property located at 680 I

Corte De Las Palmas, eAPN: 004·089-004),

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute the agreement.
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The foregoing documents were introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 3'd day of December, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Madrigal, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

By: &::t'

I2/03/20 I3/C&EDIBSandhu/ltem 9

Cogdill, Gunderson, Kenoyer, Lopez, Madrigal,
Zoslocki, Mayor Marsh

None

None

Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-430

RESOLUTION APPROVING A WILL SERVE LETTER FOR THE PROPERTY
LOCATED AT 143 LINLEY AVENUE IN EMPIRE, (APN: 009-019-003) TO
CONNECT TO THE CITY OF MODESTO'S EXISTING WATER SYSTEM, AND
AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE TO SIGN THE
WILL SERVE LETTER

WHEREAS, on May 22, 2012, the City Council approved a resolution number

2012-203, and

WHEREAS, it amended city of Modesto Municipal Code section 11-1.05 and

Council Policy 5.001 relating to water connection charges, and

WHEREAS, it required that the City Manager upon the recommendation of the

Director responsible for utility system planning to request City Council approval for all

extensions of water and sewer services into unincorporated areas, and

WHEREAS, the property located at 142 Linley Avenue in Empire, is not

connected to City's water system, and

WHEREAS, this property is located outside Modesto City limits, and

WHEREAS, City staff has completed an analysis and determined that it is

reasonable for the City of Modesto to extend water service to this property, and

WHEREAS, it has been determined that a sufficient quantity of potable water is

available for normal usage by the proposed development, and

WHEREAS, the water connection fees are paid and associated permits be

obtained prior to connecting to the City water system.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves the Will Serve letter for a property located at 142 Linley Avenue

in Empire.
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BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to approve the Will Serve letter.

The foregoing documents were introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 3rd day of December, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Madrigal, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Cogdill, Gunderson, Kenoyer, Lopez, Madrigal,
Zoslocki, Mayor Marsh

None

None

ATTEST~r?-
S EPHANIE LOPEZ, CIty Clerk

By: ~<:d ~,.->
ADAM LINDGREN, Interim ity Attomey
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-431

RESOLUTION APPROVING AN OUTSIDE SERVICE AGREEMENT
BETWEEN THE CITY OF MODESTO AND MODESTO MILLING, A
CALIFORNIA CORPORATION, FOR WATER SERVICE FOR THE
PROPERTY LOCATED AT 142 LINLEY AVENUE IN EMPIRE, (APN: 009-019-
003), AND AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO
EXECUTE THE AGREEMENT

WHEREAS, the property located at 142 Linley Avenue, is not connected to City's

water system, and

WHEREAS, this property is located outside Modesto City limits, and

WHEREAS, if it is determined that it is reasonable for the City to extend water

service to this property, and

WHEREAS, it has been determined that a sufficient quantity of potable water is

available for normal usage by the proposed development, and

WHEREAS, the water connection fees will be paid and associated permits be

obtained prior to beginning any on site construction, and

WHEREAS, that the property owner enters into an outside service agreement for

water with the City, as required for water service outside of City limits.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves the outside service agreement for the property located at 142

Linley Avenue in Empire (APN: 009-019-003).

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute the agreement
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The foregoing documents were introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 3rd day of December, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Madrigal, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

Cogdill, Gunderson, Kenoyer, Lopez, Madrigal,
Zoslocki, Mayor Marsh

None

None

ATTEST'~?=
S EPHANIE LOPEZ, City Clerk

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

By: ~ ~~~
ADAM LINDGREN, Interim ity Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-432

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE AWARD OF BID FOR THE FURNISHING
OF LANDSCAPE MAINTENANCE SERVICES FOR CITYWIDE USE TO
GROVER LANDSCAPE SERVICES, INC., MODESTO, CA, FOR A TWO (2)
YEAR AGREEMENT WITH THREE (3) ONE-YEAR EXTENSION OPTIONS
AT THE SOLE DISCRETION OF THE CITY, AND AUTHORIZING THE
PURCHASING MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO ISSUE A PURCHASE
AGREEMENT FOR AN ESTIMATED ANNUAL COST OF $47,280, AND OVER
FIVE (5) YEARS OF $236,400

WHEREAS, the City Manager authorized the Purchasing Manager to issue formal

Request for Bids (RFB) for the furnishing of landscape maintenance services, and

WHEREAS, the Purchasing Division issued RFB No. 1314-14 Landscape

Maintenance Services to fourteen (14) prospective bidders, eight (8) of which were local

vendors, and posted the RFB on the City's website, and

WHEREAS, bids were formally opened in the City Clerk's Office. Five (5)

companies chose to respond, two (2) of which were local vendors, and

WHEREAS, all five (5) companies provided responsive and responsible bids, and

WHEREAS, based on providing the lowest responsive and responsible bid, City

staff recommends the award of bid for the furnishing of landscape maintenance services

for Citywide use to Grover Landscape Services, Inc., Modesto, CA, for a two (2) year

agreement with three (3) one-year extension options at the sole discretion of the City, for

an estimated annual cost of$47,280, and over five (5) years of$236,400, and

WHEREAS, Modesto Municipal Code Section 8-3.203 generally requires all

purchases, which meet or exceed $50,000 for material, equipment or contractual services

to be formally bid. The award of bid for the furnishing of landscape maintenance
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services for Citywide use to Grover Landscape Services, Inc., Modesto, CA, conforms to

Modesto Municipal Code 8-3.203, and

WHEREAS, funds are budgeted in Fiscal Year 2013-14 for landscape

maintenance services in Appropriation Units: 4210-54313-53100,4210-54315-53100,

4480-54311-53100,4530-53474-53300 and 4890-37040-53300.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby authorizes the award of bid for the furnishing of landscape maintenance

services for Citywide use to Grover Landscape Services, Inc., Modesto, CA.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Purchasing Manager, or his designee, is

hereby authorized to issue a purchase agreement for an estimated annual cost of$47,280.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 3rd day of December, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Madrigal, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Cogdill, Gunderson, Kenoyer, Lopez, Madrigal,
Zoslocki, Mayor Marsh

None

None

ATTEST:
STEPHANIE LOPEZ, City Clerk

By: ~ ~~
ADAM LINDGREN, Interim ity Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-433

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE AWARD OF BID FOR THE PURCHASE
OF THREE (3) CHEVROLET TAHOE POLICE PATROL SUV VEHICLES FOR
THE MODESTO POLICE DEPARTMENT THROUGH THE PUBLIC WORKS
DEPARTMENT, FLEET SERVICES DIVISION BY "ACCESSING THE TERMS"
OF A COMPETITIVELY BID CONTRACT WITH THE NATIONAL JOINT
POWERS ALLIANCE (NJPA) TO NATIONAL AUTO FLEET GROUP,
WATSONVILLE, CA, FOR AN ESTIMATED TOTAL COST OF $106,969

WHEREAS, The City l\fanager authorized the Purchasing Manager to issue

formal Request for Bids (RFB) for new vehicles and heavy equipment, through various

competitive processes, with the Purchasing Division coming back to Council for award

authorization. The three (3) Chevrolet Tahoe Police Patrol SUV vehicles are included in

the vehicles and equipment list authorized by the City Manager, and

WHEREAS, the Fleet services Division standardized on the Ford Crown Victoria

Police Sedan in 1996. The Ford Crown Victoria Police Sedan is no longer in production

or available for purchase. The Tahoe patrol SUV's will replace existing patrol vehicles

that are ready for retirement, and

WHEREAS, the National Joint Powers Alliance (NJPA) went through a

competitive bid process for the purchase of vehicles and issued contract # 102811. The

most responsive and responsible bidder that met the bid specifications was National Auto

Fleet Group, Watsonville, CA. National Auto Fleet Group has 2014 Tahoe Police Patrol

Vehicles on order with GMC and will allot three (3) units of their stock to the City of

Modesto and will extend the NJPA discount to the City, and

WHEREAS, sufficient funds are budgeted in Fiscal Year 2013-14, in account

5409-53246-57003, and
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WHEREAS, the National Joint Powers Alliance (NJPA) went through a

competitive bid process for the purchase of vehicles and issued contract #102811. The

most responsive and responsible bidder that met the bid specifications was National Auto

Fleet Group, Watsonville, CA. National Auto Fleet Group has 2014 Tahoe Police Patrol

Vehicles on order with GMC and will allot three (3) units of their stock to the City of

Modesto and will extend the NJPA discount to the City, and

WHEREAS, the local vendor was solicited for pricing and cannot order the 2014

Chevrolet Tahoe Police SUV's as they are out of production. The 2015 model will not be

available for pricing until late 2014. By taking advantage of the NJPA competitive bid

process and awarding a contract by "accessing the terms" of the NJPA contract, the

vehicles can be purchased in a timely manner. Accessing the terms of the NJPA

competitive bid process is an efficient and effective way to purchase the Chevrolet Tahoe

Police Patrol SUV's, and saves the time and expense for the City to formally solicit

RFB's, and

WHEREAS, Modesto Municipal Code (MMC) Section 8-3.203 generally requires

all purchases, which meet or exceed $50,000.00 for material, equipment or contractual

services to be formally bid. However, there are exceptions to the rule set forth in the

