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If you need assistance in order to attend the City Council meeting, or if you
require auxiliary aids or services, e.g., hearing aids or signing services to
make a presentation to the City Council, the City is happy to assist you.
Please contact City offices at 530/822-4817 at least 72 hours in advance so

such aids or services can be arranged. City Hall TTY: 530-822-4732
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AGENDA (DRAFT)
REGULAR MEETING OF THE CITY COUNCIL
CITY OF YUBA CITY
COUNCIL CHAMBERS
NOVEMBER 18, 2014
5:00 P.M. — CLOSED SESSION
6:00 P.M. —- REGULAR MEETING

Materials related to an item on this Agenda submitted to the Council after distribution of the
agenda packet are available for public inspection in the City Clerk’s office at 1201 Civic Center
Blvd., Yuba City, during normal business hours. Such documents are also available on the City
of Yuba City's website at www.yubacity.net subject to staff's availability to post the documents
before the meeting.

Closed Session—Butte Room

Public Comment: Any member of the public wishing to address the City Council on any item
listed on the closed session agenda will have an opportunity to present testimony to the City
Council prior to the City Council convening into closed session. Comments from the public will
be limited to three minutes. No member of the public will be allowed to be present once the City
Council convenes into closed session. Contact the City Clerk in advance of the closed session
either in person at City Hall, by phone 822-4817, or email tlocke@yubacity.net to allow for time
for testimony.

A. Confer with labor negotiator Steve Kroeger regarding negotiations with the following
associations: Yuba City Firefighters Local 3793 Yuba City Fire Management, and Public
Employees Local No. 1, pursuant to Section 54957.6 of the Government Code

Regular Meeting—Council Chambers

Call to Order

Roll Call: Mayor Gill
Vice Mayor Dukes
Councilmember Buckland
Councilmember Maan
Councilmember Starkey

Invocation

Pledge of Allegiance to the Flag

Presentations and Proclamations

1. Eagle Scout Trevor Martin Presentation
2 Eagle Scout Brett Spiess Presentation
3. Brandon Oakley Lifesaving Award

4 Terry Kopp Retirement Proclamation


http://www.yubacity.net/
mailto:tlocke@yubacity.net

Public Communication

You are welcome and encouraged to participate in this meeting. Public comment is taken on
items listed on the agenda when they are called. Public comment on items not listed on the
agenda will be heard at this time. Comments on controversial items may be limited and large
groups are encouraged to select representatives to express the opinions of the group.

5. Written Requests

Members of the public submitting written requests, at least 24 hours prior to the meeting,
will be normally allotted five minutes to speak

6. Appearance of Interested Citizens

Members of the public may address the City Council on items of interest that are within
the City’s jurisdiction. Individuals addressing general comments are encouraged to limit
their statements to three minutes

Ordinance

7. General Plan Amendment for 346 Walton Avenue; Applicant: Paramjit
Bains/Property Owner: Stellar Scripts Inc.

Recommendation:  Conduct a public hearing, and after consideration of the Mitigated
Negative Declaration, concur with the Planning Commission’s
recommendations, which are to:

a. Adopt the finding that following review and consideration of the
Mitigated Negative Declaration and any comments received,
there is no substantial evidence that the project will have a
significant impact on the environment.

b. Adopt the Mitigated Negative Declaration as contained in
Exhibit A.

c. Adopt the finding that General Plan Amendment GP 14-02 to
change the General Plan designation from Medium Density
Residential to Community Commercial on 1.65 acres is in the
public interest.

d. Adopt a resolution for General Plan Amendment GP 14-02
changing the land use designation from Medium Density
Residential to Community Commercial on 1.65 acres, as
shown on Exhibit B of the resolution.

e. Adopt the following finding that Rezone RZ 14-01 is consistent
with the Community Commercial land use designation as
described in the Yuba City General Plan.

f. Introduce an ordinance for approval of Rezoning RZ 14-01 for
amendments to the Official Zoning Map to amend the Zoning
classification from Two Family Residential (R-1) District to
Community Commercial (CC) District on 1.65 acres as shown
in Exhibit C, and waive the first reading.

8. Ordinance Prohibiting Camping on Private Property within City Limits of Yuba City

Recommendation: = Adopt an amended Ordinance to prohibit camping on private
property in the City of Yuba City and waive the second reading



Consent Calendar

All matters listed under Consent Calendar are considered to be routine and can be enacted in
one motion. There will be no separate discussion of these items prior to the time that Council
votes on the motion unless members of the City Council, staff or public request specific items to
be discussed or removed from the Consent Calendar for individual action.

9. Minutes of November 4, 2014

Recommendation:  Approve the City Council Meeting Minutes of November 4, 2014

10. Boundary Revision of Underground Utility District No. 12-1 on Second Street

Recommendation: ~ Adopt a resolution revising the boundary of Underground Utility
District No. 12-1 on Second Street in accordance with the
attached Underground Utility District 12-1 Boundary Map

11. Transportation Development Act (TDA) Claim for FY 2014-2015 of $1,361,092

Recommendation:  Adopt a resolution authorizing submission of the City’s FY 2014-
2015 TDA claim to the Sacramento Area Council of Governments
(SACOG)

12. Ordering Judicial Foreclosures of Two Parcels for Delinquent Special
Assessments in Tierra Buena Water Assessment District 2003-1

Recommendation:  Adopt a resolution ordering judicial foreclosure of two parcels for
delinquent special assessments in Tierra Buena Water
Assessment District 2003-1

General Iltems

13. Organizational changes and Compensation Adjustment within the Public Works,
Finance and Human Resources Departments

Recommendation:  Adopt the following Resolutions:

a) Authorize the Director of Finance to amend the salary
schedule by doing the following:

o Delete the Custodial Supervisor and add a Facilities
Maintenance Supervisor position (with a title change
from Facility Manager)

e Reclassify Custodian Lead to Custodian Il and create a
flexibly staffed Custodian I/l classification

b) Approve a 10% salary increase for the Wastewater
Operator series effective with the first pay period following
City Council approval

c) Approve the combining of the Information Systems
Technician | and Il into a single, flexibly staffed Information
Systems Technician I/Il classification

d) Approve one limited term Human Resources Technician /11
position through Fiscal Year 2014-2015



14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

Annual Report from the Downtown Yuba City Business Improvement District and
Proposed Levy of Annual Assessment for 2015

Recommendation:  Approve the Annual Report as filed, adopt a Resolution of
Intention to Levy and Collect 2015 Annual Assessments, and set a
Public Hearing for December 16, 2014

Amendment 5 — Dry Year Water Purchase Program Agreement with the California
Department of Water Resources

Recommendation:  Adopt a resolution authorizing the Public Works Director to
execute Amendment 5 to the Dry Year Water Purchase Program
Agreement with the California Department of Water Resources for
Water Supply from the Yuba County Water Agency

Professional Service Agreements with Atkins and MBK Engineers for Urban Level
of Flood Protection Determination

Recommendation: a. Award a Professional Services Agreement to Atkins of
Roseville, CA for Urban Level of Flood Protection Determination
Services in the amount of $147,261 plus $15,000 contingency with
the finding that is in the best interest of the City.

b. Award a Professional Services Agreement to MBK Engineers of
Sacramento, CA for Urban Level of Flood Protection
Determination mapping services in the amount of $79,740 plus
$10,000 contingency with the finding that is in the best interest of
the City.

c. Authorize the Finance Director to make a supplemental
appropriation in the amount of $300,000 from the Levee Impact
Fee Account to Account No. 931204-65517 (Urban Level of Flood
Protection).

Request from Interwest Homes to be relieved of the requirement to prepare a
Master Plan for the Tierra Buena Road area so that they can apply for the
subdivision of their property along Tuly and ElImer Roads

Recommendation:  Staff recommends that the City Council authorize Interwest
Homes to proceed with the subdivision of their property without
the requirement for the preparation of a Master Plan.

Continuation of reduced development impact fees for single-family residential
development and consideration of reduced development impact fees for all other
residential development types (i.e. duplex, multi-family, and mobile home)

Recommendation:  Adopt a Resolution that: 1) authorizes the extension of a
temporary city-wide reduction of development impact fees for
residential development projects beginning January 1, 2015; and,
2) authorizes the temporary city-wide reduction of development
impact fees for “other” residential development projects (including:
duplex; multi-family; and, mobile home) beginning January 1,
2015



19. Status update for the City’s proposed “Highway 20 Better Street Design Guide” for
the future enhancement of Highway 20 between Highway 99 and the eastern city
limits

Recommendation:  Note and file report

Business from the City Council
20. 2015 Agenda Calendar

Recommendation:  Discussion and Direction to Staff for the Option of Canceling
Certain Regular Council Meetings and reserving the Second
Tuesday of each Month in 2015 for any Scheduled Workshops

21. City Council Reports

- Councilmember Buckland
- Councilmember Maan

- Councilmember Starkey

- Vice Mayor Dukes

- Mayor Gill

Adjournment
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of the City Council

Y[“M[

Terry Kopp

In recognition of your retirement
November 1985 — December 2014

Congratulations!

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that I, Kash Gill, Mayor of the City of Yuba City, and on
behalf of the entire City Council, do hereby commend Terry’s 29 years of outstanding service to the
Development Services Department and sincerely urge all residents of the City of Yuba City to join
me in recognizing Terry Kopp for her contributions to the Yuba City community.

Done this 18" day of November 2014, at the City of Yuba City, County of Sutter, State of California.

Kash Gill, Mayor

Agenda Item 4



Agenda Item 5
CITY OF YUBA CITY
Written Requests

Members of the public submitting written requests at least 24 hours prior to the meeting will normally
be allotted 5 minutes to speak.

Procedure
When requesting to speak, please indicate your name and the topic and mail to:
City of Yuba City
Attn: City Clerk
1201 Civic Center Blvd
Yuba City CA 95993

Or email to:

Terrel Locke, City Clerk tlocke@yubacity.net

The Mayor will call you to the podium when it is time for you to speak.

Agenda Item 5
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Agenda Item 6
CITY OF YUBA CITY
Appearance of Interested Citizens

Members of the public may address the City Council on items of interest that are within the City’s
jurisdiction. Individuals addressing general comments are encouraged to limit their statements.

Procedure
Complete a Speaker Card located in the lobby and give to the City Clerk. When a matter is announced,
wait to be recognized by the Mayor. Comment should begin by providing your name and place of

residence. A three minute limit is requested when addressing Council.

e For Items on the Agenda

Public comments on items on the agenda are taken during Council’s consideration of each agenda item.
If you wish to speak on any item appearing on the agenda, please note the number of the agenda item
about which you wish to speak. If you wish to speak on more than one item, please fill out a separate
card for each item.

e Items not listed on the Agenda

Public comments on items not listed on the agenda will be heard during the Public Communication
portion of the meeting.

Agenda Item 6



Date:
To:
From:

Presentation By:

Agenda Item 7

CITY OF YUBA CITY
STAFF REPORT

November 18, 2014
Honorable Mayor & Members of the City Council
Development Services Department

Aaron M. Busch, Community Development Director

Summary
Subiject:

Recommendation:

Fiscal Impact:

General Plan Amendment GP 14-02 and Rezone RZ 14-01 for 346
Walton Avenue; Applicant: Paramjit Bains/Property Ow ner: Stellar Scripts
Inc.

Conduct a public hearing, and after consideration of the Mitigated
Negative Declaration, concur with the Planning Commission’s
recommendations, which are to:

a. Adopt the finding that following review and consideration of the
Mitigated Negative Declaration and any comments received, there is
no substantial evidence that the project will have a significant impact
on the environment.

b. Adopt the Mitigated Negative Declaration as contained in Exhibit A.

c. Adopt the finding that General Plan Amendment GP 14-02 to change
the General Plan designation from Medium Density Residential to
Community Commercial on 1.65 acres is in the public interest.

d. Adopt aresolution for General Plan Amendment GP 14-02 changing
the land use designation from Medium Density Residential to
Community Commercial on 1.65 acres, as shown on Exhibit B of the
resolution.

e. Adopt the following finding that Rezone RZ 14-01 is consistent with
the Community Commercial land use designation as described in the
Yuba City General Plan.

f. Introduce an ordinance for approval of Rezoning RZ 14-01 for
amendments to the Official Zoning Map to amend the Zoning
classification from Two Family Residential (R-1) District to
Community Commercial (CC) District on 1.65 acres as shown in
Exhibit C, and waive the first reading.

None. The costs for processing the applications are funded by the
payment of the required entitlement fee, a flat rate fee that covers all
staff costs.

Background:

Agenda Item 7



On April 17, 2007, the City Council approved a General Plan Amendment (File # GP 07-01)
and Rezone (File # RZ 07-01) to change the designations on the property located at the
northwest corner of Walton Avenue and Franklin Road from Medium Density Residential and R-
3 to Community Commercial and C-2. The changes were so that the property owner could
construct the new pharmacy building that was approved by the Planning Commission on June
27, 2012.

Now the owner of the pharmacy project and property desires to expand his commercial
development project to the north by acquiring 1.65 acres of land currently designated for
residential land uses. The proposed project is to change the General Plan designation for 1.65
acres located at 346 Walton Avenue from Medium Low Density Residential to Community
Commercial and to change the Zoning classification from R-2, Two Family Residence District,
to C-2, Community Commercial District. The applicant intends to connect these properties
with his existing pharmacy building and then construct additional commercial and office
buildings on the site at a future date. At this time, however, there is no application for a
development plan or for building permits. The applicant has provided a conceptual site plan
(see Attachment 2) for the future development of the subject property for purposes of
demonstrating how the property could be designed if rezoned.

The Planning Commission held a public hearing on the proposed changes to the General Plan
and Zoning designations on October 22, 2014. The Planning Commission supported the
requested amendments and recommended that the City Council adopt the recommended
findings, adopt the Mitigated Negative Declaration, and approve the requested General Plan
Amendment and Rezoning applications. A Copy of the Planning Commission staff report is
included as Attachments 2.

Analysis:

Once the General Plan designation and zoning are changed, the owner of the property may
pursue the construction of new commercial and office buildings. Please note that while the
conceptual site plan does demonstrate how the property can be potentially developed, the final
plans will be required to be processed at a later date through the appropriate review process.
At that time, staff will evaluate the project to ensure it complies with all applicable
development and design standards.

As shown on Attachments 2 and 3, the proposed changes are compatible with the existing
uses and zoning districts located in the vicinity of the project. The applicant is requesting the
change in land use because the Community Commercial General Plan designation is necessary
to accommodate the proposed commercial and office development planned for the site. There
are no General Plan policies with which GP 14-02 and RZ 14-01 conflict. As such, the
proposed General Plan amendment and rezone are consistent with the General Plan.

Staff prepared a Mitigated Negative Declaration for Council adoption. The environmental
review identified no potential adverse impacts associated with the General Plan amendment or
rezone. The Mitigated Negative Declaration is available for public review at the City Clerk’s
office, the City Manager’s office, and the Community Development Department.

Fiscal Impact:

None. The costs for processing the application are funded by the payment of the required
entitlement fee which is a flat fee that covers all staff costs.

Alternatives:



Deny the application or modify the application as deemed appropriate.

Recommendation:

Adopt the finding that following review and consideration of the Mitigated Negative
Declaration and any comments received, there is no substantial evidence that the project will
have a significant impact on the environment.

a. Adopt the Mitigated Negative Declaration as contained in Exhibit A.

b. Adopt the finding that General Plan Amendment GP 14-02 to change the General Plan
designation from Medium Density Residential to Community Commercial on 1.65 acres
is in the public interest.

c. Adopt a resolution for General Plan Amendment GP 14-02 changing the land use
designation from Medium Density Residential to Community Commercial on 1.65 acres,
as shown on Exhibit B of the resolution.

d. Adopt the following finding that Rezone RZ 14-01 is consistent with the Community
Commercial land use designation as described in the Yuba City General Plan.

e. Introduce an ordinance for approval of Rezoning RZ 14-01 for amendments to the
Official Zoning Map to amend the Zoning classification from Two Family Residential (R-
1) District to Community Commercial (CC) District on 1.65 acres as shown in Exhibit C,
and waive the first reading.