Modesto Municipal Code. One exception, MMC Section 8-3.204(d), is available where

the Purchasing Manager, in his or her discretion, determines that a process other than the

usual formal bid procedure set forth in MMC Section 8-3.203 will result in procurement

for the City at the lowest possible cost commensurate with the desired quality. Acting

within his discretion, the Purchasing Manager invoked that exception for this purchase

due to the cost savings of staff time and the limited number of competitors. The purchase
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of the Chevrolet Tahoe Police Patrol SUV's by "accessing the terms" of the NJPA

contract with National Auto Fleet Group, Watsonville, CA will conform to MMC Section

8-3,204(d),

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby authorizes the award of bid for the purchase of three (3) Chevrolet Tahoe

Police Patrol SUV's for the Modesto Police Department through the Public Works

Department, Fleet Services Division to National Auto Fleet Group, Watsonville, CA.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Purchasing Manager or his designee to

issue a purchase order for a total estimated cost of $1 06,969,

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 3rd day of December, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Madrigal, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

By: Cd_

Cogdill, Gunderson, Kenoyer, Lopez, Madrigal,
Zoslocki, Mayor Marsh

None

None

ATTEST'~?­
STEPHANIE OPEZ, CIty Clerk

ADAM LINDGREN, Interim 'ty Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-434

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE AWARD OF BID FOR THE PURCHASE
OF TWO (2) CHEVROLET CAPRICE POLICE PATROL SEDANS FOR THE
MODESTO POLICE DEPARTMENT THROUGH THE PUBLIC WORKS
DEPARTMENT, FLEET SERVICES DIVISION TO AMERICAN CHEVROLET,
MODESTO, CA, FOR AN ESTIMATED TOTAL COST OF $73,445

WHEREAS, The City Manager authorized the Purchasing Manager to issue

formal Request for Bids (RFB) for new vehicles and heavy equipment, through various

competitive processes, with the Purchasing Division coming back to Council for award

authorization. The two (2) Chevrolet Caprice Police Patrol Sedans are included in the

vehicles and equipment list authorized by the City Manager, and

WHEREAS, the Fleet Services Division standardized on the Ford Crown Victoria

Police Sedan in 1996. The Ford Crown Victoria Police Sedan is no longer in production

or available for purchase. The Chevrolet Caprice will replace two current Crown Victoria

patrol sedans, and

WHEREAS, the National Joint Powers Alliance (NJPA) went through a

competitive bid process for the purchase of various vehicles including the Chevrolet

Caprice Patrol Sedan, however, the local vendor can provide these vehicles and a Request

for Quotation was issued to American Chevrolet to provide pricing on the Chevrolet

Caprice Patrol Sedan. The cost abstract attached shows that pricing from American

Chevrolet was lower than the NJPA by $182. and

WHEREAS, sufficient funds are budgeted in Fiscal Year 2013-14, in account

5409-53246-57003, and

WHEREAS, based on providing the lowest responsive and responsible bid, City

staff recommends the award of bid for the purchase of two Chevrolet Caprice Patrol
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Sedans to the local vendor, American Chevrolet, Modesto, CA, for a total estimated cost

of $73,445, and

WHEREAS, Modesto Municipal Code (MMC) Section 8-3.203 generally requires

all purchases, which meet or exceed $50,000.00 for material, equipment or contractual

services to be fonnally bid. However, there are exceptions to the rule set forth in the

Modesto Municipal Code. One exception, MMC Section 8-3.204(d), is available where

the Purchasing Manager, in his or her discretion, determines that a process other than the

usual fonnal bid procedure set forth in MMC Section 8-3.203 will result in procurement

for the City at the lowest possible cost commensurate with the desired quality. Acting

within his discretion, the Purchasing Manager invoked that exception for this purchase

due to the cost savings of staff time and the limited number of competitors. The purchase

of the two (2) Chevrolet Caprice Police Patrol Sedans with American Chevrolet,

Modesto, CA, will conform to MMC Section 8-3.204(d).

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby authorizes the award of bid for the purchase of two (2) Chevrolet Caprice

Patrol Sedans for the Modesto Police Department through the Public Works Department,

Fleet Services Division to American Chevrolet, Modesto, CA.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Purchasing Manager or his designee to

issue a purchase order for a total estimated cost of $73,445.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 3rd day of December, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Madrigal, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

By: ~­
ADAM LINDGREN, lnteri

1210312013/FinancelPW/MTorreslItem 13

Cogdill, Gunderson, Kenoyer, Lopez, Madrigal,
Zoslocki, Mayor Marsh

None

None

ATTEST,~ "'-
S EPHANIE LOPEZ, CIty Clerk
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ATTACHMENT TWO

2014 Chevrolet Caprice Police Patrol Vehicle

NJPA Contract VS. Local Vendor

November 8,2013
National Joint Powers Alliance Contract American Chevrolet - Modesto, CA

__ Qt Unit Unit Price Extension t Unit Unit Price Extension
2014 Chevrolet Caprice PPY 2 __ Each 1$34,197.85 $68,395c.7Q. ____~_~ Each _$~4,JJ2..86 $681~25:72
Subtotal _____ ____ I$34,197.851$68,~95}0___ _ $34,112.86 $68,225.72
Tax 2 Lot $2,607.59: $5,215.17 2 Lot $2,601.11 $5,202.21
Tire Recylce Fee -~-- --2 - Lot - $8.75 1 ~-$i7~50 2 Lot -- -$8.75 --$17.50
Totar -- $36,814.191-$73,628::37 - ~- $36,722.72 $73,445.43



MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-435

RESOLUTION AMENDING THE FISCAL YEAR 2013-2014 ANNUAL
OPERATING AND CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT BUDGETS

WHEREAS, a financial analysis has been completed and it has been detennined

that a budget adjustment is required to the Annual and Capital Improvement Budgets of

the City of Modesto for Fiscal Year 2013-2014,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves amending the Fiscal Year 2013-2014 Annual Operating and

Capital Improvement budgets as shown in Exhibit A, which is attached hereto and

incorporated by reference herein.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Director of Finance, or her designee, is

hereby authorized to take the necessary steps to implement the provisions of this

resolution.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of the

City of Modesto held on the 3rd day of December, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Madrigal, was

upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following votes:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Cogdill, Gunderson, Kenoyer, Lopez, Madrigal,
Zoslocki, Mayor Marsh

None

None

ATfEST'~ d'--
S EPHANIE LO EZ, CIty Clerk

By: ~~~~~
ADAM LINDGREN, Interim ity Attomey
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EXHIBIT A

FISCAL YEAR 2013-14

PUBLIC WORKS

City Council, December 3,2013
Monthly Budget Adjustment Report

Per a legal settlement agreement between the City of Modesto and California Sportfishing
Protection Alliance (CSPA), the City of Modesto will submit payments to CSPA via Lozeau
Drury LLP which includes all attorneys' fees and costs for services performed by and on behalf
of CSPA. Additionally, the City of Modesto will pay $65,000 to the Rose Foundation for
Communities and the Environment to be used to fund environmental project activities designed
to improve and/or protect water quality in the San Joaquin River, Stanislaus River, Tuolumne
River and their downstream waters. A budget adjustment is necessary transferring $161,500
from Wastewater Reserves to Wastewater General, in Fund 4210, for these costs.

UTILITY, PLANNING & PROJECTS
Approve creating a new Capital Improvement Project #100785, Tivoli Well, to construct a pilot
test well for a future potable water well to serve the Tivoli Specific Plan Area, and process a
budget adjustrnent transferring funds in the arnount of $475,000 from Water Fund Reserves to
establish an expense budget to acquire access to proposed site, drilling below ground surface,
test pumping and sampling, abandonment of test well upon testing completion, land acquisition
and design of well site for this project.

A budget adjustment is necessary to transfer funds in the amount of $215,000 from Wastewater
Fund Reserves to Project 100535, Sonorna Trunk Extension Lift Station to establish an expense
budget. This project will provide funding for a new sewer lift station to serve the Tivoli
Development as identified in the Wastewater Master Plan.

A budget adjustment is necessary to transfer funds in the amount of $135,000 from Wastewater
Fund Reserves to Project 100533, Sonoma Trunk Extension SO-1 to establish an expense
budget to design and perforrn environmental activities for this project. This project will provide
funding for the extension of Sonoma Trunk SO-1 as identified in the Wastewater Master Plan.

A budget adjustment is necessary to transfer funds in the amount of $75,000 from Water Fund
Reserves to Project 100747, Well Field Optimization Phase III A, to establish an expense
budget to fund the ongoing work in the Modesto Groundwater Sub-basin (i.e. north of the
Tuolumne River) in order to augment the Well Field Optimization Project Phase II A.

Approve creating a new Capital Improvement Project #100763, 2013-14 Sewer Collection
System Replacement, for the purpose of replacing sewer systems within the City of Modesto as
deSignated by Public Works Wastewater Collections staff, antiCipated locations are Corson
Avenue and Griswold Avenue, and process a budget adjustment transferring funds in the
amount of $929,387 from Wastewater Fund Reserves to establish an expense budget for the
design and construction this project.

Approve creating a new Capital Improvement Project #100764, Cannery Segregation Pump
Replacement, for the purpose of improving the pump station to address hydraulic deficiencies
including the replacement of the existing pumps, and process a budget adjustment transferring
funds in the amount of $1,364,000 from Wastewater Fund Reserves to establish an expense
budget for the design and construction this project.



City Council December 3, 2013
Monthly Budget Adjustment Report

Page 2 of 2

Approve creating a new Capital Improvement Project #100777, E Street Storm Drain Cross
Connection, for the purpose of removing the storm drain cross connection into the sewer system
on E Street and provide necessary storm drain improvements resulting from the cross
connection being removed, and process a budget adjustment transferring funds in the amount
of $396,000 from Wastewater Fund Reserves to establish an expense budget for the design
and construction this project.

Approve creating a new Capital Improvement Project #100781, Lakewood Subtrunk L3 & L4, for
the purpose of making sewer subtrunk improvements, including Lakewood L3 located on Kodiak
Dr. from Fine Avenue to Claus Road and Lakewood L4 located on Merle Avenue from
Hemstead Court to Claus Road, and process a budget adjustment transferring funds in the
amount of $565,500 from Wastewater Developmental Fee Reserves to establish an expense
budget for the design and construction this project.



MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-436

RESOLUTION APPROVING THE PLANS AND SPECIFICATIONS FOR THE
VIRGINIA CORRIDOR PHASE 6 - BOWEN AVENUE TO WOODROW
AVENUE PROJECT, ACCEPTING THE BID, AND APPROVING A CONTRACT
WITH CAL VALLEY CONSTRUCTION, INC. IN THE AMOUNT OF
$2,134,532.50 FOR THE VIRGINIA CORRIDOR PHASE 6 - BOWEN AVENUE
TO WOODROW AVENUE PROJECT, AND AUTHORIZING THE CITY
MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO EXECUTE THE CONTRACT

WHEREAS, plans and specifications have been prepared for the Virginia

Corridor Phase 6 - Bowen Avenue to Woodrow Avenue Project and City staff

recommends approval by the City Council, and

WHEREAS, the bids received for the Virginia Corridor Phase 6 - Bowen Avenue

to Woodrow Avenue Project were opened at 11:00 a.m. on October 29, 2013, and later

tabulated by the Acting Director of Parks, Recreation and Neighborhoods for the

consideration of the Council, and

WHEREAS, the Acting Director of Parks, Recreation and Neighborhoods has

recommended that the bid of$2,134,532.50 received from Cal Valley Construction, Inc.

be accepted as the lowest responsible bid and the contract be awarded to Cal Valley

Construction, Inc.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves the plans and specifications for the Virginia Corridor Phase 6 -

Bowen Avenue to Woodrow Avenue Project, accepts the bid of Cal Valley Construction,

Inc. in the amount of $2, 134,532.50 and awards Cal Valley Construction, Inc. the

contract for the Virginia Corridor Phase 6 - Bowen Avenue to Woodrow Avenue Project.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute the contract.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 3'd day of December, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Madrigal, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Cogdill, Gunderson, Kenoyer, Lopez, Madrigal,
Zoslocki, Mayor Marsh

None

None

ATrEST,~¢S
ST PHANIE LOPEZ, CIty Clerk

By: ~-~~~---
City Attorney

12/03/2013/PR&N/LHOLT/ltem 15 2 20 I3-436



MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-437

RESOLUTION AMENDING THE FISCAL YEAR 2013-2014 CAPITAL
IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM BUDGET IN ORDER TO FULLY FUND THE
VIRGINIA CORRIDOR PHASE 6 - BOWEN AVENUE TO WOODROW AVENUE
PROJECT, AND AUTHORIZING THE FINANCE DIRECTOR, OR HER
DESIGNEE TO IMPLEMENT THE PROVISION OF THIS RESOLUTION

WHEREAS, certain budgetary transactions are necessary in the total amount of

$2,849,272.00, in order to fully fund the Virginia Corridor Phase 6 - Bowen Avenue to

Woodrow Avenue Project, and

WHEREAS, the Fiscal Year 2013-2014 Capital Improvement Program budget

must be amended as shown in Exhibit A, which is incorporated by reference herein,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves the amendment of the Fiscal Year 2013-2014 Capital

Improvement Program budget as shown in Exhibit A.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Director of Finance, or her designee, is

hereby authorized to implement the provisions of this resolution,

J2/03120 13/PRNiLHo1t1Item J5 2013·437



The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 3rd day of December, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Madrigal, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

By: ~

12/03/2013/PRN/LHoltiitem 15

Cogdill, Gunderson, Kenoyer, Lopez, Madrigal,
Zoslocki, Mayor Marsh

None

None

2 2013-437



Exhibit A

The FY2013-2014 CIP Project #100778 will be amended to revise the funding for the Virginia Corridor
Phase 6 project in Account: 3140-39999-PRNPark Planning and Development

TOTAL ESTIMATED PROJECT REVENUES

Account 42110 (Intergov - State - CA Department of
Transportation)
Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality (CMAQ) Federal
Bicycle Transportation Account (BTA) grant

ESTIMATED DESIGN EXPENDITURES:
Engineering Design/Administration (EDA)

ESTIMATED CONSTRUCTION EXPENDITURES
Construction Contract (CON)
Construction Contingency (CTGY)
Construction Administration (CA)
TOTAL CONSTRUCTION COSTS

TOTAL ESTIMATED PROJECT EXPENDITURES

Current
Budget

$

o
o

$2,849,272

Adjustment
to Budget

1,964,336
884,936

o $ 330,523.00

$2,134,532.50
$170,763.00
$213,453.00

$2,518,748.50

$2,849,271.50



MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-438

A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER TO ENTER INTO A
LEASE AGREEMENT WITH THE UNITED CEREBRAL PALSY
ASSOCIATION OF STANISLAUS COUNTY (UCPA) TO PLACE
ADVERTISING INSIDE MODESTO AREA EXPRESS (MAX) BUSES FOR A
FIVE-YEAR PERIOD COMMENCING JANUARY 1,2014

WHEREAS, the current bus bench franchise and interior bus advertising lease

expire December 31, 2013, and

WHEREAS, included with the bench franchise is an exclusive lease agreement to

sell advertising in the card rack space inside the City'S buses, and

WHEREAS, a Request for Proposals (RFP) was issued for firms interested in

operating the bus bench franchise, and

WHEREAS, the RFP also requested proposals to place and maintain advertising

in the interior card rack space inside the City's Modesto Area Express (MAX) buses, and

WHEREAS, United Cerebral Palsy Association (UCPA) was the only firm

submitting a proposal for the franchise, and

WHEREAS, City staff reviewed the proposal, interviewed UCPA's

representative and determined that award of the franchise and interior advertising lease to

UCPA was warranted,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby authorizes the City Manager to enter into a Lease Agreement with United

Cerebral Palsy Association of Stanislaus County to place advertising inside Modesto Area

Express (MAX) buses, for a five-year period, commencing January 1,2014.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of the

City of Modesto held on the 3rd day of December, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez, who

moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Madrigal, was

upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

By: ~~

Cogdill, Gunderson, Kenoyer, Lopez, Madrigal,
Zoslocki, Mayor Marsh

None

None

AITEST'~'<-­
sEPHANiELPEZ,City Clerk

ADAM LINDGREN, Inter' City Attorney

12/0312013/P\V/FCavanah/ltcm 16 2 2013-438



MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-439

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE AWARD OF PROPOSALS AND
CONTRACTS FOR THE FURNISHING OF TEMPORARY EMPLOYEE LABOR
SERVICES FOR CITYWIDE USE TO EXACT STAFF, INC., WOODLAND
HILLS, CA, NELSON STAFFING, MODESTO, CA, AND PRIDESTAFF, INC.,
MODESTO, CA, FOR A TWO (2) YEAR AGREEMENT WITH THREE (3) ONE­
YEAR EXTENSION OPTIONS AT THE SOLE DISCRETION OF THE CITY,
AND AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO
EXECUTE THE CONTRACTS FOR AN ESTIMATED ANNUAL COST OF
$926,772, AND OVER FIVE (5) YEARS OF $4,633,860

WHEREAS, the City Manager authorized the Purchasing Manager to issue fonnal

Request for Proposals (RFP) for the furnishing of temporary employee labor services,

and

WHEREAS, the Purchasing Division issued RFP No. 1213-13 Temporary

Employee Labor Services to twenty-seven (27) prospective proposers, nineteen (19) of

which were local vendors, and posted the RFP on the City's website, and

WHEREAS, proposals were formally opened in the City Clerk's Office. Eleven

(11) companies choose to respond, seven (7) of which were local vendors. All eleven

(11) companies provided responsive and responsible proposals, and

WHEREAS, an evaluation committee comprised offive (5) City staff members

evaluated and graded the proposals, and

WHEREAS, based on ranking high in evaluation criteria and the fact these

companies are willing to accept the City's liability insurance coverage requirements, staff

recommends the award of proposals and contracts for the furnishing of temporary

employee labor services for Citywide usc to Exact Staff; Inc., Woodland Hills, CA,

Nelson Staffing, Modesto, CA, and Pridestaff, Inc., Modesto, CA, and
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WHEREAS, Modesto Municipal Code Section 8-3.203 generally requires all

purchases, which meet or exceed $50,000 for material, equipment or contractual services

to be formally bid. The award of proposals and contracts for the furnishing of temporary

labor services for Citywide use to Exact Staff, Inc., Woodland Hills, CA, Nelson

Staffing, Modesto, CA, and Pridestaff, Inc., Modesto, CA, conforms to the Modesto

Municipal Code, and

WHEREAS, funds shall be budgeted for the furnishing of temporary employee

labor services in Appropriation Units: 1353-14999-55010,3290-14999-55010,3410-

14999-55010,0100-02010-52010,0100-1211 0-53600,0100-12450-53600, 5230-07310-

53300, 0100-31010-52010, 0100-31010-53300, 0100-31010-53600, 0100-33030-53300,

0100-33040-53300, 0100-35010-53300, 0100-35220-53600, 1101-38200-53300, 1101-

38200-53600,1130-38100-52010, 3100-39999-55010, 3130-39999-55010, 3150-39999-

55010,3460-39999-55010, 4700-34200-53600, 4890-37020-53176, 4890-37030-53600,

1700-53130-53600, 1700-53142-53600,4000-53250-53600,4100-12460-53600, 4100-

12470-53600,4100-43060-53300,4100-49999-54500, 4100-55050-53600,4100-55080-

53600,4100-55110-53600,4180-49999-5501 0,4180-59999-55010,4210-41310-53600,

4210-42300-53300,4210-49999-55010, 4210-54115-53600, 4210-54212-53600, 4210-

59999-55010,4310-53312-53600, 4540-53244-53600, 4540-53742-53600, 5400-53220-

52010, 5400-53255-53600, 1300-42020-53300.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby authorizes the award of proposals and contracts for the furnishing of

temporary employee labor services for Citywide use to Exact Staff, Inc., Woodland Hills,

CA, Nelson Staffing, Modesto, CA, and Pridestaff, Inc., Modesto, CA.