Prepared By: Submitted By:

[s/ Aawon Buschy /s/ Steve Kroeger
Aaron M. Busch Steven C. Kroeger
Community Development Director City Manager
Reviewed By:

Finance RB

City Attorney TH

Attachments:

1. Planning Commission staff report (with attachments)
Exhibits:

A. Mitigated Negative Declaration

B. Resolution for GP 14-02

C. Ordinance for RZ 14-01



City of Yuba City October 22, 2014
Planning Division Staff Report
Planning Commission Meeting

Prepared By: Aaron M. Busch, CD Director

PUBLIC HEARING: GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT GP 14-02 RE-DESIGNATING
THREE PARCELS FROM MEDIUM DENSITY RESIDENTIAL TO COMMUNITY
COMMERCIAL; AND REZONE RZ 14-01 TO CHANGE THE ZONING FROM R-2,
TWO-FAMILY RESIDENCE DISTRICT TO C-2, COMMUNITY COMMERCIAL
DISTRICT; LOCATION: 346 WALTON AVENUE; ASSESSOR’S PARCEL NUMBER:
58-020-004, 005, 009; APPLICANT: PARAMJIT BAINS/PROPERTY OWNER:
STELLAR SCRIPTS INC.

Project Description:

The proposed project is to change the General Plan designation for 1.65 acres located at 346
Walton Avenue from Medium Low Density Residential to Community Commercial and to
change the Zoning classification from R-2, Two-Family Residence District, to C-2, Community
Commercial District. The applicant intends to connect these properties with his existing
pharmacy building located at the corner of Walton Avenue and Franklin Road and then construct
additional commercial and office buildings on the site at a future date. At this time, however,
there is no application for a development plan or for building permits. The applicant has
provided a conceptual site plan (see Attachment 2) for the future development of the subject
property for purposes of demonstrating how the property could be designed if rezoned.

Property Description:

The vacant parcels are located approximately 230 feet north of the northwest corner of Franklin
Road and Walton Avenue.

General Plan Designation:

Medium Low Density Residential

Zoning Classification:

R-2, Two-Family Residence District

Surrounding Land Use:

The properties to the north and west have General Plan designations of Medium Low Density
Residential and Zoning designations of R-2, Two-Family Residence District. The properties to
the east and south have General Plan designations of Community Commercial and zoning
designations of C-3, General Commercial, and C-2, Community Commercial, respectively. The



General Plan GP 14-02, Rezone RZ 14-01
October 22, 2014 / page 2

land to the north and west is used for single family homes, vacant R-2 parcels, and the Mobile
Ranch Mobile Home Park. To the south of the site is the applicant’s recently constructed
pharmacy building and partially developed single family residential tract. Further south is
Franklin Road and vacant commercial land located across the street. To the east, across Walton
Avenue is vacant residential land and a gas station with convenience store at the northeast corner
of the Franklin Road/Walton Avenue intersection.

Previous Actions and/or Policies:

GP _07-01 and RZ 07-01: These applications to amend the land use designation and zoning
classification from Medium Density Residential and R-3 to Community Commercial and C-2,
were approved by the Planning Commission on March 7, 2007 and by the City Council on April
3, and April 17, 2007.

UP_07-10: Application for a Use Permit to allow for a drive-thru facility for a proposed 8,300
square foot coffee house was denied by the Planning Commission at their December 19, 2007
meeting. The Commission cited that the proposed building size and location, as well as the
overall circulation plan were too intense for the subject property.

UP_12-04: Application for a Use Permit to allow a drive-thru pharmacy facility on a proposed
3,500 square foot building was approved by the Planning Commission at their June 27, 2012
meeting.

Environmental:

A Negative Declaration (Exhibit A) was prepared for the project and is attached for Planning
Commission review and consideration. No adverse impacts were identified. The Commission
should review the environmental document, and, if it determines that the document adequately
meets the requirements of CEQA, recommend that the City Council adopt the Negative
Declaration. The Negative Declaration assumes the future redevelopment of the property
utilizing the conceptual site plan prepared by the applicant (Attachment 2) which includes two
commercial buildings and related site improvements.

Staff Comments:

Provided below is an evaluation of the findings required to approve both applications. The
required findings are italicized in bold font.

General Plan Amendment GP 14-02:

General Plan Amendment GP 14-02 is to change the General Plan designation from Medium
Low Density Residential to Community Commercial on 1.65 acres as shown on Exhibit B. The
applicant is requesting the change because the Community Commercial General Plan designation
is necessary to accommodate the future expansion of the commercial shopping center that exists
on the adjoining property to the south.
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Section 8-8 of the Yuba City Municipal Code specifies that a member of the public may initiate a
General Plan amendment. The Municipal Code requires the Planning Commission to forward its
recommendation and findings to the City Council for action. The Municipal Code does not
contain any required findings for the amendment of a General Plan. However, Section 65358 of
the California Government Code states that a City may amend its General Plan if it deems the
amendment to be in the public interest. In the case of General Plan amendment GP 14-02, staff
reasons that the proposal is in the public interest because the land use change will provide
additional opportunities for the development of new commercial services that are needed within
the community. Therefore, staff recommends that the Planning Commission make the following
finding:

General Plan Amendment GP 14-02 to change the General Plan land use designation from
Medium Low Density Residential to Community Commercial is in the public interest.

Rezone RZ 14-01:

Rezone RZ 14-01 is to change the Zoning classification from Two Family Residential District to
Community Commercial (C-2) District on 1.65 acres as shown on Exhibit C. The applicant is
requesting the change because the current zoning classifications do not accommodate the
planned future expansion of the commercial shopping center.

As noted in the Initial Study/Negative Declaration, the Engineering Division and Caltrans
reviewed the proposed General Plan Amendment and Rezone requests. The traffic generation as
a result of the change in General Plan and Zoning designations is not anticipated to be greater
than that which would have existed with multi-family development on the project site. The
existing street improvements in the vicinity of the project area have sufficient capacity to handle
the anticipated traffic generated by this project. When an application for a development project
is submitted, the Engineering Division will require the property owner to dedicate any necessary
right-of-way and construct any needed street improvements in accordance with City Standards.

Section 8-5.7202 of the Yuba City Municipal Code states that amendments to the Zoning Code
may be initiated by one or more owners of the property affected by the amendment and requires
the Planning Commission to make a finding that the Zoning Code amendment is consistent with
the General Plan prior to forwarding the proposal to the City Council for action. In the case of
Rezone RZ 14-01, if the Planning Commission and the Council find that the General Plan
amendment is in the public interest and approve GP 14-02, the proposed zoning of C-2 will be
consistent with the new General Plan designation of Community Commercial.  Staff
recommends that the Planning Commission make the following finding:

Rezone RZ 14-01 is consistent with the Community Commercial land use designations as
described in the Yuba City General Plan.

Recommended Action:

The Planning Division recommends that the Planning Commission take the following actions:
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Recommend that City Council adopt the following findings:

1. Following review and consideration of the attached Negative Declaration and any
comments received, find there is no substantial evidence that the project will have
a significant impact on the environment.

2. The proposed project is to change the General Plan designation from Medium
Low Density Residential to Community Commercial and to change the Zoning
classification from R-2, Two-Family Residence District, to C-2, Community
Commercial District on Assessor’s Parcel Numbers 58-020-004, 005, 009.

3. The 1.65-acre parcels being re-designated is of adequate size to accommodate
commercial uses in the Community Commercial land use designation.

4. Approval of the General Plan amendment and Rezone for Assessor’s Parcel
Numbers 58-020-004, 005, 009 will not be detrimental to the health, safety,
peace, comfort and general welfare of persons residing or working in the vicinity
of the property or be detrimental or injurious to property and improvements in the
neighborhood or to the general welfare of the City.

Recommend that the City Council adopt the Mitigated Negative Declaration (Exhibit A).

Recommend that the City Council adopt the finding that General Plan Amendment GP
14-02 to change the General Plan designation from Medium Low Density Residential to
Community Commercial on Assessor’s Parcel Numbers 58-020-004, 005, 009 totaling
1.65 acres is in the public interest.

Recommend that the City Council approve General Plan Amendment GP 14-02 to change
the General Plan designation from Medium Low Density Residential to Community
Commercial as shown in Exhibit B.

Recommend that the City Council adopt the finding that Rezone RZ 14-01 is consistent
with the Community Commercial land use designation as described in the Yuba City
General Plan.

Recommend that the City Council approve Rezone RZ 14-01 to change the Zoning
classification from Two-Family Residential (R-2) District to Community Commercial C-
2) District on Assessor’s Parcel Numbers 58-020-004, 005, 009 totaling 1.65 acres as
shown in Exhibit C.

Attachments:

1. Aerial Photo
2. Conceptual Site Plan for future development
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Exhibits:

A. Negative Declaration
B. Proposed General Plan Map
C. Proposed Zoning Map



EXHIBIT A

City of Yuba City
Community Development Department
Planning Division

1201 Civic Center Blvd. Yuba City, CA 95993 Phone (530) 822-4700

EA 14-07
Initial Study and Negative Declaration for

General Plan Amendment GP 14-02
and
Rezone RZ 14-01

Prepared for:

Yuba City City Council
1201 Civic Center Blvd.
Yuba City, CA 95993

Prepared By:

City of Yuba City
Community Development Department
Planning Division
1201 Civic Center Blvd.

Yuba City, CA 95993

October 1, 2014



City of Yuba City
Community Development Department
Planning Division

1201 Civic Center Blvd. Yuba City, CA 95993 Phone (530) 822-4700

Introduction

This Initial Study has been prepared to identify and assess any anticipated environmental impacts
resulting from the proposed General Plan amendment from Medium Density Residential to
Community Commercial and the proposed rezone from R-3 (multiple-family residence) to C-2
(community commercial) at 1619 Franklin Road.

This document has been prepared to satisfy the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)
(Pub. Res. Code, Section 21000 et seq.) and the State CEQA Guidelines (Title 14 CCR 815000
et seq.). CEQA requires that all state and local government agencies consider the environmental
consequences of projects over which they have discretionary authority before acting on those
projects.

The initial study is a public document used by the decision-making lead agency to determine
whether a project may have a significant effect on the environment. If the lead agency finds
substantial evidence that any aspect of the project, either individually or cumulatively, may have
a significant effect on the environment, regardless of whether the overall effect of the project is
adverse or beneficial, the lead agency is required to use a previously prepared EIR and
supplement that EIR, or prepare a subsequent EIR to analyze at hand. If the agency finds no
substantial evidence that the project or any of its aspects may cause a significant effect on the
environment, a negative declaration shall be prepared. If in the course of the analysis, it is
recognized that the project may have a significant impact on the environment, but that, with
specific recommended mitigation measures, these impacts shall be reduced to less than
significant, a mitigated negative declaration shall be prepared.

In reviewing the site specific information provided for the above referenced project, the Yuba

City Planning Division has analyzed the potential environmental impacts created by this project
and a negative declaration has been prepared.
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City of Yuba City
Community Development Department
Planning Division

1201 Civic Center Blvd. Yuba City, CA 95993 Phone (530) 822-4700

Notice of Declaration

1. PROJECT TITLE:
GP 14-02 and RZ 14-01
2. LEAD AGENCY CONTACT PERSON:
Aaron Busch, Community Development Director
3. PROJECT LOCATION:

346 Walton Avenue
Yuba City, CA 95993

4. ASSESSORS PARCEL NUMBERS:
58-020-004, 005, 009
5. PROJECT APPLICANT:
Parmjit Bains
1619 Franklin Road
Yuba City, CA 95993
6. PROPERTY OWNER:
Stellar Scripts Inc
1619 Franklin Road
Yuba City, CA 95993
7. GENERAL PLAN DESIGNATION:

Low/Medium Density Residential
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10.

ZONING DESIGNATION:
R-2 (Two-Family Residence) District
PROJECT DESCRIPTION:

The proposed project is to amend the General Plan and zoning designations on parcels 58-
020-004, 005, 009 at 346 Walton Avenue. The applicant requests that the General Plan
designation be changed from Low/Medium Density Residential to Community Commercial
and that the zoning designation be changed from R-2 (Two-family Residence district) to C-
2 (Community Commercial district). At this time, no building plans have been submitted
but the applicant has provided a conceptual site plan for the future development of the
subject properties.

SURROUNDING LAND USES:
North:  Single-family homes on R-2 parcels
East: Walton Avenue, gas station

South:  Existing commercial pharmacy building
West:  Single-family home, vacant R-2 parcels, church, small-lot single-family
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City of Yuba City
Community Development Department
Planning Division

1201 Civic Center Blvd. Yuba City, CA 95993 Phone (530) 822-4700

Environmental Factors Potentially Affected

The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this project,

involving at least one impact that is a “Potentially Significant Impact” as indicated by the
checklist on the following pages.

Aesthetics Agricultural Resources Air Quality
Biological Resources Cultural Resources Geology/Soils
Hazards & Hazardous Materials Hydrology/Water Quality Land Use/Planning
Mineral Resources Noise Population/Housing
Public Services Recreation Transportation/Traffic
Utilities/Service Systems Mandatory Findings of Significance
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City of Yuba City
Community Development Department
Planning Division

1201 Civic Center Blvd. Yuba City, CA 95993 Phone (530) 822-4700

Determination

On the basis of this initial evaluation:

v" | find that the proposed project Could Not have a significant effect on the environment, and a NEGATIVE
DECLARATION will be prepared.

I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, there will not
be a significant effect in this case because revisions in the project have been made by or agreed to by the
proponent. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

I find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required.

I find that the proposed project MAY have a “potentially significant impact” or “potentially significant
unless mitigated” impact on the environment, but at least one effect 1) has been adequately analyzed in an
earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and 2) has been addressed by mitigation measures
based on the earlier analysis as described on attached sheets. An ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT
is required, but it must analyze only the effects that remain to be addressed.

I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, because all
potentially significant effects (a) have been analyzed adequately in an earlier EIR or NEGATIVE
DECLARATION pursuant to applicable standards, and (b) have been avoided or mitigated pursuant to that
earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION, including revisions or mitigation measures that are imposed
upon the project, nothing further is required.

Written comments shall be submitted no later than 20 days from posting date. Appeal of this
determination must be made during the posting period.

Submit comments to: Initial Study Prepared by:

Community Development Department
Planning Division
1201 Civic Center Blvd. Aaron Busch, Community
Yuba City, CA 95993 Development Director

Yuba City Planning Division

The public hearing for this item is scheduled for October 22, 2014, at 6:30 p.M. before the
Planning Commission and will be held in the City Council Chambers located at 1201 Civic
Center Blvd., Yuba City, California.

Page 6 of 24



Evaluation of Environmental Impacts:

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

6)

7)

A brief explanation is required for all answers except “No Impact” answers that are adequately
supported by the information sources a lead agency cites in the parentheses following each
question. A “No Impact” answer is adequately supported if the referenced information sources
show that the impact simply does not apply to projects like the one involved (e.g., the project
falls outside a fault rupture zone). A “No Impact” answer should be explained where it is based
on project-specific factors as well as general standards (e.g., the project will not expose sensitive
receptors to pollutants, based on a project-specific screening analysis).

All answers must take account of the whole action involved, including off-site as well as on-site,
cumulative as well as project-level, indirect as well as direct, and construction as well as
operational impacts.

Once the lead agency has determined that a particular physical impact may occur, then the
checklist answers must indicate whether the impact is potentially significant, less than significant
with mitigation, or less than significant. “Potentially Significant Impact” is appropriate if there is
substantial evidence that an effect may be significant. If there are one or more “Potentially
Significant Impact” entries when the determination is made, an EIR is required.