12/03/2013/Finance/KMasasso/ltem 17 2 2013-439



BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute the contracts for an estimated annual cost of $926,772.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 3ed day of December, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Gunderson, was upon roll call can-ied and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

By: ~c:d.
ADAM LINDGREN, Interi

12/03/2013/FinanceJKMasasso/ltern J 7

Cogdill, Gunderson, Kenoyer, Lopez, Madrigal,
Zoslocki, Mayor Marsh

None

None

A1TEST'~ ,?-
S EPHANIE LOPEZ, CIty Clerk

ity Attorney

3 2013-439



MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-440

A RESOLUTION REAPPOINTING DENNIS SMITH TO THE CITY OF
MODESTO PLANNING COMMISSION

WHEREAS, Section 1102 of the Charter of the City of Modesto authorizes the

City Council to appoint members to various Boards and Commissions, and

WHEREAS, the Economic Development Committee met on November 4,2013,

and recommended reappointment of Dennis Smith to the Modesto Planning Commission.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT HEREBY RESOLVED by the Council of the City

of Modesto as follows:

SECTION 1. Dennis Smith is hereby reappointed to the Planning Commission

with a term expiration of January 1,2018.

SECTION 2. The City Clerk is hereby directed to transmit a copy of this

resolution to the reappointed member of the Modesto Planning Commission, and the

Secretary thereof.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 10th day of December, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Cogdill,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers :

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

BY:~£

1211 0/20 13/C&EDIPKell)/ltem 4

Cogdill, Gunderson, Kenoyer, Lopez, Madrigal,
Zoslocki, Mayor Marsh

None

None

AITEST~~
STEPHAN LOPE, CIty Clerk

City Attorney

2 2013-440



MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-441

A RESOLUTION APPOINTING MANI GREWAL TO THE CITY OF MODESTO
PLANNING COMMISSION

WHEREAS, Section 1102 of the Charter of the City of Modesto authorizes the

City Council to appoint members to various Boards and Commissions, and

WHEREAS, the Economic Development Committee met on November 4,2013,

and recommended appointment ofMani Grewal to the Modesto Planning Commission.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT HEREBY RESOLVED by the Council of the City

of Modesto as follows:

SECTION 1. Mani Grewal is hereby appointed to the Modesto Planning

Commission with a term expiration of January 1,2018.

SECTION 2. The City Clerk is hereby directed to transmit a copy of this

resolution to the appointed member of the Modesto Planning Commission, and the

Secretary thereof.

121101201 J/C&ED/PKeily!1tem 4 2013441



The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 10th day of December, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Cogdill,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Cogdill, Gunderson, Kenoyer, Lopez, Madrigal,
Zoslocki, Mayor Marsh

None

None

ATTEST:~v?~ ~
STEPHANIE LOPEZ, City Clerk

By: c:: <.'-~
ADAM LINDGREN, Interim 'ty Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-442

A RESOLUTION APPOINTING JEFF MORRIS TO THE CITY OF MODESTO
BOARD OF ZONING ADJUSTMENT

WHEREAS, Section 1102 of the Charter of the City of Modesto authorizes the

City Council to appoint members to various Boards and Commissions, and

WHEREAS, the Economic Development Committee met on November 4,2013,

and recommended appointment of Jeff Morris to the Board of Zoning Adjustment.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT HEREBY RESOLVED by the Council of the City

of Modesto as follows:

SECTION 1. Jeff Morris is hereby reappointed to the Board of Zoning

Adjustment with a term expiration of January 1,2018.

SECTION 2. The City Clerk is hereby directed to transmit a copy of this

resolution to the appointed member of the Modesto Board of Zoning Adjustment, and the

Secretary thereof.

12/1 012013/C&EDIPKellylltem 4 2013-442



The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the loth day of December, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Cogdill,

was upon roll call calTied and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers :

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

By: c:«.

12/10/2013/C&ED/PKelly/ltem 4

Cogdill, Gunderson, Kenoyer, Lopez, Madrigal,
Zoslocki, Mayor Marsh

None

None

ATTEST:~~
STEPHANIE LOPEZ, City Clerk

City Attorney

2 2013-442



MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-443

A RESOLUTION APPOINTING VLADIMIR RODRIGUEZ TO THE CITY OF
MODESTO BOARD OF ZONING ADJUSTMENT

WHEREAS, Section 1102 of the Charter of the City of Modesto authorizes the

City Council to appoint members to various Boards and Commissions, and

WHEREAS, the Economic Development Committee met on November 4,2013,

and recommended appointment of Vladimir Rodriguez to the Board of Zoning

Adjustment.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT HEREBY RESOLVED by the Council of the City

of Modesto as follows:

SECTION 1. Vladimir Rodriguez is hereby appointed to the Board of Zoning

Adjustment with a term expiration of January 1,2018.

SECTION 2. The City Clerk is hereby directed to transmit a copy of this

resolution to the appointed member of the Modesto Board of Zoning Adjustment, and the

Secretary thereof.

1211 0/2013/C&ED/PKell,:ltem 4 2013·443



The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 10th day of December, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Cogdill,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers: Cogdill, Gunderson, Kenoyer, Lopez, Madrigal,
Zoslocki, Mayor Marsh

NOES: Councilmembers: None

ABSENT: Councilmembers: None

ATTEST:Vl-~ ?
STEPHANIE LOPEZ, City Clerk

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

By: ~tIiZ -~
ADAM LINDGREN, Inter CIty Attorney

12l10/2013/C&ED/PKeli)!item 4 2 2013·443



MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-444

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE AWARD OF BIDS FOR THE
FURNISHING OF ELECTRICAL SERVICES FOR THE DEPARTMENT OF
PUBLIC WORKS, WASTEWATER DIVISION, TO CENTRAL VALLEY
ELECTRIC, MODESTO, CA, AS "PRIMARY" CONTRACTOR AND TRI­
VALLEY ELECTRICAL SERVICES, LIVERMORE, CA, AS "SECONDARY"
CONTRACTOR, FOR A TWO (2) YEAR AGREEMENT WITH THREE (3) ONE­
YEAR EXTENSION OPTIONS AT THE SOLE DISCRETION OF THE CITY,
AND AUTHORIZING THE PURCHASING MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO
ISSUE PURCHASE AGREEMENTS FOR AN ESTIMATED ANNUAL COST OF
$70,000, AND OVER FIVE (5) YEARS OF $350,000

WHEREAS, the City Manager authorized the Purchasing Manager to issue formal

Request for Bids (RFB) for the furnishing of electrical services, and

WHEREAS, the Purchasing Division issued RFB No. 1213-17 Electrical Services

to ten (10) prospective bidders, five (5) of which were local vendors, and posted the bid

on the City's \vebsite, and

WHEREAS, bids were formally opened in the City Clerk's Office. Two (2)

companies chose to respond, one of which was a local vendor, and

WHEREAS, both companies provided responsive and responsible bids, and

WHEREAS, in order to ensure continued services to the City, purchase

agreements shall be awarded to both contractors to provide for backup in case the

primary contractor is unable to meet the City's needs. The secondary position contractor

may be awarded a specific job only if the primary contractor is unable to perform the

service, or if the primary contractor is unable to complete the specific job within the

timeframe required by the City, or if the primary contractor is unable to maintain

acceptable quality standards required by the City, and

12/10/20 13/Finance/KMasassolltem 8 2013-444



WHEREAS, based on providing responsive and responsible bids, City staff

recommends the award of bids for the furnishing of electrical services for the Department

of Public Works, Wastewater Division, to Central Valley Electric, Modesto, CA, as

"primary" contractor and Tri-Valley Electric Services, Livermore, CA, as "secondary"

contractor, for a two (2) year agreement with three (3) one-year extension options at the

sole discretion of the City, for an estimated annual cost of$70,000, and over five (5)

years of$350,000, and

WHEREAS, Modesto Municipal Code Section 8-3.203 generally reqUlres all

purchases, which meet or exceed $50,000 for material, equipment or contractual services

to be formally bid. The award of bids for the furnishing of electrical services for the

Department of Public Works, Wastewater Division, to Central Valley Electric, Modesto,

CA, as "primary" contractor and Tri-Valley Electric Services, Livermore, CA, as

"secondary" contractor, conforms to Modesto Municipal Code 8-3.203, and

WHEREAS, sufficient funds are budgeted in Fiscal Year 2013-14, in

Appropriation Units 4210-54313-53100,4210-54314-53100,4210-54315-53100

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby authorizes the award of bids for the furnishing of electrical services for the

Department of Public Works, Water Division, to Central Valley Electric, Modesto, CA,

as "primary" contractor and Tri-Valley Electric Services, Livermore, CA, as "secondary"

contractor, for a two (2) year agreement with three (3) one-year extension options at the

sole discretion of the City.
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BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Purchasing Manager, or his designee, is

hereby authorized to issue purchase agreements for an estimated annual cost of $70,000,

and over five (5) years of$350,000.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 10th day of December, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Madrigal, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

By: C::~ __
ADAM LINDGREN, Interi

12/10/2013IFinancelKMasasso/ltem 8

Cogdill, Gunderson, Kenoyer, Lopez, Madrigal,
Zoslocki, Mayor Marsh

None

None

ATTEST~ d­
STEPHA IE LOPEZ, CIty Clerk

3 2013-444



MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-445

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE AWARD OF BID FOR THE PURCHASE
OF A TRUCK WITH UTILITY BODY AND CRANE FOR THE PUBLIC WORKS
DEPARTMENT, WASTEWATER DIVISION, THROUGH THE FLEET
SERVICES DIVISION, TO ALBANY FORD, ALBANY, CA, FOR AN
ESTIMATED TOTAL COST OF $90,849

WHEREAS, the City Manager authorized the Purchasing Manager to issue formal

Request for Bids (RFB) for new vehicles and heavy equipment, through various

competitive processes, with the Purchasing Division coming back to Council for award

authorization. The truck with utility body and crane is included in the new vehicles and

heavy equipment list authorized by the City Manager, and

WHEREAS, the truck with utility body and crane is used by the Public Works

Department, Wastewater Division. This is a replacement for the current truck with utility

body and crane which has been subjected to a thorough evaluation and has met or

exceeded the replacement criteria before being placed on the replacement list. The truck

with utility body and crane falls under the City'S compliance program, approved by the

California Air Resources Board, requiring a progressive program to remove older diesel

trucks from service, and

WHEREAS, the Purchasing Division issued RFB No. 1314-22 for the purchase of

a truck with utility body and crane to twenty-two (22) prospective bidders, and posted the

bid on the City's website. Three (3) of the bidders are located within Stanislaus County,

two (2) of which are local vendors, and

WHEREAS, RFB's were formally opened in the City Clerk's office. Three (3)

companies chose to respond. All three (3) companies provided responsive and

responsible bids. One of the local vendors could not provide the type of equipment
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specified and the other felt they could not be competitive and chose not to submit a bid,

and

WHEREAS, based on providing the lowest responsive and responsible bid, City

staff recommends the award of bid for the purcbase of a truck with utility body and crane

to Albany Ford, Albany, CA, for a total estimated cost of$90,849, and

WHEREAS, sufficient funds are budgeted in Fiscal Year 2013-14, in account #

5409-53246-57003, and

WHEREAS, Modesto Municipal Code Section 8-3.203 generally requires all

purchases, which meet or exceed $50,000 for material, equipment or contractual services

to be formally bid. The award of bid for the purchase of a truck with utility body and

crane to Albany Ford, Albany, CA, conforms to the Modesto Municipal Code, 8-3.203.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby authorizes the award of bid for the purchase of a truck with utility body and

crane for the Public Works Department, Wastewater Division, through the Fleet Services

Division to Albany Ford, Albany, CA.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Purchasing Manager or his designee to

issue a purchase order for a total estimated cost of 90,849.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 10th day of December, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Madrigal, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Cogdill, Gunderson, Kenoyer, Lopez, Madrigal,
Zoslocki, Mayor Marsh

None

None

ATffiST 00# ~
STEPHANIE LOPE ,City Clerk

BY:-i=~~a~-~~~_
ADAM LINDGRE City Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-446

RESOLUTION ACCEPTING THE ANTI-DRUG ABUSE (ADA)
ENFORCEMENT TEAM PROGRAM GRANT FROM THE CALIFORNIA
EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT AGENCY, IN THE AMOUNT OF $242,494, TO
COMBAT MAJOR DRUG TRAFFICKING; AND AUTHORIZING THE CITY
MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO EXECUTE THE NECESSARY PROGRAM
DOCUMENTS

WHEREAS, the Modesto Police Department applied for funding from the Board

of State and Community Corrections (BSCC) for the Stanislaus Anti-Drug Task Force,

and

WHEREAS, the Stanislaus Anti-Drug Abuse Enforcement Program is part of the

Stanislaus Drug Enforcement Agency (SDEA), and

WHEREAS, this program will integrate federal, state, and local law enforcement

agencies, prosecutors, and probation officers for the purpose of enhancing inter-agency

coordination and intelligence and facilitating multi-jurisdictional investigations to combat

major drug trafficking and manufacturing, and

WHEREAS, the SDEA is responsible for compliance with all regulations

pertaining to the BSCC grant, including all reporting requirements, and

WHEREAS, the City of Modesto is responsible for the financial reporting

requirements,

WHEREAS, there is no match required for this grant, and

WHEREAS, the term of this program will be from October 1, 2013, through

September 30, 2014,
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NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby accepts the Anti-Drug Abuse (ADA) Enforcement Team Recovery Act

Program Grant, from the Board of State and Community Corrections, in the amount of

$242,494 for the Stanislaus Drug Enforcement Agency (SDEA) to combat major drug

trafficking and manufacturing.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute the necessary program grant documents.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the loth day of December, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Madrigal, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

Cogdill, Gunderson, Kenoyer, Lopez, Madrigal,
Zoslocki, Mayor Marsh

None

None

ATTEST:~?
STEPHANIE LOPEZ, City Clerk

APPROVED AS TO FORM: ,

By: A~~:E:n7tftomey
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NUMBER 2013-447

RESOLUTION AMENDING THE FISCAL YEAR 2013/2014 OPERATING AND
MULTI-YEAR BUDGETS TO REFLECT REVENUE AND EXPENSES IN THE
AMOUNT OF $242,494, FROM THE BOARD OF STATE AND COMMUNITY
CORRECTIONS, TO COMBAT MAJOR DRUG TRAFFICKING

WHEREAS, the Modesto Police Department applied for funding from the Board

of State and Community Corrections (BSCC) for the Stanislaus Anti-Drug Abuse

Enforcement Team, and

WHEREAS, the Stanislaus Anti-Drug Abuse Enforcement Program is part of the

Stanislaus Drug Enforcement Agency (SDEA), and

WHEREAS, this program will integrate federal, state, and local law enforcement

agencies, prosecutors, and probation officers for the purpose of enhancing inter-agency

coordination and intelligence and facilitating multi-jurisdictional investigations to combat

major drug trafficking and manufacturing, and

WHEREAS, the SDEA is responsible for compliance with all regulations

pertaining to the BSCC grant, including all reporting requirements, and

WHEREAS, the City of Modesto is responsible for the financial reporting

requirements (see budget adjustment attached), and

WHEREAS, there is no match required for this grant, and

WHEREAS, the term of this program will be from October 1,2013, through

September 30, 2014,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that the Fiscal Year 2013/2014 Operating and Multi-Year Budgets are shown on the

Budget Adjustment Form attached are hereby amended.
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BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Director of Finance, or her designee, is

hereby authorized to take the necessary steps to implement the provisions of this resolution.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 10th day of December, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Madrigal,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

I2I10120131MPDICRaymerlltem 10

Cogdill, Gunderson, Kenoyer, Lopez, Madrigal,
Zoslocki, Mayor Marsh

None

None

Ar=~~
STEPHAN E LOPEZ, CIty Clerk
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Attachment A: Budget Adjustment for Multi-Year 13/14
BSCC ADA Grant

Revenues
FROM:
14-6600-80210-42301
14-6600-80210-42402
14-6600-80210-42405
14-6600-80210-42410
14-6600-80210-42411
14-6600-80210-42413
14-6600-80210-42415
14-6600-80210-42416
14-6600-80210-42417
14-6600-80210-42418

TO:
14-6600-80240-42090
14-0100-19210-42090
14-0100-19210-42450

Expenses
FROM:

14-6600-80210-53503

TO:

14-6600-80240-53503
14-6600-80240-51991

Current
Budget

$228,862
$94,350

$417,869
$142,736

$43,101
$21,743
$42,457
$47,169
$17,558
$13,990

$1,069,835

$0
$0
.$.Q

$0

$381,612

$0
$0

$0

Increase!
(Decrease)

($ 39,606)
($16,328)
($72,314)
($24,701)

($7,459)
($3,763)
($7,348)
($8,163)
($3,039)
($2,421)

($185,142)

$185,142
$87,151
$49,017

$321,310

($132,537)

$87,151
$53,724

$140,875

Revised
Budget

$189,256
$78,022

$345,555
$118,035

$35,642
$17,980
$35,109
$39,006
$14,519
$11,569

$884,693

$185,142
$87,151
$49,017

$321,310

$302,578

$87,151
$53,724

$140,875

Intergov-County Contribution
Intergov- Ceres Contribution
Intergov- Modesto Contribution
Intergov- Turlock Contribution
Intergov- Oakdale Contribution
Intergov-Newman Contribution
Intergov-Patterson Contribution
Intergov-Riverbank Contribution
Intergov-Waterford Contribution
Intergov-Hughson Contribution

Intergov-Federal-Miscellaneous
Intergov-Federal-Miscellaneous
Intergov-Local-JPA Reimbursement