“Negative Declaration: Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated” applies where the
incorporation of mitigation measures has reduced an effect from “Potentially Significant Impact”
to a “Less Than Significant Impact.” The lead agency must describe the mitigation measures and
briefly explain how they reduce the effect to a less than significant level (mitigation measures
from “Earlier Analysis,” as described in (5) below, may be cross referenced).

Earlier analysis may be used where, pursuant to the tiering, program EIR, or other CEQA
process, an effect has been adequately analyzed in an earlier EIR or negative declaration. Section
15063(c)(3)(D). In this case, a brief discussion should identify the following:

a) Earlier Analysis Used. Identify and state where they are available for review.

b) Impacts Adequately Addressed. Identify which effects from the above checklist were
within the scope and adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable
legal standards, and state whether such effects were addressed by mitigation measures
based on the earlier analysis.

c) Mitigation Measures. For effects that are “Less than Significant with Mitigation
Measures Incorporated,” describe the mitigation measures that were incorporated or
refined from the earlier document and the extent to which they addressed site-specific
conditions for the project.

Lead agencies are encouraged to incorporate into the checklist references to information sources
for potential impacts (e.g., general plans, zoning ordinances). Reference to a previously prepared
or outside document should, where appropriate, include a reference to the page or pages where
the statement is substantiated.

Supporting Information Sources: A source list should be attached, and other sources used or
individuals contacted should be cited in the discussion.
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Environmental Impacts and Discussion:

The following section presents the initial study checklist recommended by the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) to determine potential impacts of a project. Explanations of

all answers are provided following each question, and mitigation is recommended when

necessary.

I. AESTHETICS

Would the project: Potentially Potentially Less Than
Significant Significant Unless Significant No Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact
Incorporated

a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic X

vista?
b) Substantially damage scenic resources,

including, but not limited to, trees, rock %

outcroppings, and historic buildings within a
state scenic highway?

¢) Substantially degrade the existing visual
character or quality of the site and its X
surroundings?

d) Create a new source of substantial light or
glare, which would adversely affect day or X
nighttime views in the area?

Response to Questions:

a) There are no officially designated scenic vistas in Yuba City; the project would therefore
have no adverse effect on a scenic vista.

b) There are no officially designated or eligible scenic highways in Yuba City.

c) The proposed project will be located on a site that is surrounded by development. The
project will not degrade the existing visual character or quality of the site or its
surroundings. Any new structures will be required to comply with the Yuba City Zoning
Regulations and Design Guidelines.

d) The proposed General Plan amendment and rezone will not create a new source of
substantial light or glare which would adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area.
Any new structures will be required to comply with the Yuba City Zoning Regulations
and Design Guidelines.
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Il. AGRICULTURAL RESOURCES

In determining whether impacts to agricultural resources are significant environmental effects,
lead agencies may refer to the California Agricultural Land Evaluation and Site Assessment
Model (1997) prepared by the California Department of Conservation as an optional model to

use in assessing impacts on agriculture and farmland.

Would the project:

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Potentially
Significant Unless
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No Impact

a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or
Farmland of Statewide Importance, as shown
on the maps prepared pursuant to the
Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program
of the California Resources Agency, to non-
agricultural use?

b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural
use or a Williamson Act contract?

¢) Involve other changes in the existing
environment, which due to their location or
nature, could result in conversion of Farmland
to non-agricultural use?

Response to Questions:

a-c) The property is partially developed with two structures and has a General Plan

Designation of Low/Medium Density Residential.

agricultural land nor is it under a Williamson Act contract.

The project is not located on
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I11. AIR QUALITY

Where available, the significance criteria established by the applicable air quality management or
air pollution control district may be relied upon to make the following determinations.

Potentially Potentially Less Than
. Significant Significant Unless Significant No Impact
?
Would the project? Impact Mitigation Impact
Incorporated
a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of X

the applicable air quality plan?

b) Violate any air quality standards or contribute
substantially to an existing or projected air X
quality violation?

©)

Result in a cumulatively considerable net
increase of any criteria pollutant for which the
project region is non-attainment under an
applicable federal or state ambient air quality X
standard (including releasing emissions which
exceed quantitative thresholds for ozone
precursors)?

d)

Expose sensitive receptors to substantial X
pollutant concentrations?

e) Create objectionable odors affecting a X
substantial number of people?

Response to Questions:

a-c) The State of California and the federal government have established ambient air quality

standards for numerous pollutants, which are referred to as Criteria Pollutants. These
standards are categorized as primary standards, designed to safeguard public health, or as
secondary standards, intended to protect crops and to mitigate such effects as visibility
reduction, soiling, nuisance, and other forms of damage. Air quality is also regulated
through emissions limits for individual sources of criteria pollutants, i.e., ozone (03),
carbon monoxide (CO), nitrogen dioxide (NO2), sulfur dioxide (SO2), suspended
particulate matter (PM-10 and PM-2.5), and lead (Pb).

Pursuant to the California Clean Air Act of 1998, California has adopted air quality
standards for the criteria air pollutants that are generally more stringent than the federal
standards, particularly for ozone and PM-10 (particulate matter, less than 10 microns in
diameter). Also, the State has adopted ambient air quality standards for some pollutants
for which there are no corresponding national standards.

e Under the California Clean Air Act and amendments to the Federal Clean Air Act,
the United States Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) and the State Air
Resources Board are required to classify Air Basins, or portions thereof, as either
“attainment” or “non-attainment” for each criteria air pollutant, based on whether
or not the national and state standards have been met. Yuba City is located in the
Northern Sacramento Valley Air Basin (NSVAB). The NSVAB consists of the
northern half of the Central Valley. Air quality monitoring has been conducted in
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the NSVAB for the last fifteen years and the monitoring results have shown that
the principal pollutants of the NSVAB, including Yuba City, are ozone and
particulate matter. The Feather River Air Quality Management District
(FRAQMD) was created in 1991 to administer local, state, and federal air quality
management programs for Yuba and Sutter Counties. FRAQMD reviewed the
project and had no comments.

d)  General Plan Implementing Policy 8.6-1-6 requires that applicants whose development
would result in construction-related fugitive dust or exhaust emissions to control
emissions in a number of ways, including regularly watering the construction site,
suspending earth-moving activities when winds exceed 20 miles per hour, and
maintaining construction equipment in good working order. Any construction project
would be required to comply with the above measures.

e)  The project is not anticipated to create objectionable odors.

V. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

Would the project: Potentially Potentially Less Than
Significant Significant Unless Significant No Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact
Incorporated

a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either
directly or through habitat modifications, on
any species identified as a candidate,
sensitive, or special status species in local or X
regional plans, policies, or regulations, or by
the California Department of Fish and Game
or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

b) Have a substantial adverse effect on any
riparian habitat or other sensitive natural
community identified in local or regional X
plans, policies, regulations, or by the
California Department of Fish and Game or
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

¢) Have a substantial adverse effect on federally

protected wetlands as defined by Section 404

of the Clean Water Act (including, but not X

limited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.)

through direct removal, filling, hydrological

interruption, or other means?

Interfere substantially with the movement of

any native resident or migratory fish or %

wildlife corridors, or impede the use of native

wildlife nursery sites?

d

~

e) Conflict with any local policies or ordinances X
protecting biological resources?

f) Conflict with the provisions of an adopted
Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural
Community Conservation Plan, or other X
approved local, regional, or state habitat
conservation plan?
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Response to Questions:

a)

b)

d)

There have been no special status species identified on the site or within the vicinity of
the project site (including routes for proposed utility line installations in public roadway
rights-of-way). According to the Yuba City General Plan EIR, the only designated
special status vegetation species within Yuba City and its Sphere of Influence is the
Hartweg’s Golden Sunburst, a flowering plant that occurs primarily in the non-native
grasslands and is threatened mostly by the conversion of habitat to urban uses. The
habitat area for this particular species occurs at the extreme eastern boundary of the
City’s Planning Area at the confluence of the Feather and Yuba Rivers. This property
does not fall within this area, and no adverse impacts to special status species will occur.

As identified in the Yuba City General Plan EIR, there are no riparian habitats or any
other sensitive natural communities within the vicinity of the project.

There are no federally protected wetlands within the vicinity of the property.

The proposed project will not interfere substantially with the movement of any native
resident or migratory fish or wildlife corridors or impede the use of native wildlife
nursery sites. The project site is located in an urbanized area and thus experiences
nominal wildlife movement.

There are no adopted Habitat Conservation Plans, Natural Community Conservation
Plans, or any other approved local, regional, or state habitat conservation plans within
the project vicinity.

V. CULTURAL RESOURCES

Less Than

Would the project:

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Potentially
Significant Unless
Mitigation
Incorporated

Significant
Impact

No Impact

a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the
significance of a historical resource as defined
in §15064.5?

b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the
significance of an archeological resource
pursuant to §15064.5?

c¢) Directly or indirectly destroy unique
paleontological resources or site or unique
geologic features?

d) Disturb any human remains, including those
interred outside of formal cemeteries?

Response to Questions:

a)

The proposed project will not cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a
historical resource. Staff conducted a visual inspection of the project site on September
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24, 2014, and confirmed that there are no structures on the site.

b-d)  There are no known archaeological or paelontological resources located on the site. As
recently as 2001, there were 10 small structures on the site. Because of the past ground
disturbance it is unlikely that any paleontological or archeological artifacts exist in the
area.

V1. GEOLOGY AND SOILS

Would the project: Potentially Potentially Less Than
Significant Significant Unless Significant No Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact
Incorporated

a) Expose people or structures to potential
substantial adverse effects, including the risk
of loss, injury, or death involving:

i) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as
delineated on the most recent Alquist-Priolo
Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the X
State Geologist for the area, or based on other
substantial evidence of a known fault?

ii) Strong seismic ground shaking? X

iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including
liquefaction?

iv) Landslides?

X

b

~

Be located on a geological unit or soil that is
unstable, or that would become unstable as a
result of the project, and potentially result in X
on- or off-site landslide, lateral spreading,
subsidence, liquefaction, or collapse?

¢) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in
Table 18- 1-B of the Uniform Building Code

(1994), creating substantial risks to life or X
property?

d) Have soils incapable of adequately supporting
the use of septic tanks or alternative waste %

water disposal systems where sewers are not
available for the disposal of waste water?

Response to Questions:

a-b)  According to the Environmental Impact Report prepared for the City’s General Plan,
erosion, landslides, and mudflows are not considered to be a significant risk in the City
limits or within the Urban Growth Boundary. No active earthquake faults are known to
exist in Sutter County, although active faults in the region could produce motion in
Yuba City. However, potentially active faults do exist in the Sutter Buttes. The faults
are considered small and have not exhibited activity in recent history (last 200 years).

In the event of a major regional earthquake, fault rupture or seismic ground shaking

could potentially injure people and cause collapse or structural damage to existing and
proposed structures. Ground shaking could potentially expose people and property to
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d)

seismic-related hazards, including localized liquefaction and ground failure. All new
structures are required to adhere to current California Uniform Building Code (CUBC)
standards. These standards require adequate design, construction and maintenance of
structures to prevent exposure of people and structures to major geologic hazards.
General Plan Implementing Policies 9.2-1-1 through 9.2-1-5 reduce impacts to less than
significant. Many of these base requirements are also contained in the ENGEO, Inc.
report, including recommendations for site preparation/grading, foundation design, wall
construction, etc.

The extreme southwest corner of the Yuba City Growth Boundary is the only known
area with expansive soils. The project site is not located within this area and therefore
will not be impacted by presence of expansive soils.

The project will not require the use of septic tanks or alternative waste water disposal

systems.

VII. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

Would the project:

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Potentially
Significant Unless
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No Impact

a) Create a significant hazard to the public or the
environment through the routine transport,
use, or disposal of hazardous materials?

b) Create a significant hazard to the public or the
environment through reasonably foreseeable
upset and accident conditions involving the
release of hazardous materials into the
environment?

¢) Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous
or acutely hazardous materials, substances, or
waste within one-quarter mile of an existing
or proposed school?

d) 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 create a
significant hazard to the public or the
environment?

e) For a project located within an airport land use
plan or, where such a plan has not been
adopted, within two miles of a public airport
or public use airport, would the project result
in a safety hazard for people residing or
working in the project area?

f) For a project within the vicinity of a private
airstrip, would the project result in a safety
hazard for people residing or working in the
project area?

g) Impair implementation of or physically
interfere with an adopted emergency response
plan or emergency evacuation plan?
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Response to Questions:

a)

b)

9)

There are no identified hazards that will result from the project. The proposed project
will not create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through the routine
transport, use, or disposal of hazardous material.

The proposed project will not create a significant hazard to the public or the environment
through reasonably foreseeable upset and accident conditions involving the release of
hazardous materials into the environment.

The proposed project will not result in hazardous emissions or the handling of hazardous
or acutely hazardous materials, substances, or waste within one-quarter mile of an
existing or proposed school.

The project will not create a significant hazard to the public or the environment.

The project is not located within the sphere of influence of the Sutter County Airport.

There are no private airstrips located within City limits or the City’s Urban Growth
Boundary.

The proposed project will not impair implementation of, or physically interfere with, an
adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan.
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VIIl. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY

Would the project: Potentially Potentially Less Than
Significant Significant Unless Significant No Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact
Incorporated
a) Violate any water quality standards or waste X

discharge requirements?

b) Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or
interfere substantially with groundwater
recharge such that there would be a net deficit X
in aquifer volume or a lowering of the local
groundwater table?

¢) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern
of the site or area, including through the
alteration of the course of a stream or river, in X
a manner which would result in flooding on-
or off-site?

d) Create or contribute runoff water which would
exceed the capacity of existing or planned
storm water drainage systems or provide X
substantial additional sources of polluted
water?

e) Otherwise substantially degrade water X
quality?

f) Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard
area as mapped on a Federal Flood Hazard X
Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate Map or
other flood hazard delineation map?

g) Place within a 100-year flood hazard area

structures which would impede or redirect X
flood flows?

h) Expose people or structures to a significant
risk of loss, injury or death involving X

flooding, including flooding as a result of the
failure of a levee or dam?

Response to Questions:

a) The proposed project will not violate any water quality or wastewater discharge
requirements. Any runoff associated with construction is addressed in part through
General Plan Implementing Policies 8.5-1-1 through 8.5-1-10 which require a wide range
of developer and City actions involving coordination with the State Regional Water
Quality Control Board, protecting waterways, and following Best Management
Practices for new construction.

b) The City has adequate water entitlements from the Feather River as well as
treatment/distribution capacity to accommodate any need associated with the project.
The reduced groundwater recharge that could result from future projects will not be
significant since there is presently an abundance of groundwater in the region.
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c) The proposed project will not substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site
or the area. As noted above under item a), any proposed construction project will
involve use of Best Management Practices and site improvements to collect storm water
runoff from the site and help reduce any off-site drainage from occurring.

d) The proposed project will not create or contribute runoff water which would exceed the
capacity of existing or planned storm water drainage systems or provide substantial
additional sources of polluted water. As noted above under item a), the site will involve
use of Best Management Practices and site improvements to collect storm water runoff
from the site and help reduce any off-site drainage from occurring.

e) The proposed project will not substantially degrade water quality. As noted under item a)
above, site development will be required to adhere to the General Plan Implementing
Policies cited to ensure that water quality degradation does not occur.

f-n) According to the Federal Emergency Management Agency, the City is considered to be
outside of the 100-year flood plain. It is classified as such because of an extensive
series of levees and dams along the Feather and Yuba Rivers which protect the city from
potential flooding. Local drainage improvements, principally the Gilsizer Slough, Live
Oak Canal, and detention ponds provide storm water relief within the urban area.

IX. LAND USE AND PLANNING

Would the project: Potentially Potentially Less Than
Significant Significant Unless Significant No Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact
Incorporated
a) Physically divide an established community? X

b) Conflict with any applicable land use plan,
policy, or regulation of an agency with
jurisdiction over the project (including, but
not limited to, the general plan, specific plan, X
or zoning ordinance) adopted for the purpose
of avoiding or mitigating an environmental
effect?