Intergov. Services-Local

Intergov. Services - Other
Service Credits - Intrafund



AMENDED FOR CLERICAL ERROR

MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-448

A RESOLUTION DENYING THE APPEAL OF BOOS DEVELOPMENT WEST,
LLC, FOR A WAIVER OF THE CAPITAL FACILITIES FEES PAID FOR A
FAMILY DOLLAR STORE LOCATED WITHIN THE CITY'S SPHERE OF
INFLUENCE AT 5301 YOSEMITE BOULEVARD, EMPIRE

WHEREAS, on May 7, 2013, the Modesto City Council, by Resolution No. 2013-

177, rescinded Resolution Nos. 94-562, 98-27, 99-32, 99-385, 2001-124, 2003-309,

2004-527,2004-678,2005-391,2006-055,2008-070, 2010-272, 2010-410 and 2011-105

and amended Resolution No. 2011-106, updating its Capital Facilities Fees Policies and

Procedures; and

WHEREAS, Resolution No. 2013-177 validated the findings that there is a

reasonable need for public facilities, there is a reasonable relationship between the uses

and the associated fees, and that because of this nexus, streets, air quality and transit

facilities fees can be imposed within the City's Sphere ofInfluence; and

WHEREAS, in September 2013, City staff was contacted by various employees

of Boos Development West, LLC, and Lars Anderson & Associates ("Developer")

regarding the CFF due on a new Family Dollar store located at 5301 Yosemite

Boulevard, Empire ("Project"); and

WHEREAS, at that time, staff confirmed CFF would be due at the Sphere of

Influence - Retail, Less than 50,000 square foot rate, would be payable at Building

Permit issuance and that the improvements the Developer would be constructing are not

eligible for reimbursement under the CFF program; and

WHEREAS, on September 23, 2013, staff met with two of the Developer's

representatives at which time the representatives requested a waiver of CFF; and
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WHEREAS, at that time, staff explained that it could not provide a waiver, but

did outline the four options available to the Developer: (I) pay the CFF; (2) participate in

the CFF Deferral Program; (3) pay CFF under protest and appeal to the City Council; or

(4) not pay CFF and appeal to the City Council; and

WHEREAS, on November 4,2013, staff was provided with a letter via email

from Scott Moreland, Project Manager with Boos Development West, LLC,

("Appellant") advising staff that the Appellant would be pulling a Building Permit for the

Project and would be paying the CFF under protest; and

WHEREAS, said appeal was set for a public hearing before the City Council at its

regular meeting place in the Tenth Street Place Chambers located at 1010 lOth Street,

Modesto, California, on December 10,2013, at 5:30 p.m., at which date and time said

duly noticed public hearing was held and evidence, both oral and documentary, was

received and considered; and

WHEREAS, substantial evidence was produced at the hearing to support a finding

against each of appellant's claimed grounds for appeal;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that Appellant appealed payment of CFF for its Project on the following grounds:

1. That the applicability of the City's CFF Program to the Project is inconsistent
with Government Code Sections 66000-66008;

2. That it is highly unlikely that the Project will ever am1ex to the City;

3. That the intersections and roads in the Empire area are currently operating at or
above the City of Modesto level of service;

4. That the population is increasing at a slower rate than assumed in the CFF
Program; and
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5. That it should not be required to pay CFF because a certain project, that would
have directly benefited the Appellant's Project was removed from the CFF
Program.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto that it

considered the arguments set forth both by Appellant and finds that there is no basis for

an appeal and that Appellant's Project is subject to the payment of CFF as outlined in the

CFF program.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto that

Appellant's appeal for the waiver of Capital Facilities Fees for the Family Dollar store

located at 5301 Yosemite Boulevard, Empire, is hereby denied.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 10th day of December, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Madrigal, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers: Cogdill, Gunderson, Kenoyer, Lopez, Madrigal,
Zoslocki, Mayor Marsh

NOES: Councilmembers: None

ABSENT: Councilmembers: None

ATTEST:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

By: //~:Z ~~- - - ../

ADAM LINDGREN:IDteriilltYAttorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-449

RESOLUTION AMENDING THE FISCAL YEAR 2013-2014 ANNUAL
OPERATING AND CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT BUDGETS TO REFLECT
APPROVED RE-ALLOCATIONS OF CARRYOVER FUNDS IN THE 2013-2014
ANNUAL ACTION PLAN AS NOTED IN EXHIBIT A AND AS SET FORTH IN
THE INTEGRATED DISBURSEMENT AND INFORMATION SYSTEM (IDIS);
AND AUTHORIZING THE FINANCE DIRECTOR, OR HER DESIGNEE, TO
TAKE THE NECESSARY STEPS TO IMPLEMENT THE PROVISIONS OF
THIS RESOLUTION

WHEREAS, the City of Modesto, as an entitlement community for Housing and

Urban Development (HUD) is required to develop an Annual Action Plan (AAP) that

describes anticipated uses of Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) and

Emergency Solutions Grant (ESG) funds annually, and

WHEREAS, on May 7, 2013 the City Council, by Resolution No. 2013-178,

adopted the AAP for FY 2013-14, and

WHEREAS, staff has proposed an amendment to the AAP as set forth in Exhibit

"A", attached hereto and incorporated herein by reference, and

WHEREAS, lDIS is a database which maintains, and reports on projects and

activities that support the CDBG and ESG formula grant programs, and

WHEREAS, a notice has been duly given to the community of the proposed

amendment to the HUD AAP, which began on November 9,2013 and ended with a

public hearing held by the City Council on December 10,2013, at 5:30 p.m., in the Tenth

Street Place Chambers, located at 1010 Tenth Street, and

WHEREAS, on November 20,2013, the Citizens' Housing and Community

Development Committee met and recommended the proposed re-allocation of carryover

funds be forwarded to Council for approval.
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NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves amending the FY2013-2014 Annual Operating and Capital

Improvement Budgets to reflect the approved re-allocations of entitlement funds as set

forth in Exhibit "A" attached hereto and incorporated herein by reference, and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Finance Director, or her designee, is

hereby authorized to implement the provisions of this resolution in accordance with

Integrated Disbursement and Information System (lOIS).

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 10th day of December, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, with motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Gunderson, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Cogdill, Gunderson, Kenoyer, Lopez, Madrigal,
Zoslocki, Mayor Marsh

None

None

A1TEST~ ~
STEPHANIE LOPE , CIty Clerk

By: ~.c/.~
ADAM LINDGREN, In rim CIty Attorney
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Exhibit A
City of Modesto

Amendment #1 2013-2014 Annual Action Plan

Proposed Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) allocations:

.. Public Facility Improvements $310,000

~ Rehabilitation $130,000

.. Interim Assistance Low Income Census Tracts $25,000

.. Neighborhood Revitalization Strategy Area $200,000

~ Construction of Housing $118,000

Proposed Emergency Solutions Grant (ESG) allocations:

~ Rapid-Rehousing Activity $14,569



MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-450

RESOLUTION APPROVING AN AMENDMENT TO THE DEPARTMENT OF
HOUSING & URBAN DEVELOPMENT ANNUAL ACTION PLAN FOR FISCAL
YEAR 2013-2014, AND AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER, OR HIS
DESIGNEE, TO EXECUTE RELATED DOCUMENTS

WHEREAS, the City of Modesto, as an entitlement community for Housing and

Urban Development (HUD) is required to develop an Annual Action Plan (AAP) that

describes anticipated uses of Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) and

Emergency Solutions Grant (ESG) funds annually, and

WHEREAS, on May 7, 2013 the City Council, by Resolution No. 2013-178,

adopted the AAP for FY 2013-14, and

WHEREAS, staff has proposed an amendment to the AAP as set forth in Exhibit

"A", attached hereto and incorporated herein by reference, and

WHEREAS, a 30-comment period, which began on November 9,2013, was duly

noticed to the community of the proposed amendment to the HUD AAP, and

WHEREAS, on November 20, 2013, the Citizens' Housing and Community

Development Committee met and recommended the proposed reallocation of carryover

funds be forwarded to Council for approval, and

WHEREAS, a duly noticed public hearing was held by the City Council on

December 10,2013, at 5:30 p.m., in the Tenth Street Place Chambers, located at 1010

Tenth Street, to consider approval of the proposed amendment to the Fiscal Year 2013-14

HUDAAP.
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NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves an Amendment to the Fiscal Year 2012-13 HUD Annual Action

Plan.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute any related documents.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the lOth day of December, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, with motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Gunderson, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Cogdill, Gunderson, Kenoyer, Lopez, Madrigal,
Zoslocki, Mayor Marsh

None

None

ATTEST:~~
STEPHANIE LOPEZ, CIty Clerk

By: ~c&~~4~~_~~~~
ADAM LINDGREN, Interim
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City of Modesto
Amendment #1 2013-2014 Annual Action Plan

Proposed Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) allocations:

,. Public Facility Improvements $310,000

iii Rehabilitation $130,000

iii Interim Assistance Low Income Census Tracts $25,000

iii Neighborhood Revitalization Strategy Area $200,000

te Construction of Housing $118,000

Proposed Emergency Solutions Grant (ESG) allocations:

iii Rapid-Rehousing Activity $14,569

Exhibit A



MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-451

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE CITY OF MODESTO TO UTILIZE THE
SERVICES OF STEVE LUMPKIN ON A PART-TIME BASIS FOR A LIMITED
DURATION FOR THE PURPOSES OF OVERSEEING THE PARKS,
RECREATION AND NEIGHBORHOOD DEPARTMENT AND ASSISTING
STAFF ON THE PREPARATION AND DEVELOPMENT OF THE CITY
BUDGET FOR THE DEPARTMENT

WHEREAS, the City requests authorization to utilize the services of retired

annuitant Steve Lumpkin on a part time basis, and

WHEREAS, recent changes to the California Public Employee Retirement

System (CaIPERS), requires that a retiree serve a 180 day waiting period prior to being

allowed to work for a CalPERS agency with the following exceptions, and

WHEREAS, pursuant to Government Code TITLE 1. DIVISION 7.