¢) Conflict with any applicable habitat
conservation plan or natural community X
conservation plan?

Response to Questions:

a) The project is located on a site surrounded by a mixture of uses. It will not physically
divide an established community.

b) The proposed General Plan amendment and rezone will not conflict with any applicable
land use plan, policy, or regulation of an agency with jurisdiction over the project.
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c) There are no habitat conservation plans or natural community conservations plans within

City limits or the Urban Growth Boundary with which the proposed project would
conflict.

X. MINERAL RESOURCES

Would the project: Potentially Potentially Less Than
Significant Significant Unless Significant No Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact

Incorporation

a) Result in the loss of availability of a known
mineral resource that would be of value to the X
region and the residents of the state?

b) Result in the loss of availability of a locally-
important mineral resource recovery site X
delineated on a local general plan, specific
plan, or other land use plan?

Response to Questions:

a-b) The proposed project is not expected to impact mineral resources. The project site has

no known mineral resource value nor is there opportunity for mineral resource
extraction.
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XI1. NoIsSE

Would the project result in: Potentially Potentially Less Than
Significant Significant Unless Significant No Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact

Incorporation

a) Exposure of persons to or generation of noise
levels in excess of standards established in the
local general plan or noise ordinance, or
applicable standards of other agencies?

b) Exposure of persons to or generation of
excessive ground borne vibration or ground X
borne noise levels?

¢) A substantial permanent increase in ambient
noise levels in the project vicinity above X
levels existing without the project?

d) A substantial temporary or periodic increase
in ambient noise levels in the project vicinity X
above levels existing without the project?

e) For a project located within an airport land use
plan or, where such a plan has not been
adopted, within two miles of a public airport

or public use airport, would the project expose X
people residing or working in the project area
to excessive noise levels?
f) For a project within the vicinity of a private
airstrip, would the project expose people X

residing or working in the project area to
excessive noise levels?

Response to Questions:

a-c) The proposed general plan amendment and rezone will result in a change in allowable

d)

land uses from multi-family to any of the uses permitted in the C-2 District. Any new
use will be required to comply with all applicable zoning regulations and design
guidelines which are intended to mitigate noise impacts to levels that are considered less
than significant. Additionally, any new use will be required to comply with the City’s
Noise Ordinance. As such, the proposed general plan amendment and rezone will not
result in the generation of noise or the exposure of people to severe noise levels.

Short-term noise impacts can be expected resulting from site grading and construction
activities. Construction-related noise impacts will be less than significant because
adherence to City Noise Ordinance standards is required, limiting the hours of operation
for construction and use of heavy machinery.

The project is not located in an airport land use planning area. There are no private
airstrips in Yuba City.

Page 19 of 24



XIl. POPULATION AND HOUSING

Would the project:

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Potentially
Significant Unless
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No Impact

a) Induce substantial population growth in an

area, either directly (for example, by proposing

new homes and businesses) or indirectly (for
example, through extension of roads or other
infrastructure)?

b) Displace substantial numbers of existing
housing, necessitating the construction of
replacement housing elsewhere?

¢) Displace substantial numbers of people,
necessitating the construction of replacement
housing elsewhere?

Response to Questions:

a-c) The proposed project will not adversely affect housing nor will it induce substantial

population growth or result in the displacement of affordable housing units.

XI11l. PuBLIC SERVICES

Would the project:

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Potentially
Significant Unless
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No Impact

a) Result in substantial adverse physical impacts

associated with the provision of new or
physically altered governmental facilities,
need for new or physically altered government
facilities, the construction of which could
cause significant environmental impacts, in
order to maintain acceptable service ratios,
response  times or other performance
objectives for any of the public services:

i) Fire protection?

ii) Police protection?

iii) Schools?

iv) Parks?

v) Other public facilities?

XX XXX

Response to Questions:

ai-ii) The project site is currently located in the City and currently has Police and Fire
protection. Any proposed development will be required to meet all applicable codes,

including the Fire Code.
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aiii) This project will not result in any additional need for educational government services.

aiv-v) This project will not result in any additional need for parks or other public facilities.

XIV. RECREATION

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Potentially
Significant Unless
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No Impact

a) Would the project increase the use of existing
neighborhood and regional parks or other
recreational facilities such that substantial
physical deterioration of the facility would
occur or be accelerated?

b) Does the project include recreational facilities
or require the construction or expansion of
recreational facilities which might have an
adverse physical effect on the environment?

Response to Questions:

a-b)  The proposed General Plan amendment and rezone will not increase the use of existing
parks such that substantial physical deterioration of the facilities would occur. The
proposed project does not include, nor does it require construction or expansion of

recreational facilities.

XV. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC

Would the project:

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Potentially
Significant Unless
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No Impact

a) Cause an increase in traffic which is
substantial in relation to the existing traffic
load and capacity of the street system (i.e.,
result in a substantial increase in either the
number of vehicle trips, the volume to capacity
ratio on roads, or congestion at intersections)?

b

~

Substantially increase hazards due to a design
feature (e.g., sharp curves or dangerous
intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm
equipment)?

¢) Result in inadequate emergency access?

d) Result in inadequate parking capacity?

e) Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or
programs supporting alternative transportation
(e.g., bus turnouts, bicycle racks)?

X |IX|X| X
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Response to Questions:

a)

b)

The Yuba City Engineering Division and Caltrans reviewed the proposed General Plan
amendment and rezone. The traffic generation as a result of the change in General Plan
and Zoning designations is not anticipated to be greater than that which would have
existed with multi-family development on the project site. The existing street
improvements in the vicinity of the project area have sufficient capacity to handle the
anticipated traffic generated by this project.

Any future project will be required to comply with the "Yuba City Standard Details™
which are the design standards for public improvements. The Standard Details are also
compatible with the American Disabilities Act criteria. These criteria are implements to
ensure safety and accessibility for handicapped peoples.

Any future project will be reviewed by the Fire Department to ensure there is adequate
emergency access.

Any future project on the site will be required to meet the requirements for parking in the
Yuba City Zoning Regulations.

Yuba Sutter Transit reviewed the project and had no comments.

Page 22 of 24



XVI. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS

Would the project:

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Potentially
Significant Unless
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No Impact

a) Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of
the applicable Regional Water Quality Control
Board?

b

~

Require or result in the construction of new
water or wastewater treatment facilities or
expansion of existing facilities, the
construction of which could cause significant
environmental effects?

¢) Require or result in the construction of new
storm water drainage facilities or expansion of
existing facilities, the construction of which
could cause significant environmental effects?

d

~

Have sufficient water supplies available to
serve the project from existing entitlements
and resources, or are new or expanded
entitlements needed?

e) Result in a determination by the wastewater
treatment provider which serves or may serve
the project that it has adequate capacity to
serve the project’s projected demand in
addition to the provider’s existing
commitments?

f) Be served by a landfill with sufficient
permitted capacity to accommodate the
project’s solid waste disposal needs?

g) Comply with federal, state, and local statutes
and regulations related to solid waste?

Response to Questions:

a-e) The City of Yuba City has adequate water entitlements and treatment/distribution

capacity in its plants to serve any future office project on the site.

f-g)  Yuba-Sutter Disposal, Inc. provides solid waste disposal for the area. There is adequate
collection and landfill capacity to accommodate any future project without adversely

affecting their operations.
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XVIlI. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

Does the Project:

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Potentially
Significant Unless
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No Impact

a) Have the potential to degrade the quality of the

environment, substantially reduce the habitat
of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or
wildlife population to drop below self

sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant

or animal community, reduce the number or

restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant

or animal or eliminate important example of
the major periods of California history or
prehistory?

b) Have impacts that are individually limited, but

cumulatively considerable? ("Cumulatively
considerable” means that the incremental
effects of a project are considerable when
viewed in connection with the effects of past
projects, the effects of other current projects,
and the effects of probable future projects)

¢) Have environmental effects, which will cause
substantial adverse effects on human beings,
either directly or indirectly?

X

a) The project site is in an urbanized area with little biological value. The proposed General
Plan amendment and rezone involves no construction activities or increase in the
population of Yuba City. The project will not create an impact upon critical habitat or
threaten species of special concern.

b) The project does not create a situation with limited individual but cumulatively

considerable impacts.

c) The proposed project would create no adverse impacts, either directly or indirectly, to

residents in the project area.
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CITY OF YUBA CITY
STAFF REPORT

Date: November 18, 2014

To: Honorable Mayor and Members of the City Council

From: Administration

Presentation By: Darin Gale, Economic Growth & Public Affairs Manager

Summary

Subiject: Ordinance prohibiting camping on private property within the City limits
of Yuba City

Recommendation:  Adopt an amended Ordinance to prohibit camping on private property in
the City of Yuba City and waive the second reading

Fiscal Impact: No costs are associated with the implementation of the proposed
ordinance
Purpose:

To prohibit camping on private property without written consent of property owner within the
City limits of Yuba City

Background:

Over the past year, the City has been implementing a Clean & Safe Program. These efforts
included a variety of actions that include the following: a citywide shopping cart clean-up and
retrieval program, adoption of Anti-Aggressive Panhandling Ordinance and No Camping on
Public Property Ordinance and focused enforcement of other vagrancy related issues. Through
each of these coordinated efforts the City has sought to enhance the quality of life for its
residents.

Analysis:

Currently, the City does not have an ordinance addressing camping on private property. As a
result, the City is not able to remove or issue citations to a person camping on private property
without a trespassing complaint first being filed by the private property owner. In order to
improve the City’s Clean & Safe efforts, staff drafted new language to the City’s Camping
Ordinance which would prohibit camping on private property without written consent of the
property owner. The following language is proposed to be added to the City’s Camping
Ordinance:

Section 5-20.050 Camping on Private Property.

a) It is unlawful to camp upon any private property within the city.
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b) Exceptions. This section shall not apply to persons camping with the
written consent of the owner, provided that such written consent is in their possession
at the time and is shown upon demand of any peace officer.

The above language and other references to No Camping on Private Property would be
included in the City’s Camping Ordinance. This will provide City staff the needed language to
enforce vagrancy issues associated with camping on private property and continue the City’s
Clean & Safe efforts.

Fiscal Impact:
No costs are associated with the implementation of the proposed ordinance.

Alternatives:

Do not adopt the ordinance or provide staff with direction for modifying the proposed ordinance.

Recommendation:

Adopt an amended Ordinance to prohibit camping on private property in the City of Yuba City
and waive the second reading

Prepared By: Submitted By:

/s/ Darin Gale /s/ Stevew C. Kroeger
Darin E. Gale Steven C. Kroeger
Economic Growth & Public Affairs City Manager

Reviewed By:

Finance RB

City Attorney TH
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ORDINANCE NO.

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF YUBA CITY
ENDING CHAPTER 20 OF TITLE 5 OF THE YUBA CITY MUNICIPAL CODE REGARDING
CAMPING IN THE CITY OF YUBA CITY

TY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF YUBA CITY DOES HEREBY ORDAIN AS FOLLOWS:

Section 1. Chapter 20 of Title 5 of the Yuba City Municipal Code is hereby amended to read as

follows:

CHAPTER 20
CAMPING IN YUBA CITY
Sections:

5-20.010 Purpose

5-20.020 Definition

5-20.030 Prohibition

5-20.040 Exception(s)

5-20.050 Camping on Private Property
5-20.060 Violation

Section 5-20.010 Purpose.

Public property and public right of ways within the city should be readily accessible and
available to residents and the public at large. The use of these areas for camping purposes or
storage of personal property interferes with the rights of others to use the areas for which they
were intended. Such activity can constitute a public health and safety hazard that adversely
impacts the neighborhoods, commercial property and general welfare of the city.

Camping on private property without the consent of the owner and without proper sanitary
measures adversely affects private property rights as well as public health, safety, and welfare.

City services can be utilized to clean up campsites on public and private property. These
clean ups can expose city workers and citizens to hazardous conditions including human
infectious waste and other hazardous materials. Disposal of these materials is costly and
hazardous. Temporary and permanent campsites erected within the city limits are often
constructed in a fashion, and/or at a location that makes access by emergency personnel
difficult during times of emergency. This puts the campers, campsite visitors, and emergency
personnel at a greater risk if an injury, illness, accident or disaster should occur.

The purpose of this chapter is to prohibit, subject to certain restrictions, camping on
public or private property within the city in order to maintain public or private property in a clean,
sanitary and accessible condition and to adequately protect the health, safety and public welfare
of the community.

Section 5-20.020 Definition.

For purposes of this chapter, camping is defined as residing in or using property for one
or more nights for living accommodation purposes, such as sleeping activities, or making
preparations to sleep (including the laying down of bedding for the purpose of sleeping), or
storing personal belongings (including but not limited to clothing, sleeping bags, bedrolls,



blankets, sheets, luggage, backpacks, kitchen utensils, cookware, and similar material), or
making any fire or using any tents, regularly cooking meals, or living in a parked vehicle. These
activities constitute camping when it reasonably appears, in light of all the circumstances, that a
person(s) is using property, as a living accommodation for one or more nights regardless of his
or her intent or the nature of any other activities in which he or she might also be engaging.

Section 5-20.030 Camping on Public Property.

It is unlawful for any person to camp in or upon any public property or public right of way
within the city, unless otherwise specifically authorized by this Code or by a resolution of the
City Council.

Section 5-20.040 Exception(s).

Notwithstanding the prohibition of Section 5-20.030, camping shall be allowed in the
Yuba Sutter Boat Docks Recreational Vehicle Campground and Marina, located at #80 Second
Street, Yuba City (Assessor’s Parcel No. 03-290-006) and as may be permitted within City parks
by the City’'s Community Services Director.

Section 5-20.050 Camping on Private Property.

a) It is unlawful to camp upon any private property within the city.

b) Exceptions. This section shall not apply to persons camping with the written
consent of the owner, provided that such written consent is in their possession at the time and is
shown upon demand of any peace officer.

Section 5-020.60 Violation.

Any person violating any provision of this chapter shall be deemed guilty of a
misdemeanor and shall be subject to the penalty provisions of Chapter 2 of Title 1 of the Yuba
City Municipal Code.

Section 2. This ordinance shall be effective thirty (30) days after its adoption and after it is adopted, it
shall be published as provided for by law.

Introduced and read at a regular meeting of the City Council of the City of Yuba City the 4" day of
November, 2014, and adopted at a regular meeting thereof held on the 21%' day of November, 2014.

AYES:
NOES:
ABSENT:
ABSTAIN:
Kash Gill, Mayor
ATTEST: APPROVED AS TO FORM:
Terrel Locke, City Clerk Tim Hayes, City Attorney


http:5-020.60
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MINUTES (DRAFT)
REGULAR MEETING OF THE CITY COUNCIL
CITY OF YUBA CITY
COUNCIL CHAMBERS
NOVEMBER 4, 2014
5:00 P.M. — CLOSED SESSION
6:00 P.M. — REGULAR MEETING

Closed Session—Butte Room

A. Conferred with labor negotiator Steve Kroeger regarding negotiations with the following
associations: Yuba City Firefighters Local 3793 Yuba City Fire Management, First Level
Managers, and Public Employees Local No. 1, pursuant to Section 54957.6 of the
Government Code

B. Conferred with legal counsel regarding potential litigation pursuant to Government Code
Section 54956.9(d)(4) — one potential case.

Reqular Meeting—Council Chambers

The City of Yuba City City Council meeting was called to order by Mayor Gill at 6:00 p.m.

Roll Call

Present: Councilmembers Buckland, Dukes, Maan, and Mayor Gill
Absent: Councilmember Starkey

Invocation

Councilmember Buckland gave the invocation.

Pledge of Allegiance to the Flag

Councilmember Dukes led the Pledge of Allegiance.

Presentations and Proclamations

1. Proclamation to Jim Frost for Retirement from the Public Works Department

Mayor Gill presented Custodial Supervisor Jim Frost with a Proclamation in honor of his
24 years of service to the City.

Public Communication

2. Written Requests - none

3. Appearance of Interested Citizens
The following person spoke:

Pat Miller, Sutter County Tax Payers’ Association regarding Civic Openness in
Negotiations
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Public Hearing

4.

Energy Service Contract with OpTerra Energy Services for Energy Related
Improvements to City Facilities

Mayor Gill opened the public hearing, hearing no comment, he closed the public hearing.
Councilmember Dukes moved to:

a. Adopt Resolution No. 14-076 authorizing the City Manager to execute an Energy
Service Contract with OpTerra Energy Services for energy related improvements to City
facilities, following approval by the City Attorney, and

b. Adopt Resolution No. 14-077 authorizing the City Manager to execute an Equipment
Lease/Purchase Agreement, an Escrow Agreement and any ancillary documents with
Bank of America for funding the associated energy related improvements, following
approval by the City Attorney.

Councilmember Maan seconded the motion that passed with a unanimous vote.

Ordinance

5.

Ordinance Prohibiting Camping on Private Property within City Limits of Yuba City
Mayor Gill opened the public hearing, hearing no comment, he closed the public hearing.

Councilmember Maan moved to introduce a Revised Ordinance, to prohibit camping on
private property in the City of Yuba City, conduct a public hearing and waive the first
reading. Councilmember Buckland seconded the motion that passed with a unanimous
vote.

Consent Calendar

Councilmember Maan recused himself from Item No. 7 as he has a conflict due to his
employment with the Yuba County Environmental Health Department which oversees the Waste
Tire Enforcement program.

Councilmember Buckland moved to approve Items 6 and 8. Councilmember Dukes seconded
the motion that passed with a unanimous vote.

6.

Minutes of October 21, 2014
Approved the City Council Meeting Minutes of October 21, 2014.

Proposed City Facility Holiday Closure

Adopted Resolution No. 14-079 authorizing the closure of City Hall and other select
offices for the holiday period beginning Monday, December 22, 2014 through Friday,
December 26, 2014.

Fiscal Year 2014-15 Waste Tire Enforcement Grant Application

Councilmember Dukes moved to adopt Resolution No. 14-078 authorizing Yuba
County, as the Lead Agency of the Yuba-Sutter Local Enforcement Agency, to perform
Waste Tire Enforcement activities on behalf of the City of Yuba City and submit a
Collaborative Application for the Waste Tire Enforcement Grant to CalRecycle for Fiscal
Year 2014-15. Councilmember Buckland seconded the motion that passed with four the
following votes:



Ayes: Councilmembers Buckland, Dukes, and Mayor Gill
Noes: None
Abstain: Councilmember Maan

General Iltems

9.

10.

Feather River Parkway Phase Il — Addendum to Revised Initial Study and Mitigated
Negative Declaration

Councilmember Maan moved to adopt the addendum to the Revised Initial Study and
Mitigated Negative Declaration for the Feather River Parkway Phase Il Project.
Councilmember Dukes seconded the motion that passed with a unanimous vote.

First Level Managers’ Letter of Understanding (LOU)

Councilmember Buckland moved to adopt Resolution No. 14-080 approving a two year
Letter of Understanding with the First Level Manager group; and approve a
supplemental appropriation of $32,600 to the FY 2014/2015 adopted budget.
Councilmember Maan seconded the motion that passed with a unanimous vote.

Business from the City Council

11.

12.

Ad Hoc Committee Recommendations Regarding Business Incentives and Lloyd
Wise Company Nissan Dealership

The following person spoke:
Dr. Larry Ozeran, NW Yuba City

After discussion, Council sent the item to the Economic Development Commission to
review and provide suggestions to improve our business incentive program if needed.

City Council Reports

- Councilmember Buckland
- Councilmember Maan

- Councilmember Starkey

- Vice Mayor Dukes

- Mayor Gill

Adjournment
Mayor Gill adjourned the Regular Meeting of the City Council of the City of Yuba City at 6:46

p.m.

Attest:

Kash Gill, Mayor

Terrel Locke, City Clerk
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CITY OF YUBA CITY
STAFF REPORT

Date: November 18, 2014

To: Honorable Mayor & Members of the City Council

From: Department of Public Works

Presentation by: Diana Langley, Public Works Director

Summary

Subject: Boundary revision of Underground Utility District No. 12-1 on Second Street

Recommendation: Adopt a resolution revising the boundary of Underground Utility District No.
12-1 on Second Street in accordance with the attached Underground Utility
District 12-1 Boundary Map.

Fiscal Impact: None

Purpose:
To advance the undergrounding of utilities on Second Street.

Background:

The Public Utilities Commission requires Pacific Gas & Electric Company (PG&E) to set aside a
portion of their utility receipts each year for use in undergrounding existing overhead utilities, known
as Electric Rule 20 (Rule 20A). Projects performed under Rule 20A are nominated by a city, county
or municipal agency and discussed with PG&E, as well as other utilities.

In 2011, the County of Sutter identified a qualifying underground conversion project along Second
Street/Sutter Street between B Street and Teegarden Avenue. Because the project was within the
jurisdiction of the City, the County allocated $2,800,000 of Rule 20A credits to the City for
undergrounding in this area. This was the estimated cost at the time the project scope was
determined.

On March 20, 2012, City Council approved the formation and boundary of Underground Utility
District No. 12-1 (District) on Second Street/Sutter Street between B Street and Teegarden Avenue
and selected the District to be undergrounded under Rule 20A. The City is not contributing any Rule
20A credits towards the completion of the Second Street Underground Utility District project.

PG&E is the lead for this project with assistance from Public Works. The project is currently in the
design phase.

Analysis:

When the District boundary was originally created, only utility poles along the visual corridor of
Second Street/Sutter Street were envisioned to be removed. As a result, the parcel lines of all
properties adjacent to Second Street and Sutter Street between B Street and Teegarden Avenue
were used to set the District boundary. Due to parcel depths of larger properties adjacent to Sutter
Street, existing District boundaries encompass utility poles that are well past the visual corridor.
These poles are all in the Sutter Street Mobile Home Park at 668 Sutter Street. Converting these
poles to underground service would provide no visual benefit and would be an additional direct cost
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to the City because mobile home parks are not eligible for Rule 20A funding. By revising the
boundary as shown in Exhibit A, utility poles in the affected area would not be required to be
converted to underground service. All public utilities affected by the change have approved the
boundary revision and all existing utilities on said poles would remain fully functional.

Fiscal Impact:
None.
Alternatives:

Delay, modify, or reject the recommended actions to revise the Underground Utility District 12-1
boundary.

Recommendation:

Adopt a resolution revising the boundary of Underground Utility District No. 12-1 on Second Street in
accordance with the attached Underground Utility District 12-1 Boundary Map.

Prepared by: Submitted by:

[/ Omaow Valle /s/ Steve Kroeger
Omar Valle Steven C. Kroeger
Assistant Engineer City Manager
Reviewed by:

Department Head DL

Finance RB

City Attorney TH



RESOLUTION NO.

RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF YUBA CITY
REVISING THE BOUNDARY OF UNDERGROUND UTILITY DISTRICT
NO. 12-1 ON SECOND STREET IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE
ATTACHED UNDERGROUND DISTRICT NO. 12-1 BOUNDARY MAP

WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of Yuba City established the Underground Utility
District 12-1(District) on March 20, 2013, setting forth the boundaries of said District; and

WHEREAS, Pacific Gas & Electric (PG&E) has performed preliminary survey of
improvements needed to convert to underground facilities and indicated that utility poles on
large parcels past the visual corridor would also have to be converted because they are within
the existing District boundaries; and

WHEREAS, the intent of the District was to convert overhead utilities to underground
facilities along Second Street and Sutter Street visual corridor; and

WHEREAS, the conversion of the poles on large parcels past the visual corridor are in a
mobile home park making them ineligible for Electric Rule 20A conversion, which would add
significant cost to the City that was not originally anticipated; and

WHEREAS, the Public Works Department of the City of Yuba City has consulted with
the affected public utilities and determined that utility poles past the visual corridor could remain
overhead if removed from the District boundary. The public utilities have approved the boundary
changes to the District as shown in Exhibit A attached hereto and incorporated herein by
reference.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, by the City Council of the City of Yuba City
that the boundary of the Underground Utility District No. 12-1 is hereby revised as shown in
Exhibit A.

The foregoing resolution was duly and regularly introduced, passed, and adopted by the

City Council of the City of Yuba City at a regular meeting thereof held on the 18" day of
November 2014.

AYES:
NOES:

ABSENT:

Kash Gill, Mayor
ATTEST:

Terrel Locke, City Clerk



EXHIBIT A - PROPOSED UNDERGROUND UTILITY DISTRICT 12-1 BOUNDARY CHANGE
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CITY OF YUBA CITY
STAFF REPORT

Date: November 18, 2014

To: Honorable Mayor & Members of the City Council

From: Finance Department

Presentation By: Spencer Morrison, Accounting Manager

Summary

Subject: Transportation Development Act (TDA) Claim for FY 2014-2015 of
$1,361,092

Recommendation:  Adopt a resolution authorizing submission of the City’'s FY 2014-
2015 TDA claim to the Sacramento Area Council of Governments
(SACOG).

Fiscal Impact: $1,361,092 in revenue will be received by the City for Streets and
Roads Fund projects as approved in the FY 2014-2015 CIP Budget.

Purpose:
To secure funds to be used for the repair and improvement of the City’s road system.

Background:

The City Council is requested to approve the following allocation of the City’s fiscal year
Local Transportation Fund (LTF) revenues as indicated below:

1. Yuba City Streets & Road Fund $1,289,439

2. Sacramento Area Council of 71,653
Governments (SACOG)

3. Yuba-Sutter Transit Authority (YSTA) 1,027,350

Total $2,388,442

Analysis:

The Sales Tax rate in Sutter County is currently 7.50%. A total of 0.25% of the 7.50% rate is
collected by the State and allocated back to each city and county (based on population) for local
transportation services and projects. The City of Yuba City's share of these funds for FY 2014-
2015 totals $2,388,442, a decrease of 14% from the apportionment of $2,793,001 for FY 2013-
14. Of this amount, YSTA is apportioned a share (in accordance with our Joint Powers
Agreement), SACOG receives a portion for planning costs, and the remainder is placed in the
City’s Streets and Roads fund.

YSTA will use their portion, $1,027,350, to provide community-wide transit services. The YSTA
portion has decreased 1% from last year, and has increased an average of 2% per year in the
five years prior, FY 2009-2010 through FY 2013-2014. The following chart illustrates five years
of TDA (LTF) claim receipts history.
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Fiscal Impact:

Yuba City’s LTF allocation is typically around $1.3 milion annually, however, in FY 2008-09 and
2009-10 SACOG allocated part or all of the City’s portion to YSTA for capital projects, reducing
the City’s share. In FY 2010-11, SACOG reapportioned the amount available to Sutter
County jurisdictions after an accounting error at the County was discovered for fiscal years
2007-08, 2008-09, and 2009-10. The reapportionment makes up approximately $1.4
million of the City’s FY 2010-11 allocation.

Alternatives:

There are no alternatives if the City intends to receive the funds.

Recommendation:

Adopt a resolution authorizing submission of the City’s FY 2014-2015 TDA claim to the
Sacramento Area Council of Governments (SACOG).

Prepared By: Submitted By:

/51 Spencer Movrison /s/ Steve Kroeger
Spencer Morrison Steven C. Kroeger
Accounting Manager City Manager
Reviewed By:

Finance RB

City Attorney TH



RESOLUTION NO.

RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF YUBA
CITY AUTHORIZING SUBMISSION OF THE FY 2014-2015
TRANSPORTATION DEVELOPMENT ACT CLAIM TO THE

SACRAMENTO AREA COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS

Whereas, the State of California enacted the Transportation Development Act
(TDA) in 1972 to provide funds for transportation needs each fiscal year; and

Whereas, the Sacramento Area Council of Governments (SACOG) is designated
as the Transportation Planning Agency for the City of Yuba City to receive claims for
approval pursuant to TDA rules and regulations; and

Whereas, SACOG has adopted funding of apportionment for the Local
Transportation Funds for Fiscal Year 2014-2015; and

Whereas, after transportation needs have been met, any unused funds may be
used for street and road improvements.

Now, therefore, be it resolved that the attached Fiscal Year 2014-2015 TDA
claims be hereby approved and forwarded to SACOG and that the Finance Director is
hereby authorized to make the necessary budget amendments, transfers, accounting
entries, etc. to carry out the Council’s policies and directives related to this matter.

Passed and Adopted by the City Council of the City of Yuba City this 18" day of
November, 2014 by the following vote:

Ayes:
Noes:

Absent:

Kash Gill, Mayor
Attest:

Terrel Locke, City Clerk
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CITY OF YUBA CITY
STAFF REPORT

Date: November 18, 2014

To: Honorable Mayor & Members of the City Council

From: Finance Department

Presentation By: Spencer Morrison, Accounting Manager

Summary

Subject: Ordering judicial foreclosures of two parcels for delinquent special

assessments in Tierra Buena Water Assessment District 2003-1

Recommendation: Adopt a resolution ordering judicial foreclosure of two parcels for
delinquent special assessments in Tierra Buena Water Assessment
District 2003-1.

Fiscal Impact: No net fiscal impact to the City, as all legal and administrative costs
incurred in this process are added to the City’s claim against the sale of
the property. The total amount to be collected through this action is
$6,663.93.

Background:

In 2003, the City conducted proceedings under the Improvement Bond Act and the Municipal
Improvement Act to create Tierra Buena Water Assessment District 2003-1 (“AD 2003-1").
Those proceedings resulted in the City’s issuance of bonds and levy of special assessments to
pay principal and interest on the bonds for AD 2003-1. The special assessments are collected
in bi-annual installments which become delinquent on December 10 and April 10 of each tax
year. Two delinquent properties, APN 62-071-001 and APN 62-134-004, have been granted,
and failed to adhere to, payment plans and have discontinued contact with the City’s foreclosure
counsel leaving the City in the position to take the recommended action of initiating foreclosure.

Analysis:

Pursuant to the trust indenture regarding the bonds issued for the AD 2003-1, the City has
covenanted to bondholders to commence judicial foreclosure proceedings against properties
within the AD 2003-1 for which special assessments are delinquent. Pursuant to the
Improvement Bond Act, judicial foreclosure proceedings cannot be initiated until the City, as
legislative body of AD 2003-1, has ordered the commencement of such actions. The resolution
authorizes the initiation of foreclosure proceedings against the properties located in AD 2003-1,
respectively, which have been reported as delinquent with respect to the payment of special
assessments.

Fiscal Impact:

There are no net fiscal impacts to the City as all legal and administrative costs incurred in this
process are added to the City’s delinquency claim against the sale of the property. The total
amount to be collected through this action is $6,663.93.
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Alternatives:

Do not authorize the initiation of foreclosure on these properties at the risk of inviting action by
the bondholders against the assessment district and the City.

Recommendation:

It is, therefore, recommended that the City adopt the resolutions authorizing the commencement
of judicial foreclosure actions in AD 2003-1.