MISCELLANEOUS [6000.-7598.] CHAPTER 21. Public Pension Retirement Plans

7522.56(f)(1-4), section 7522.56 (f)(1) serves as the applicable exception for this request:

"The employer certifies the nature of this employment and that the appointment is

necessary to fill a critically needed position before 180 days has passed and the

appointment has been approved by the governing body of the employer in a public

meeting. The appointment may not be placed on a consent calendar.", and

WHEREAS, CALPERS Publication 33 stipulates certain conditions must all be

met in order for an appointment to move forward. These conditions are:

Appointee has specialized skills needed to perform work of limited duration or the
employment is needed during an emergency to prevent stoppage of public
business.
Temporary employment will not exceed 960 hours in a fiscal year (July 1st

through June 30th
).

The compensation cannot exceed the maximum monthly base salary paid to other
employees performing comparable duties, divided by 173.333 to equal an hourly
rate.
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Retired annuitants cannot receive any benefit, incentive, compensation in lieu of
benefits, or other form of compensation in addition to the hourly pay rate, and

WHEREAS, Steve Lumpkin has worked for the City of Modesto for over 35

years and possesses the expertise and knowledge of the City's fiscal challenges, and

WHEREAS, Steve Lumpkin has an in-depth working knowledge of the crews

operating out ofPRND, including Forestry, Building Service, Green Waste and Parks

Maintenance, and

WHEREAS, Steve Lumpkin possesses excellent knowledge of all parks in the

system as well as experience managing the Modesto Nuts contract and development and

maintenance of Grogan Park, and

WHEREAS, given this knowledge and history with the City of Modesto, Steve

Lumpkin will oversee the operations of PRND, and

WHEREAS, Steve Lumpkin's vast knowledge will be an asset over the next few

months in the preparation of the Parks Recreation and Neighborhood Department budget

for the fiscal year 2014/15;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves the utilization of the services of Steve Lumpkin on a part-time

basis for a limited duration beginning December 17,2013.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced in a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 10th day of December, 2013, by Councilmember

Madrigal, who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by

Councilmember Lopez, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the

following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Cogdill, Gunderson, Kenoyer, Lopez, Madrigal,
Zoslocki, Mayor Marsh

None

None

ATIEST'~iffG
STEPHANIE LOP , City Clerk

By: ~~~~~-~~~~::=--.-
ADAM LINDGREN, Interim
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-452

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE CITY OF MODESTO TO UTILIZE THE
SERVICES OF RICHARD ULM ON A PART-TIME BASIS FORA LIMITED
DURATION FOR THE PURPOSE OF ASSISTING STAFF ON THE
CONTINUED NEGOTIATIONS AND LITIGATION WITH MID AND OTHER
SPECIAL PROJECTS RELATED TO CURRENT, ONGOING CAPITAL
PROJECTS

WHEREAS, the City requests authorization to utilize the services of retired

annuitant Richard Ulm on a part time basis, and

WHEREAS, recent changes to the California Public Employee Retirement

System (CaIPERS), 'reql1ires that a retiree serve a 180 day waiting period prior to being

allowed to work for a CalPERS agency with the following exceptions, and

WHEREAS, pursuant to Government Code TITLE I. DIVISION 7.

MISCELLANEOUS [6000.-7598.] CHAPTER 21. Public Pension Retirement Plans

7522.56(f)(1-4), section 7522.56 (f)(1) serves as the applicable exception for this request:

"The employer certifies the nature of this employment and that the appointment is

necessary to fill a critically needed position before 180 days has passed and the

appointment has been approved by the governing body of the employer in a public

meeting. The appointment may not be placed on a consent calendar.", and

WHEREAS, CALPERS Publication 33 stipulates certain conditions must all be

met in order for an appointment to move forward. These conditions are:

Appointee has specialized skills needed to perform work of limited duration or the
employment is needed during an emergency to prevent stoppage of public
business.
Temporary employment will not exceed 960 hours in a fiscal year (July 1st

through June 30th
).

The compensation cannot exceed the maximum monthly base salary paid to other
employees performing comparable duties, divided by 173.333 to equal an hourly
rate.
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Retired annuitants cannot receive any benefit, incentive, compensation in lieu of
benefits, or other form of compensation in addition to the hourly pay rate, and

WHEREAS, Richard Ulm possesses valuable skills related to the coordination,

collaboration, in-depth knowledge, and technical knowledge needed for ongoing

development and completion of major projects.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves the utilization of the services of Richard Ulm on a part-time basis

for a limited duration beginning December 31, 2013.

The foregoing resolution was introduced in a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 10th day of December, 2013, by Councilmember

Madrigal, who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by

Councilmember Lopez, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the

following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

BY:~
ADAM LINDGREN, Interi

12/1 0/20!3/HRlJLopeziltem 14

Cogdill, Gunderson, Kenoyer, Lopez, Madrigal,
Zoslocki, Mayor Marsh

None

None

ATTEST: -~~==-:c-""'-="c:-==e:~~=--:-­
STEPHANIE LOPEZ, City Clerk

ity Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-453

RESOLUTION REJECTING THE 2013 COPS HIRING PROGRAM (CHP) IN
THE AMOUNT OF $2,946,080, FROM THE U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE,
OFFICE OF COMMUNITY ORIENTED POLICING, FOR FUNDING OF EIGHT
SCHOOL RESOURCE OFFICER POSITIONS FOR THREE YEARS; AND
AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO REJECT THE
NECESSARY GRANT DOCUMENTS

WHEREAS, the U.S. Department of Justice, Office of Community Oriented

Policing Services (COPS Office), solicited applications for the COPS FY 2013 COPS

Hiring Program (CHP) which provides funding directly to law enforcement agencies to

hire and/or rehire career law enforcement officers in an effort to increase their

community policing capacity and crime prevention efforts, and

WHEREAS, On October 1,2013, the City of Modesto received notification from

the United States Department of Justice, Office of Community Oriented Policing Services

(COPS) Office that the City of Modesto will receive funding for eight school resource

officer positions, and

WHEREAS, the existing four School Resource Officer positions residing in the

General Fund will be transferred from Support Services to four vacant officer positions in

Patrol, and

WHEREAS, eight new allocated grant School Resource Officer positions will be

added to Support Services, and

WHEREAS, the 2013 CHP grant will cover up to 75 percent of the approved

entry-level salary and fringe benefits of each newly-hired and/or rehired, full-time sworn

career law enforcement officer over the three-year (36 months) grant period, with a
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minimum 25 percent local cash match requirement and maximum federal share of

$125,000 per officer position over three years, and

WHEREAS, CHP grant funding will be based on each agency's current entry­

level salary and fringe benefits for fUll-time swom officers and any additional costs for

higher than entry-level salaries and fringe benefits will be the responsibility of the

grantee agency, and

WHEREAS, the total grant award amount is $2,946,080 for three years (Total

federal share is $1,000,000 (33.9%) and there is a required local share of$I,946,080

(66.1%), and

WHEREAS, Modesto City Schools and the City of Modesto will collaborate to

fund the match and retention costs, and

WHEREAS, Modesto City Schools' annual contribution during the proposed

grant period will not exceed the current year allocation (FY 12-13) to Modesto Police

Department, which is $448,000 each year, or $1,334,000, and

WHEREAS, after further analysis, the actual Local Share is projected to be

approximately $2,217,625, about $271,545 more than the original estimated Local Share

of$I,946,080, which was based on entry-level officers' salary and benefits per the grant,

rather than those of more senior officers who typically fill these positions, and

WHEREAS, grantees must retain any COPS-funded officer positions awarded

under the COPS grant for a minimum of 12-months following the 36-month federal

funding period for each position, and
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WHEREAS, the mandatory 12-month retention is estimated at $1,204,450

totaling the City of Modesto impact to $3,422,075 over the four years of the grant and

retention period, and

WHEREAS, the retained COPS-funded positions should be added to the Police

Department's budget with state andlor local funds, over and above the number of locally­

funded positions that would have existed in the absence of the grant, and

WHEREAS, staff recommends Council reject the 2013 COPS Hiring Grant

because the required actual local match to the City would be a $3.4 million impact on the

General Fund in the next four years for which there are insufficient funds available.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby rejects the COPS Hiring Program (CHP) Grant in the amount of

$2,946,080, from the U.S. Department of Justice, Office of Community Oriented

Policing, to fund eight school resource officer positions for three years.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute the necessary rejection grant documents.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting ofthe Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 10th day of December, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Madrigal, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

BY:~"
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Cogdill, Gunderson, Kenoyer, Lopez, Madrigal,
Zoslocki, Mayor Marsh

None

None

ATTEST~4 -f-
ST PHANIE LOPEZ, CIty Clerk

y Attorney
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MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-454

RESOLUTION APPROVING AN AMENDMENT TO THE CURRENT
AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE CITY OF MODESTO AND SIXEL
CONSULTING GROUP, INC

WHEREAS, On January 8th
, 2013, the City Council, by Resolution No. 2013-27,

approved entering into an incentive-based agreement with Sixel Consulting Group (SCG)

to provide air service development work for Modesto City-County Airport (MOD), and

WHEREAS, since that time SCG has identified a necessary and critical milestone

that MOD must meet, which is the completion of an FAA approved Environmental

Assessment (EA) that includes air quality and noise impacts of any expanded commercial

jet operations at MOD before it can be eligible for consideration in attracting new air

service, and

WHEREAS, if the EA can be completed by early Spring of2014, MOD could be

more competitive for anticipated contract awards from commercial jet carriers that are

made during the spring, so they can begin marketing for summer ticket sales, should a

carrier select MOD for new or expanded air services, and

WHEREAS, this Amendment adds additional work to Exhibit A, Scope of Work,

to be provided by SCG, see Appendix A and Appendix B, compensation for additional

work to be included in amendment, and

WHEREAS, the incentive-based compensation originally provided $2.00 per each

enplaned passenger on new air service, this amendment to the agreement provides $2.00

per each enplaned and deplaned passenger on new air service, and

WHEREAS, SCG has agreed to provide an environmental study required by the

FAA, utilizing an approved environmental studies group, with airport environmental

12/10/20J3/PWlJThieleiltem 16 2013-454



study expertise supporting scheduled airline service, Appendix C, compensation for study

to be included in amendment, and

WHEREAS, if the City decided to undertake the responsibility of hiring a

qualified environmental consultant in addition to SCG for the completion of an FAA

approved EA, the City would have to conduct an RFP process for professional services

which would significantly delay the initiation and completion of the EA process causing

MOD to be out of any consideration by any air service carrieres) until the EA is

completed, which is estimated to be approximately June of2014 at the earliest, and

would require MOD to pay for the EA in its entirety whether MOD was given

consideration or acquired future air services or not,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves the consulting agreement amendment for SCG.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute the Agreement.
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The foregoing resolution was introduced at a regular meeting of the Council of

the City of Modesto held on the 10th day of December, 2013, by Councilmember Lopez,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember

Madrigal, was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

Cogdill, Gunderson, Kenoyer, Lopez, Madrigal,
Zoslocki, Mayor Marsh

None

None

ATTEST,~ -?-
S EPHANIE LOPEZ, City Clerk

APPROVED AS TO FORM
A

_ /
BY:~- ~~

ADAM LINDGREN, Interim Citylttomey
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APPENDIX A

AIRPORT AIR SERVICE SUPPORT PLEDGE CAMPAIGN SCOPE OF WORK

As part of the recruitment effort, it is necessary to develop a community based support

package primarily based on pledges by area companies, individuals and government

agencies to support the service once it begins. The airline has targeted a goal of $1

million in community support in order to promote the successful introduction and

retention of the targeted service. The Consultant intends to devote the time and

resources to assist that Airport in achieving this goal.

Plans by Consultant include devoting at least 2 staff persons that will travel to the

Modesto area throughout January and February 2014 to visit in person with

corporations, business groups, service organizations, elc and be available for news

segments, editorial reviews, etc. Consultant will develop videos that can be shown to

groups discussing the new service and the benefits of supporting such service that will

be made available to local organizations and posted for viewing on YouTube, etc.

In addition, at least 9 staff persons will participate in making phone calls and e-mails to

area constituencies identified by Consultant and Airport as potential supporters of the

new service to solicit pledges to use the service. Pledges shall not be binding on the

corporation, but are expected to be honored. Consultant will gather all pledges and

donations and provide weekly updates to the community. In addition Consultant will:

1. Solicit sponsorships from the area for marketing co-branding and sponsorships (for

example: donated radio or tv spots or newspaper ads, that can count towards

financial goal);

2. Solicit donations from the area to be used by local charities to support new service

(for example: companies that do not have a need to fly to or through LAX can

support effort by making a tax-deductible donation to Make-A-Wish to be earmarked

to purchase airline tickets.);

3. Set up a "kick starter" campaign so that small donations from individuals and

businesses can be accumulated toward campaign.

Pledge campaign Is expected to begin immediately after approval by Airport of this Amendment

to Contract and continue through at least February 15, 2014.



APPENDIX B

MARKETING I ADVERTISING SCOPE OF WORK

Marketing existing and new services is a key component of the successful retention and growth

of passenger traffic at the Airport. Consultant will solicit pledges, donations and in-kind support

to provide material to market the service. Specifically, Consultant will provide;

Marketing I Community Engagement Management

1. Airport Client Engagement and Market Management:

• Coordinate with current Airport staff to ensure that all marketing and community

development efforts are planned to fit with the proposed Airport marketing plan;

• Work with Airport to oversee and coordinate airport marketing, public relations and

social media efforts;

2. Airport Engagement and Marketing Efforts to Include:

• Develop and I or implement community-tailored marketing plans for each airport

which includes local in-market advertising, community development and

engagement, and social media;

• Supervise marketing material development and implementation;

• Community media outreach (including outreach to communities at other end of

routers);

• Participation in marketing sales events for the Airport within the region;

• Develop rpute specific marketing strategy tactics and promotions to stimulate Interest

in route(s) and Marketing I Community Engagement efforts within the market;

• Coordinate with the marketing I public relations teams at airline partners to ensure

cross-promotional efforts and to ensure that proposed airline advertising programs fit

the needs and travel habits of each specific community;

• Coordinate with the marketing I public relations teams of new route airports to ensure

cross-promotional efforts;

• Train and educate any current Airport staff on the use of social media for the Airport

as determined in the marketing plan



MODESTO CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-455

RESOLUTION APPROVING AN AGREEMENT WITH LIONAKIS FOR
DESIGN SERVICES FOR FLEET MAINTENANCE FACILITY PROJECT IN
AN AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED $340,170 FOR THE IDENTIFIED SCOPE OF
SERVICES, PLUS $34,017 FOR ADDITIONAL SERVICES (IF NEEDED), FOR A
MAXIMUM TOTAL AMOUNT OF $374,187, AND AUTHORIZING THE CITY
MANAGER, OR HIS DESIGNEE, TO EXECUTE THE AGREEMENT

WHEREAS, this project provides preliminary and final design for the future Fleet

Maintenance Facility (Fleet Wing), which will consolidate fleet maintenance functions

due to the loss of existing maintenance facilities, and

WHEREAS, the Highway 991 future HWY 132 Right of Way was acquired from

the City's Corporation Yard, which encroaches to the back wall of the current truck

maintenance building, and

WHEREAS, this will prohibit circulation around the building, demolish the

existing end bay wash structure, and eliminate the southern access capability for two of

the maintenance bays, and

WHEREAS, additionally, the current 9th Street City vehicle repair and

maintenance shop is planned to be demolished for construction of the proposed County

Court House, and

WHEREAS, during the design and construction of the new Bus Maintenance

Facility, there was additional office space and equipment, including upsized electrical

panels and lubrication systems to service the future Fleet Wing that was cost-shared with

this project, and

WHEREAS, referred to in the 2013-18 Capital Improvement Program as the Fleet

Maintenance Facility Phase II, (Fleet Wing), the new structure will connect to the new
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Bus Maintenance Facility at the garage section and extend across into the old bus parking

lot, and

WHEREAS, this will be a stand-alone structure with walk-through and forklift

transfer capabilities, and

WHEREAS, the Fleet Wing will incorporate all of the City's truck, equipment,

and vehicle maintenance activities, and

WHEREAS, it will be equipped with drive- through bays, a single light-duty

overhead crane, and storage, and

WHEREAS, additionally, a replacement wash facility is planned to replace the

aforementioned loss, and

WHEREAS, the Fleet Wing will not contain any offices, bath, locker, conference

rooms, pavement or parking improvements, or landscaping as these have already been

incorporated into the Bus Maintenance Facility and its sole purpose is to only replace the

existing facilities, and

WHEREAS, aesthetically, the project will include relocation and an enclosure for

the above ground fuel storage tanks, and

WHEREAS, in accordance with City Administrative Directive 3.1, Selection

Procedures for Professional Consultants Who Provide Architectural and Engineering

Services for Capital Projects, the City received twenty Statements of Qualifications and

short-listed 5 firms to submit proposals and interview, and

WHEREAS, upon review of the proposals and interviews, Lionakis, a local firm,

was considered the most qualified to provide design services for this project, and
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WHEREAS, staff recommends an agreement with Lionakis, as the City does not

have the staffing level or subject matter expertise to perform design services for the Fleet

Maintenance Facility project, and current workload levels do not provide for timely in-

house solutions/responses,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Modesto

that it hereby approves an Agreement with Lionakis for Design Services for Fleet

Maintenance Facility Project for an amount not to exceed $340,170 for the identified

scope of services, plus $34,017 for additional services (if needed), for a maximum total

amount of$374,187.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, or his designee, is hereby

authorized to execute the Agreement.

The foregoing resolution was introduced at a special meeting of the Council of the

City of Modesto held on the 10th day of December, 20 ]3, by Councilmember Madrigal,

who moved its adoption, which motion being duly seconded by Councilmember Lopez,

was upon roll call carried and the resolution adopted by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

BY:~
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Cogdill, Gunderson, Kenoyer, Lopez, Madrigal,
Zoslocki, Mayor Marsh

None

None

ATTEST: ~~~~~~~~~='=--~~~~~
STEPHANIE LOPEZ, City Clerk

,

Attorney
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