Prepared By: Submitted By:

/s Spencer Movrison /s/ Steve Kroeger
Spencer Morrison Steven C. Kroeger
Accounting Manager City Manager
Reviewed By:

Finance RB

City Attorney TH



RESOLUTION NO.___

RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF YUBA CITY
ORDERING JUDICIAL FORECLOSURE OF DELINQUENT ASSESSMENT
INSTALLMENTS LEVIED WITHIN TIERRA BUENA WATER ASSESSMENT

DISTRICT NO. 2003-1 PURSUANT TO THE MUNICIPAL IMPROVEMENT ACT
OF 1913 AND ORDERING THAT THE TAX COLLECTOR BE CREDITED WITH
THOSE INSTALLMENTS

WHEREAS, the City of Yuba City (“Yuba City”) has levied special assessments (“Special
Assessments”) within Tierra Buena Water Assessment District No. 2003-1 of the City of Yuba
City (the “Assessment District”) for the payment of bonds pursuant to the Municipal
Improvement Act of 1913, Division 12 of the Streets and Highways Code of California, (the
“Municipal Act”) and incurred bonded indebtedness pursuant to the provisions of the
Improvement Bond Act of 1915, Division 10 of the Streets and Highways Code of California (the
“Bond Act”); and

WHEREAS, pursuant to the provisions of the Municipal Act and Bond Act, the County
Tax Collector has duly and regularly levied and recorded the Special Assessments, which
Special Assessments, and interest and penalties thereon constitute liens against the lots and
parcels of land against which they are made, until the same are paid; and

WHEREAS, certain Special Assessments have not been paid when due, and certain
Special Assessments may not be paid in the future; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to provisions of the Bond Act, this City Council of Yuba City, acting
in its capacity as the legislative body of the Assessment District (“City Council”), is authorized,
not later than four (4) years subsequent to the last maturity of the principal of bonds secured by
the assessment, to order the delinquent Special Assessments to be collected by an action
brought in the superior court to foreclose the lien of those Special Assessments; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to the provisions of the Bond Act, the City Council covenanted for
the benefit of bondholders to commence and diligently prosecute any foreclosure action
regarding delinquent installments of any assessments which secure the bonds that were issued
by the Assessment District; and

WHEREAS, the City Council has determined that public convenience and necessity
require prompt action to initiate foreclosure proceedings; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to the provisions of the Bond Act, when an action is ordered to
foreclose on a lien of delinquent Special Assessments, the County Tax Collector shall be
credited upon the current assessment roll with the amount charged against the delinquent
account, including applicable penalties, interest and costs, and to be relieved of further duty in
regard thereto; and

WHEREAS, the City Council previously retained Stradling, Yocca, Carlson & Rauth, a
Professional Corporation (“Special Counsel”), to prosecute such judicial foreclosure actions;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
YUBA CITY THAT:



Section 1. The City Council hereby finds and determines that the foregoing recitals
are true and correct.

Section 2. All delinquent Special Assessments on parcels listed in Exhibit A attached
hereto and incorporated herein, and all future Special Assessments on said parcels which are
not paid when due, along with all delinquent penalties, interest and fees, shall be collected by
action brought in the Superior Court of Sutter County to foreclose the liens thereof pursuant to
the California Streets and Highways Code.

Section 3. All costs and attorneys’ fees incurred in the collection of the delinquent
Special Assessments shall be sought in the foreclosure action pursuant to the California Streets
and Highways Code. Special Counsel is authorized to require the payment of costs and
attorneys’ fees as a condition of any pre-judgment or post-judgment redemption.

Section 4. Special Counsel in conjunction with Yuba City personnel and consultants
are authorized and directed as applicable, pursuant to Streets and Highways Code Section
8833(a):

a) To record notices of intent to remove the delinquent special assessment
installments from the tax rolls; and

b) To request that the applicable County officials remove current and future
delinquent assessment installments from the tax rolls.

Section 5. All inquiries regarding payment of the delinquent Special Assessments
shall be forwarded to Stradling Yocca Carlson & Rauth c/o David C. Palmer, Esg., 660 Newport
Center Drive, Suite 1600, Newport Beach, California 92660.

Section 6. This resolution shall take effect immediately upon its adoption.

| HEREBY CERTIFY that the foregoing resolution was PASSED AND ADOPTED by the
Council of the City of Yuba City at a regular meeting thereof held in accordance with law on
November 18, 2014, by the following vote:

AYES:
NOES:

ABSENT:

Kash Gill, Mayor
ATTEST:

Terrel Locke, City Clerk



EXHIBIT A

Parcel Owner’'s Name District Tax Year Installments
62-071- GOLDEN ACRES HOME Tierra Buena 09/10 15t and 2™
001 CARE Il GP Water

Assessment

District 2003-1
62-134- SMOOT KEVIN, et al. Tierra Buena 09/10; 10/11; All
004 Water 11/12; 12/13

Assessment

District 2003-1




Date:
To:
From:

Presentation by:
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CITY OF YUBA CITY
STAFF REPORT

November 18, 2014
Honorable Mayor & Members of the City Council
Human Resources Department

Natalie Walter, Human Resources Director

Summary

Subject:

Recommendation:

Fiscal Impact:

Organizational changes and compensation adjustments within the Public
Works, Finance, and Human Resources Departments

Adopt the following resolutions:
a) Authorize the Director of Finance to amend the salary schedule by
doing the following:
e Delete the Custodial Supervisor and add a Facilities
Maintenance Supervisor position (with a title change from
Facility Manager)
e Reclassify Custodian Lead to Custodian Il and create a
flexibly staffed Custodian I/l classification

b) Approve a 10% salary increase for the Wastewater Operator series
effective with the first pay period following City Council approval
C) Approve the combining of the Information Systems Technician | and

Il into a single, flexibly staffed Information Systems Technician I/
classification

d) Approve one limited term Human Resources Technician I/l position
through Fiscal Year 2014-2015

General Fund: $40,500 in additional salary and benefit costs annually and
$24,000 in salary and benefit cost for FY 2014-15 only

Wastewater Fund: $113,900 in additional salary and benefit costs annually

Purpose:

To update classifications within the City’s organizational structure to reflect current practices and to
provide appropriate compensation for positions that are difficult to recruit and retain.

Background:

Public Works Department

Facilities Division: The Facilities Maintenance Division of the Public Works Department provides
building maintenance and custodial services to City facilities. The Division has 5 budgeted

positions:

e 1 - Custodial Supervisor — Vacant as of 11/7/14 with retirement
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e 1 - Building Maintenance Worker l/ll — vacant
e 3 - Custodian | — All 3 positions are filled; 1 position has not worked since May 2013

With the recent retirement of the Custodial Supervisor and the vacancies noted above, there are
only two remaining employees within the Facilities Maintenance Division, which are both currently
classified as Custodian I's. In addition, there are four on-call custodians. The on-call custodian
hours are limited in both the number of hours they can work within a year as well as the number of
hours that they can work within one week which has severely limited custodian services.

Wastewater Treatment Division: The Wastewater Operators have three vacancies which has
caused immediate operational concerns for the City's Wastewater Treatment Facility Plant.

Finance Department

Information Services Division: The Information Technology Division relies on two Information
Systems Technician I's to provide the necessary daily support for the City. In addition to technician
duties, these positions, in association with the rest of the Information Technology Staff, administer
the City’'s network and servers.

Presently the two IS Technician positions (I and 1) are considered separate job classifications. As
an Information Technology | gains the required experience and knowledge, the duties require more
independence and problem-solving abilities, and a natural advancement to a Tech Il position can
occur. The purpose for the proposed reclassification is to make the Information Technology series
into a combined, flexibly staffed classification which is provides for employee growth and
advancement.

Human Resources Department

As of the writing of this staff report, the City has 36 full-time positions for which we are recruiting.
This is the largest number of vacancies since 2008. The limited term position would work on
recruitments for the remainder of FY 2014-2015.

Analysis:
Public Works Department

Facility Maintenance Supervisor: To more clearly reflect the operational needs of the City, Staff is
recommending deleting the Custodian Supervisor position, retitling the Facility Manager
classification to Facility Maintenance Supervisor, and adding a Facility Maintenance Supervisor
position.

Custodian Classifications: Staff is recommending reclassifying the Custodian Lead to a Custodian Il
while creating a flexibly staffed Custodian I/l classification. This will be in line with other
maintenance classifications with the City. The Custodian | is the entry level position while the
Custodian Il is the journey level. A lead worker classification is no longer necessary. The proposal
to flexibly staff the classification reflects the most appropriate organizational structure and is more
consistent with City standards.

Wastewater Operators: The City has an immediate need to recruit for three Wastewater Operators
to ensure continuous operations. The City conducted a compensation study with comparable
agencies whose facilities are operationally similar in scope and function to the City’'s Wastewater
Treatment Facility. With a 10% salary adjustment for the Wastewater Operators, the salary would
be within a reasonable range for classifications of similar operations. This increase is necessary to
recruit and retain Wastewater Operators.



Even though negotiations with Local 1 are still pending, due to the number of vacancies in
the Wastewater Operator series, the Public Works Department is experiencing a critical
shortage of necessary operators. The City is committed to working with Local 1 through
ongoing negotiations resolution process.

Finance Department

Information Systems Technician I/ll: The “I” is an entry level position in terms of skills and
experiences, while the “lI” is a journey level that requires additional years of experience and is able
to handle the more complex projects with less oversight.

The proposed flexibly staffed position will allow professional growth opportunities within the
organization, be more consistent with City standards, and fulfill technical and customer service
needs.

Human Resources Department

Human Resources Technician I/l1l: The Human Resources Technician I/Il limited term position will
work on recruitments and thereby support the various City departments that are facing high vacancy
levels.

Fiscal Impact:

Facility Maintenance Supervisor:
$24,000 in additional salary and benefit costs annually.

Custodian I/II:
$8,900 in additional salary and benefit costs annually.

Wastewater Treatment Operators:
$73,400 in additional salary and benefit costs annually.

Information Systems Technician I/1l:
$12,300 in additional salary and benefit costs annually.

Human Resources Technician I/l (Limited Term):

$24,000 in additional salary and benefit cost for the remainder of the FY 2014-2015. Staff is
requesting City Council to approve a supplemental appropriation to account 1720-61210 (Regular
Salaries) of $24,000 for the current fiscal year.

Alternatives:

Council may choose not to approve the recommended organizational changes and may instruct
Staff to seek other alternatives.

Recommendation:

Adopt the following resolutions:

a) Authorize the Director of Finance to amend the salary scheduled by completing the
following:



¢ Deleting the Custodial Supervisor and adding the Facilities Maintenance Supervisor
position (with a title change to the Facility Manager);

e Reclassifying Custodian Lead to Custodian Il and creation of flexibly staffed
Custodian I/Il.

b) Approve a 10% salary increase for the Wastewater Operator series effective with the first
pay period following City Council approval.

c) Approve the combining of the Information Systems Technician | and Il into a single, flexibly
staffed Information Systems Technician I/11.

d) Approve one limited term Human Resources Technician I/ll position through FY 2014-2015.

Prepared by: Submitted by:
Amber Darrach Steven C. Kroeger
Human Resources Analyst City Manager
Reviewed by:

Department Head

Finance

City Attorney




RESOLUTION NO.

RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF YUBA CITY
AUTHORIZING THE DIRECTOR OF FINANCE TO AMEND THE SALARY SCHEDULE
TO DELETE THE CUSTODIAL SUPERVISOR, CHANGE THE TITLE OF THE FACILITY
MANAGER TO FACILITIES MAINTENANCE SUPERVISOR AND CREATE A FLEXIBLY
STAFFED CUSTODIAN I/l POSITION WHILE RECLASSIFYING CUSTODIAN LEAD to
CUSTODIAN Il CLASSIFICATION.

WHEREAS, the efficiency of governmental operations is of paramount concern to
the City Council, City Management and taxpayers alike; and

WHEREAS, in support of the Public Works Department to more efficiently and
effectively meet the needs for services to the citizens of Yuba City; and

WHEREAS, it is in the best interest of the City to establish salaries at levels that
attract and retain quality employees.

BE IT RESOLVED AND ORDERED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF YUBA
CITY AS FOLLOWS:

SECTION 1.

The Salary Schedule and Compensation Plan shall reflect the following salary adjustments and
changes:

DELETION:
JCN TITLE 1 2 3 4 5
$2,940 $3,087 $3,241 $3,403 $3,573
6010 Custodial Supervisor
$16.96 $17.81 $18.70 $19.63 $20.61
TITLE CHANGE WITH ADDITION OF FACILITIES MAINTENANCE SUPERVISOR:
JCN | TITLE | 1 | 2 | 3 | 4 5
From:
$4,590 $4,820 $5,061 $5,314 $5,580
6042 Facility Manager
$26.48 $27.81 $29.20 $30.66 $32.19
To:
Facilities $4,590 $4,820 $5,061 $5,314 $5,580
6042 Maintenance
Supervisor $26.48 $27.81 $29.20 $30.66 $32.19




RECLASSIFICATION:

JCN | TITLE |1 | 2 | 3 | 4 |5
From:
$2,800 $2,940 $3,087 $3,241 $3,403
4082 Custodian Lead
$16.15 $16.96 $17.81 $18.70 $19.63
To:
$2,800 $2,940 $3,087 $3,241 $3,403
4082 Custodian |l
$16.15 $16.96 $17.81 $18.70 $19.63
SECTION II.

The Custodian | and the newly created Custodian Il shall be combined into a single, flexibly
staffed Custodian I/Il classification.

SECTION Il

The Director of Finance is hereby authorized to change the title of the Facility Manager to
Facilities Maintenance Supervisor, add a Facilities Maintenance Supervisor position, delete the
Custodian Supervisor, reclassify a Custodian Lead to a Custodian Il, and flexibly staff the

Custodian | and II.

The Director of Finance is further authorized to establish each position,

salary steps, and supplemental appropriations as outlined in the staff report and resolution.

The forgoing Resolution of the City Council of the City of Yuba City was duly introduced, passed
and adopted at a regular meeting thereof held on the 18" day of November 2014.

AYES:

NOES:

ABSENT:

ATTEST:

Terrel Locke, City Clerk

Kash Gill, Mayor




RESOLUTION NO.
RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF YUBA CITY
AUTHORIZING THE DIRECTOR OF FINANCE TO AMEND THE SALARY SCHEDULE

TO REFLECT A 10% SALARY INCREASE FOR THE WASTEWATER OPERATORS
CLASSIFICATION

WHEREAS, the efficiency of governmental operations is of paramount concern to
the City Council, City Management and taxpayers alike; and

WHEREAS, in support of the Public Works Department to more efficiently and
effectively meet the needs for services to the citizens of Yuba City; and

WHEREAS, it is in the best interest of the City to establish salaries at levels that
attract and retain quality employees.

BE IT RESOLVED AND ORDERED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF YUBA
CITY AS FOLLOWS:

SECTION 1.

The Salary Schedule and Compensation Plan shall reflect the following salary adjustments:

FROM:
JCN TITLE 1 2 3 4 5
Wastewater $3,564 $3,742 $3,929 $4,125 $4,331
4166 Treatment Facility
Op. Traineel/l $20.56 $21.59 $22.67 $23.80 $24.99
Wastewater $3,918 $4,114 $4,320 $4,536 $4,763
4235 Treatment Facility
Op. Il $22.60 $23.73 $24.92 $26.17 $27.48
Wastewater $4,506 $4,731 $4,968 $5,216 $5,477
4293 Treatment Facility
Op. Il $26.00 $27.29 $28.66 $30.09 $31.60
TO:
JCN TITLE 1 2 3 4 5
Wastewater $3,919 $4,115 $4,321 $4,537 $4,764
4166 Treatment Facility
Op. Trainee/l $22.61 $23.74 $24.93 $26.18 $27.49
Wastewater $4,310 $4,526 $4,752 $4,990 $5,239
4235 Treatment Facility
Op. Il $24.87 $26.11 $27.42 $28.79 $30.23




Wastewater $4,957 $5,205 $5,465 $5,738 $6,025
4293 Treatment Facility
Op. Il $28.60 $30.03 $31.53 $33.10 $34.76
SECTION II.

The Director of Finance is hereby authorized to increase the Wastewater Operators’ salary by
10%. The Director of Finance is further authorized to establish the salary steps and

supplemental appropriations as outlined in the staff report and resolution.

The forgoing Resolution of the City Council of the City of Yuba City was duly introduced, passed
and adopted at a regular meeting thereof held on the 18" day of November 2014.

AYES:

NOES:

ABSENT:

ATTEST:

Terrel Locke, City Clerk

Kash Gill, Mayor




RESOLUTION NO.

RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF YUBA CITY
APPROVING THE COMBINING OF THE INFORMATION SYSTEMS
TECHNICIAN I AND I INTO A SINGLE, FLEXIBLY STAFFED
INFORMATION SYSTEMS TECHNICIAN I/1I

WHEREAS, the efficiency of governmental operations is of paramount concern to
the City Council, City Management and taxpayers alike;

WHEREAS, the City periodically evaluates changes in responsibilities and duties
performed by employees subsequent to structural changes in the configuration of
departments.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Yuba City as
follows:

SECTION I:

The Information Systems Technician | and the Il classification shall be combined into a
single, flexibly staffed Information Systems Technician I/1l classification.

SECTION II:

The Director of Finance is hereby authorized to add the supplemental appropriations as
outlined in the staff report.

The forgoing Resolution of the City Council of the City of Yuba City was duly introduced,
passed and adopted at a regular meeting thereof held on the 18th day of November
2014.

AYES:
NOES:

ABSENT:

Kash Gill, Mayor

ATTEST:

Terrel Locke, City Clerk



RESOLUTION NO.

RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF YUBA CITY
APPROVING ONE LIMITED TERM HUMAN RESOURCES
TECHNICIAN I/l POSITION IN THE HUMAN RESOURCES

DEPARTMENT THROUGH FY 14/15

WHEREAS, the efficiency of governmental operations is of paramount concern to
the City Council, City Management and taxpayers alike;

WHEREAS, in support of our Human Resources Department and to more
efficiently and effectively meet the needs of all City departments;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Yuba City as
follows:

SECTION I:

The Human Resources Department is authorized one limited term Human Resources
Technician I/l position through FY 14/15.

SECTION Il

The Director of Finance is hereby authorized to add the supplemental appropriations as
outlined in the staff report.

The forgoing Resolution of the City Council of the City of Yuba City was duly introduced,
passed and adopted at a regular meeting thereof held on the 18th day of November
2014.

AYES:
NOES:

ABSENT:

Kash Gill, Mayor

ATTEST:

Terrel Locke, City Clerk
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CITY OF YUBA CITY
STAFF REPORT

Date: November 18, 2014

To: Honorable Mayor & Members of the City Council

From: Administration

Presentation By: Darin Gale, Economic Growth & Public Affairs Manager

Summary

Subject: Annual Report from the Downtown Yuba City Business Improvement District

and Proposed Levy of Annual Assessment for 2015

Recommendation: Approve the Annual Report as filed, adopt a Resolution of Intention to Levy
and Collect 2015 Annual Assessments, and set a public hearing for
December 16, 2014

Fiscal Impact: None related to levy and collection of annual assessments.

Purpose:

To provide notice and opportunity for comment regarding the 2015 Assessment Levy for the
Downtown Business Improvement District.

Background:

Pursuant to Chapter 9, Title 3 of the Yuba City Municipal Code, the Downtown Yuba City Business
Association (DBA) has submitted its Annual Report. The report highlights accomplishments for the
past year and identifies activities and improvements to be funded for the coming year. The
boundaries of the District and the assessments to be collected are proposed to remain the same as
last year.

Annually, renewal of the Downtown Business Association’s Business Improvement District (BID) is
accomplished in a two-part process. Tonight, is the first part with the adoption of a resolution
declaring the City’s intent to levy an assessment and ordering a public hearing. Atthe next meeting,
the second part will be a public hearing and consideration of a resolution confirming the Annual
Report and levying the assessments for 2015.

Revenue from the assessments levied in the BID is used to fund improvements and activities to
promote the District. The types of activities to be funded include: Promotion of public events;
promotion of tourism, and; activities that benefit businesses located and operating in the BID.

Members of the DBA will present the Annual Report to the Council. They will provide an overview of
the past year and projections for the future. The key focus of the DBA is establishing a strong
leadership structure and structuring a marketing campaign for the Downtown. Economic success of
the downtown is a priority achieved through the combined efforts of all the businesses in the district.

This past year the DBA established three committees to improve the organization and they are as
follows: Executive, Finance and the Marketing/Membership/Beautification Committee. The DBA is
charged with carrying out the activities of the BID. The attached Annual Report outlines the
accomplishments of each committee during the 2014 calendar year.
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Analysis:

In the coming fiscal year, the DBA anticipates that it will collect approximately $25,000 in
assessments. This is based on collection information from the past years of the BID operations.
Timely collection of assessments is improving, since the DBA contracted a bookkeeper to manage
the billing and collection for the BID.

Anticipated Associate member contributions for the coming fiscal year are projected to be
approximately $6,000. Associate members represent a variety of interested parties outside the BID
boundaries and are committed to the revitalization and success of downtown Yuba City.

The BID is crucial to the economic survival of the downtown merchants especially as our economy
continues to improve. The assessment district’'s funds will market the downtown whereas some
individual merchants would not be able to market on their own. The DBA is currently managing the
marketing efforts for downtown and will continue to do so for the district and the future of the
downtown. It is the expressed desire of the DBA that the BID assessments continue.

Fiscal Impact:

None related to levy and collection of annual assessments.

Alternatives:

1) Do not levy assessments.
2) Identify alternate funding source for Downtown improvements and activities.

Recommendation:

Approve the Annual Report as filed, adopt a Resolution of Intention to Levy and Collect 2015 Annual
Assessments, and set a public hearing for December 16" 2014.

Prepared By: Submitted By:

/s Dawinv Gale /s/ Steve Kroeger
Darin Gale Steven C. Kroeger
Economic Growth & Public Affairs Manager City Manager
Review ed By:

Finance RB

City Attorney TH

Attachments:

= Resolution of Intention to Levy Annual Assessment
= Annual Report from the Downtown Business Association



RESOLUTION NO.

RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF YUBA CITY DECLARING
ITSINTENTION TO LEVY AND COLLECT AN ANNUAL ASSESSMENT FOR
CALENDAR YEAR 2015 IN THE DOWNTOWN YUBA CITY BUSINESS
IMPROVEMENT DISTRICT AND SETTING A PUBLIC HEARING FOR
DECEMBER 16, 2014

WHEREAS, pursuant to the Parking & Business Improvement Area Law of 1989,
California Streets & Highway Code Section 36500 et seq. (the “Act”), the City Council
adopted Ordinance No. 06-98 which became effective on January 1, 1999, and

WHEREAS, pursuant to the Act and Section 3.9.020 of the Yuba City Municipal
Code added by Ordinance No. 06-98, the City Council established a certain described
parking and business improvement area hamed the Downtown Yuba City Business
Improvement District (“District”); and

WHEREAS, pursuant to Section 3.9.030 of the Yuba City Municipal Code added
by Ordinance No. 06-98, the City appointed the elected officers of the Yuba City
Downtown Business Association to serve as an advisory board to the City Council (the
“Advisory Board”) and authorized the City to enter into an agreement with the Advisory
Board to carry out the purposes of the Act and Chapter 9 of the Yuba City Municipal
Code; and

WHEREAS, the Advisory Board has filed the Annual Report for calendar year
2014 with the City Clerk for consideration by the Yuba City City Council.

NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF YUBA CITY
DOES HEREBY RESOLVE, DETERMINE, AND FIND AS FOLLOWS:

1. The recitals set forth herein are true and correct.

2. The City Council does, at the request of the Advisory Board, and pursuant to the Act,
declare its intention to levy and collect assessments within the District for calendar
year 2015.

3. Revenue from the assessments levied in the District shall be used to fund
improvements and activities to promote the District. The types of activities to be
funded include promotion of public events in the District, promotion of tourism within
the District, and activities that benefit businesses located and operating in the
District.

4. The 2014 Annual Report contains a full and detailed description of the improvements
and activities to be provided for in calendar year 2015, the boundaries of the District
and boundaries of each separate benefit zone within the District, and the proposed
assessments to be levied upon the businesses within the area. A true and correct
copy of the Annual Report is on file with the City Clerk of the City of Yuba City.

5. A public hearing to levy the annual assessment is hereby set for Tuesday, December
16, 2014, at 6:00 p.m. before the City Council of the City of Yuba City at the City
Council Chambers located at 1201 Civic Center Boulevard, Yuba City, California.



6. At the public hearing the testimony of all interested persons, for or against the
levying of the proposed assessment will be heard. A protest against the levying of
the proposed assessment may be made orally or in writing. An oral protest shall be
made at the public hearing. The form and manner of protests must comply with
Sections 36524 and 36525 of the Act.

7. If at the conclusion of the public hearing, there are of record, valid written protests by
the owners of the businesses within the District that will pay fifty percent (50 percent)
or more of the total assessments of the entire District, no further proceedings, to levy
the proposed assessment shall be taken for a period of at least one (1) year from the
date of the finding of the majority written protest by the City Council.

8. Further information regarding the Downtown Yuba City Business Improvement
District may be obtained from the City Clerk of the City of Yuba City at 1201 Civic
Center Boulevard, Yuba City, California, and from the President of the Yuba City
Downtown Business Association, LeeAnn Cimino, at Sutter Community Bank, 700
Plumas Street, Yuba City, California.

9. The City Clerk is instructed to provide notice of the public hearing by publishing this
Resolution of Intention in a newspaper of general circulation in the City of Yuba City
no less than seven (7) days before the hearing.

10. This Resolution is effective on its adoption.

| HEREBY CERTIFY that the foregoing resolution was introduced and read at a Regular

Meeting of the City Council of the City of Yuba City on the 18™ day of November, 2014,

and was duly adopted at said meeting by the following vote:

AYES:

NOES:

ABSENT:

Kash Gill, Mayor

ATTEST:

Terrel Locke, City Clerk
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CITY OF YUBA CITY
STAFF REPORT

Date: November 18, 2014

To: Honorable Mayor & Members of the City Council

From: Department of Public Works

Presentation by: Diana Langley, Public Works Director

Summary

Subject: Amendment 5 — Dry Year Water Purchase Program Agreement with the

California Department of Water Resources

Recommendation:  Adopt a resolution authorizing the Public Works Director to execute
Amendment 5 to the Dry Year Water Purchase Program Agreement with the
California Department of Water Resources for Water Supply from the Yuba
County Water Agency

Fiscal Impact: Nonrefundable Annual Charge of approximately $1,120. If City elects to
request water through the Agreement, the cost ranges from approximately
$50 - $350 per acre-foot depending on the type of year, e.g. wet year to
consecutive dry years.

Purpose:

To continue to participate in the Dry Year Water Purchase Program with the California Department
of Water Resources for access to water supply from the Yuba County Water Agency.

Background:

On March 18, 2008, the City Council authorized the execution of the Dry Year State Water Project
Purchase Agreement (Agreement) with the California Department of Water Resources (DWR) for
water supply from the Yuba County Water Agency (YCWA). Prior to that, the City had been
participating with other State Water Project (SWP) contractors (Contractors), the San Luis & Delta-
Mendota Water Authority (SLDMWA), DWR and the U.S. Bureau of Reclamation to develop an
agreement with YCWA for the long-term purchase of water from YCWA to DWR.

YCWA initiated a process, referred to as the Yuba Accord, to resolve issues associated with the
operations of the Yuba River Development Project in a way that protects the lower Yuba River
fisheries and local water supply reliability while providing revenues for local flood control projects,
water to use for protection, restoration of Delta fisheries, and improvements in state-wide water
supply management.

Under the Agreement, YCWA is to provide water to DWR for a period of 18 years and there are 4
components of water transactions:

1. Provide up to 60,000 acre-feet (af) of water to the Environmental Water Account for the first
8 years of the agreement.

2. Provide up to 70,000 af of water to DWR to augment Central Valley Project and SWP water
supplies in the drier years.
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3. The last 2 components provide additional water supplies to Contractors and members of
SLDMWA that have opted to purchase water from YCWA, with Component 4 water being for
groundwater substitution.

The amounts of water available to Contractors after 2015 are subject to change, depending on the
terms and conditions of any new FERC license that may be issued for the Yuba River Development
Project.

In addition, for the Contractors, the Agreement incorporates the following principles:

The Contractors will have a right to 50% of the total water provided by YCWA.

The Contractors’ share of the YCWA water will be treated as SWP water supply.

DWR will offer the water to the Contractors on an “opt-in” basis.

Water will be apportioned among the Contractors that opt-in based on their SWP Table A
amounts.

In 2014, the City purchased 53 acre-feet of water under Components 2 and 3 listed above at a cost
ranging from $93.75-$125 per acre-foot.

Analysis:
In order to continue to participate in the Agreement, the City must execute Amendment 5, which will

set forth new pricing terms for water made available after September 30, 2015, and entitle the City to
purchase Yuba Accord transferrable water through 2020.

Fiscal Impact:
The Yuba Accord Amendment 5 pricing is shown in the table below:

Table 1: Yuba Accord Amendment 5 Pricing

Current Water Price Schedule Proposed Water Price Schedule
Year Type Component 1/ Component 2 Component 1/ Component 2
Component 3 ($ - per AF) Component 3 ($ - per AF)
($ - per AF) ($ - per AF)

Wet 25 50
Above Normal 50 100
Below Normal 75 150
Dry 100 75 200 160
Critical 125 93.75 300 240
Consecutive Dry 125 93.75 350 280
Years

As can be seen from the table above, the pricing is doubling for Component 1 and 3 water, and more
than doubling for Component 2 water.

In addition, the City will be required to pay a fair share of an annual nonrefundable charge of
$350,000. Based on the City's allocation under the SWP, this equates to an annual cost of
approximately $1,120. This will be due regardless of whether or not the City chooses to purchase
water through the program.

Staff recommends executing Amendment 5 to the Agreement. It provides the City with options to
supplement water supplies.
Alternatives:

Do not extend the option to purchase Yuba Accord transferable water from 2016-2020.




Recommendation:

Adopt a resolution authorizing the Public Works Director to execute Amendment 5 to the Dry Year
Water Purchase Program Agreement with the California Department of Water Resources for Water
Supply from the Yuba County Water Agency.

Prepared by: Submitted by:

/s Dianaw Langley /s/ Steve Kroeger
Diana Langley Steven C. Kroeger
Public Works Director City Manager
Reviewed by:

Finance RB

City Attorney

|—|
T



RESOLUTION NO.

RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF YUBA CITY
AUTHORIZING THE PUBLIC WORKS DIRECTOR TO EXECUTE
AMENDMENT 5 TO THE DRY YEAR WATER PURCHASE PROGRAM
AGREEMENT WITH THE CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF WATER
RESOURCES

WHEREAS, on March 18, 2008, the City Council authorized the execution of the
Agreement for the Supply and Conveyance of Water by the Department of Water Resources of
the State of California to the Participating State Water Project Contractors Under the Dry Year
Water Purchase Program; and

WHEREAS, the City of Yuba City would like to continue to participate in the Dry Year
Water Purchase Program.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the City Council of the City of Yuba City hereby
authorizes the Public Works Director to execute Amendment 5 to the Agreement for the Supply
and Conveyance of Water by the Department of Water Resources of the State of California to
the Participating State Water Project Contractors Under the Dry Year Water Purchase Program.

The foregoing resolution was duly and regularly introduced, passed, and adopted by the
City Council of the City of Yuba City at a regular meeting thereof held on the 18" day of
November, 2014.

AYES:
NOES:
ABSENT:

Kash Gill, Mayor

ATTEST:

Terrel Locke, City Clerk



STATE OF CALIFORNIA

THE RESOURCES AGENCY
DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES

AMENDMENT 5 TO THE
AGREEMENT FOR THE SUPPLY AND CONVEYANCE OF WATER
BY THE DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES
OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
TO THE PARTICIPATING STATE WATER PROJECT CONTRACTORS
UNDER
THE DRY YEAR WATER PURCHASE PROGRAM
SWPAO NO. 14-808

THIS AMENDMENT 5 (Amendment) to the March 31, 2008 “Agreement for the
Supply and Conveyance of Water by the Department of Water Resources of the State
of California Under the Dry Year Water Purchase Program” (Participation Agreement, or
Agreement) is entered into as of the day of , 2014 pursuant to
the provisions of the California Water Resources Development Bond Act, the State
Central Valley Project Act, and other applicable laws of the State of California, between
the Department of Water Resources of the State of California, herein referred to as
“DWR,” and the City of Yuba City, a public agency in the State of California, herein
referred to as the “AGENCY.” DWR and the AGENCY are herein referred to separately
as the “Party” and collectively as the “Parties.” Unless otherwise provided in this
Amendment, the definitions in the Agreement, the Yuba Water Purchase Agreement,

and the exhibits to that agreement shall apply to this Amendment.
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AGREEMENT FOR THE SUPPLY AND CONVEYANCE OF WATER BY THE DEPARTMENT OF WATER
RESOURCES OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA TO THE PARTICIPATING STATE WATER PROJECT
CONTRACTORS UNDER THE DRY YEAR WATER PURCHASE PROGRAM

RECITALS

Under the December 4, 2007 “Agreement for the Long-Term Purchase of Water
from Yuba County Water Agency by the Department of Water Resources”
(Yuba Water Purchase Agreement), Yuba County Water Agency (Yuba) makes
surface water available for delivery and purchase by DWR, some of which is
made available through substitution of groundwater for surface flows that would
otherwise be used by a number of water districts within Yuba County

(Member Units).

In 2007 and 2008, 21 State Water Project (SWP) Contractors and the

San Luis & Delta-Mendota Water Authority (“AUTHORITY”) entered into
agreements with DWR for the purchase and delivery of the water made available
under the Yuba Water Purchase Agreement (cumulatively referred to as the
Participation Agreements). The Participating SWP Contractors and the
AUTHORITY are jointly referred to as “Participating Contractors”.

In 2009, the parties to the Yuba Water Purchase Agreement executed the
first amendment to the Yuba Water Purchase Agreement to address a
technical reservoir refill accounting provision in Section 1 of Exhibit 2. DWR
and the Patrticipating Contractors executed conforming amendments
(Amendment Number 1) to each of the Participation Agreements. This
amendment is still in effect.

In 2009 and 2010, the parties to the Yuba Water Purchase Agreement executed
the second and third amendments to the Yuba Water Purchase Agreement to
make groundwater substitution water available to DWR for purchase as
Component 4 Water at mutually agreed upon pricing. DWR and the Participating
Contractors executed conforming amendments to each of the Participation
Agreements. Both the second and third amendments have since expired.

On January 6, 2012, the parties to the Yuba Water Purchase Agreement
executed the fourth amendment to the Yuba Water Purchase Agreement
providing for annual pricing negotiations for surface flows made available from
groundwater substitution. DWR and the Participating Contractors executed
conforming amendments (Amendment Number 4) to each of the Participation
Agreements. Amendment 4 expires on December 31, 2015.

The term of the Yuba Water Purchase Agreement is through December 31, 2025,
or when all obligations thereunder have been satisfied, whichever is later, unless
it is terminated earlier.

Under Section 15 of the Yuba Water Purchase Agreement, a new amendment is
needed to establish prices for water made available after September 30, 2015.
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AGREEMENT FOR THE SUPPLY AND CONVEYANCE OF WATER BY THE DEPARTMENT OF WATER
RESOURCES OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA TO THE PARTICIPATING STATE WATER PROJECT
CONTRACTORS UNDER THE DRY YEAR WATER PURCHASE PROGRAM

In accordance with Section 15 of the Yuba Water Purchase Agreement, DWR and
Yuba, in coordination with representatives of the Participating Contractors, have
negotiated a new pricing agreement that will be incorporated into the Yuba Water
Purchase Agreement by the fifth amendment to that agreement. The fifth
amendment reflects changes in market conditions since the initial pricing
schedule was proposed in 2004, as well as amending other provisions of that
agreement.

In light of the new pricing agreement reflected in the fifth amendment to the Yuba
Water Purchase Agreement, the parties to the Participation Agreements desire to
amend their respective Participation Agreements to conform with changes made
by that amendment. This fifth amendment to the Participation Agreement shall be
referred to in this Amendment as “Amendment 5.

AMENDMENT 5 to the Participation Agreement
Now Therefore, the Parties hereby amend the Participation Agreement as

follows:

1.

SECTION 1, “DEFINITIONS”, is amended as follows:
(a) By adding at the end the following new definition:

“Contributing Participating Contractor” means any Participating Contractor
that elects to contribute money towards the $20,000,000 deposit for purchases of
Water from Yuba as described in Section 25 of the Yuba Water Purchase
Agreement.”

(b) By amending the definition of Participating SWP Contractors to read as
follows:

“Participating SWP Contractors” means all SWP contractors that have
executed a Participation Agreement, Amendment 1 conforming the Participation
Agreement to the first amendment to the Yuba Water Purchase Agreement, and
Amendment 5 conforming the Participation Agreement to the fifth amendment to
the Yuba Water Purchase Agreement. However, a contractor that executes this
Amendment 5 will not be considered a Participating SWP Contractor beyond
December 31, 2020 if that contractor does not agree to amend its Participation
Agreement prior to December 31, 2020.”
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(c) By amending the definition of Yuba Water Purchase Agreement by
adding after “Exhibit A”: “, and as amended”.

EFFECTIVE DATE OF AMENDMENT

Amendment 5 to the Participation Agreement shall take effect when all of the
following have occurred: (i) execution by the Parties; (ii) execution of the same or
substantively similar amendments by DWR and all other Participating
Contractors that elect to participate beyond December 31, 2015; and (iii)
execution of the fifth amendment to the Yuba Water Purchase Agreement by
DWR and Yuba.

SECTION 2, “TERM OF THE AGREEMENT”, is amended by adding at the
end the following new subparagraphs :

“B. Notwithstanding Subparagraph A, the Parties may terminate the Participation
Agreement on December 31, 2020, if they fail to amend the Participation
Agreement pursuant to Section 3.B.5 and as necessary to address
amendments made to the Yuba Water Purchase Agreement regarding the
guantity and pricing of Water to be made available by Yuba after September
30, 2020 pursuant to Section 15 of the Yuba Water Purchase Agreement.

C. Notwithstanding Subparagraphs A and B, the Agreement shall remain in
effect beyond the termination dates set forth above to the extent required to
enable the Parties to satisfy all payment and water delivery obligations then
existing or outstanding at the time of termination.”

CHANGES TO SECTION 3, “PURCHASED WATER”

a. Section 3.B.1.a, “COMPONENT 1 WATER”, is amended to read as
follows:

“a. For Component 1 Water that is accounted for as Purchased Water and made
available to the AGENCY, the AGENCY will pay:
i.  $50 per acre-foot in a Wet Year;
ii.  $100 per acre-foot in an Above Normal Year;
iii.  $150 per acre-foot in a Below Normal Year;
iv.  $200 per acre-foot in a Dry Year, except as provided in subsection vi;
v.  $300 per acre-foot in a Critical Year, except as provided in subsection vi;
vi.  $350 per acre-foot in two or more consecutive Final Classification Dry
Years (or a Dry Year following a Critical Year) or in two or more
consecutive Final Classification Critical Years.
vii.  Notwithstanding subsections i-vi, in any year in which Yuba’s Third-Party
Transfer of up to 10,000 acre-feet of Storage Component water under
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Section 11 of the Yuba Water Purchase Agreement reduces the quantity
of Component 2 Water available to the AGENCY, the price for
Component 1 Water will reflect the reductions specified in Section 11.F.2
of such agreement.”

b. Section 3.B.2, “COMPONENT 2 WATER”, is amended to read as follows:

“For Component 2 Water that is accounted for as Purchased Water and made available
to the AGENCY, the AGENCY will pay:

a.
b.
C.

$160 per acre-foot in a Dry Year, except as provided in subsection c;

$200 per acre-foot in a Critical Year, except as provided in subsection c;
$280 per acre-foot in two or more consecutive Final Classification Dry Years
(or a Dry Year following a Critical Year) or in two or more consecutive Final
Classification Critical Years.”

c. Section 3.B.3, “COMPONENT 3 WATER”, is amended to read as follows:

“For Component 3 Water that is accounted for as Purchased Water and made available
to the AGENCY, the AGENCY will pay:

a.

$50 per acre-foot in a Wet Year;

b. $100 per acre-foot in an Above Normal Year;
c. $150 per acre-foot in a Below Normal Year;

d.
e
f.

$200 per acre-foot in a Dry Year, except as provided in subsection f;

. $300 per acre-foot in a Critical Year, except as provided in subsection f;

$350 per acre-foot in two or more consecutive Final Classification Dry Years
(or a Dry Year following a Critical Year) or in two or more consecutive Final
Classification Critical Years.”

d. Section 3.B.4, “COMPONENT 4 WATER”, is amended to read as follows:

“a. Notwithstanding any other provision to the contrary of the Yuba Water
Purchase Agreement, the following provisions shall apply to Groundwater
Substitution Component water and Accrued Groundwater Substitution
Component water made available by Yuba, through DWR, to the AGENCY
beginning on January 1, 2016 and continuing through the term of this Agreement.

b. Component 4 water shall be comprised solely of Groundwater Substitution
Component water. All Groundwater Substitution Component water shall be
accounted for as Component 4 Water. Except as otherwise provided herein,
Groundwater Substitution Component water and Accrued Groundwater
Substitution Component water will be accounted for in accordance with the
provisions of the Yuba Water Purchase Agreement.
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c. In every year within the term of this Agreement when one or more
Participating Contractor(s) desire to purchase Accrued Groundwater Substitution
Component water from Yuba through DWR, the Management Committee
representatives of DWR, Yuba, and the Participating Contractors will convene by
February 15 and conclude by March 31 to negotiate the price per acre-foot of
Accrued Groundwater Substitution Component water, any provisions for the
Delta export priority for such water, and any other terms applicable to the
Accrued Groundwater Substitution Component water.

d. In every Water Accounting Year when: (1) one or more Participating
Contractor(s) desire to purchase Accrued Groundwater Substitution Component
water; (2) the annual negotiations referenced in Section 3.B.4.c have reached a
successful conclusion calling for the purchase of such water that year; (3) the
Management Committee representatives for Yuba, the AUTHORITY, and the
Participating SWP Contractors have agreed as to the terms of, and each of these
representatives has recommended in writing said terms and the approval of, a
letter agreement between Yuba and DWR establishing the price per acre-foot
and any modified terms that will be applicable to the Accrued Groundwater
Substitution Component water for that Water Accounting Year; and (4) DWR and
Yuba have executed said letter agreement, DWR will offer in writing to the
AGENCY the opportunity to purchase Accrued Groundwater Substitution
Component water at the price and terms as provided in the letter agreement
between DWR and Yuba.”

5. CHANGES TO SECTION 4, “REQUESTS, SCHEDULING AND
CONVEYANCE”

a. Section 4.A.1 is amended to read as follows:

“l.  On or before April 1 of each year during the term of this Agreement DWR
will notify the AGENCY of the quantity of Accrued Groundwater Substitution
Component water that Yuba will make available during the Water
Accounting Year and the terms of such water, including the price per
acre-foot, and any other applicable terms. On or before April 11 of each
Water Accounting Year, DWR will inform the AGENCY of the potential
quantity of Component 1 Water, Component 2 Water, and Component 3
Water that is available to the AGENCY.”

b. Section 4.A.2 is amended by striking “if not used by the EWA, as provided
in Section 3.B.1a".
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c. Section 4.A.3 is amended to read as follows:

“3.

DWR and the AGENCY will, between April 11 and May 14, confer on the
allocation of water under Section 3A. By April 13, the AGENCY will notify
DWR of the quantity of Accrued Groundwater Substitution Component water
it commits to purchase based on the price and terms for Groundwater
Substitution Component water for that year. The AGENCY may adjust the
guantity of water, up or down, on or before May 14, and on May 14 the
AGENCY will commit to the final quantity of Accrued Groundwater
Substitution Component water to be purchased during the Water Accounting
Year, but such amount will not be less than the actual amount of Accrued
Groundwater Substitution Component water made available between April 1
and May 15 for Groundwater Substitution Component water in accordance
with the accounting provisions for Groundwater Substitution Component
water set forth in Exhibit 1 of the Yuba Water Purchase Agreement. This
provision is intended to be consistent with, and not modify, provisions of
Section 4.A.5. If necessary, the dates herein may be adjusted if approved
in writing by Yuba and DWR with written notice to the AGENCY to allow the
Yuba Member Units to maximize the quantities of groundwater substitution
pumping program water that could be made available during each year.”

d. Section 4.A.4 is amended to read as follows:

“4.

No later than May 19, DWR will notify the AGENCY of the quantity of
Component 1 Water, Component 2 Water, and Component 3 Water that has
been allocated to the AGENCY and that the AGENCY will schedule
pursuant to Section 4.A.7.”

e. Section 4.A.5is amended to read as follows:

“5.

The AGENCY will provide DWR not less than 24 hours notification for
suspension or termination of groundwater pumping due to limitations on the
ability of the AGENCY to divert the Groundwater Substitution Component
water. In the event of such a suspension or termination of Groundwater
Substitution Component water, the AGENCY will pay for its allocated share
of the quantity of Accrued Groundwater Substitution Component water, up
to and including through a 72-hour period commencing after DWR notifies
Yuba to suspend or terminate pumping related to the amount of
Groundwater Substitution Component water requested by the AGENCY
unless another Participating Contractor purchases that Accrued
Groundwater Substitution Component water.”
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f. Section 4.A.6 is amended to read as follows:

“6.

Pursuant to the negotiations described in Section 3.B.4.c in which a letter
agreement has been executed as provided in Section 3.B.4.d, the AGENCY
will comply with Delta conveyance priority, as determined by the
Management Committee representatives as provided in Section 3.B.4.c, for
any Groundwater Substitution Component water requested under the
Agreement, relative to any other transfer water that DWR conveys at the
Harvey O. Banks Pumping Plant for the AGENCY, provided that the
Groundwater Substitution Component water will not have a higher priority
than Storage Component water provided under the Agreement.”

g. Section 4.A.7 is amended by striking “if not used by the EWA, as provided
in Section 3.B.1.a".

h. Section 4.A. is further amended by adding at the end the following new
paragraph 12:

“12.

In the event that Yuba notifies DWR on or before September 1 to not back a
specified quantity of Released Transfer Water into Project storage after
September 30 of a Water Accounting Year, DWR will notify the AGENCY
within five business days and provide an opportunity for the AGENCY to
guarantee, no later than September 15, purchase of that portion of such
water allocated to the AGENCY in accordance with Section 3.A at the
current year pricing regardless of whether it becomes Delivered Transfer
Water. Such water, when stored in Project storage, will be released in a
subsequent year to the AGENCY provided it was stored in Project storage
and not spilled by flood control releases before its scheduled release.”

6. CHANGES TO SECTION 5, “INVOICING AND PAYMENTS”
a. Section 5.A.1is amended to read as follows:

“A. Invoicing and Payment of Purchased Water

1.

On or about May 22 (or within 9 days of the date that DWR receives an
invoice from Yuba), DWR will invoice the AGENCY for fifty percent of the
payment for the estimated amount of Storage Component water that the
AGENCY scheduled as Purchased Water for that calendar year minus any
credits due to the AGENCY as provided in Sections 5.C and 5.D. DWR will
simultaneously invoice the AGENCY for 50 percent of the amount of
Accrued Groundwater Substitution Component water that the AGENCY has
committed to purchase under Section 4.A.3. Within 32 days of the date that
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the AGENCY receives an invoice from DWR, the AGENCY will submit
payment to DWR.”

b. Section 5.A. is amended further by: redesignating Section 5.A.2 as 5.A.3,
Section 5.A.3 as 5.A.4, and adding a new Section 5.A.2 as follows:

“2. a. The AGENCY will pay DWR the per acre foot price for the quantity of
Accrued Groundwater Substitution Component water that the AGENCY
has committed to purchase pursuant to Section 4.A.3, unless this amount
is reduced pursuant to Sections 4.A.5 or 5.A.2.b or is reduced because
the Yuba Member Units do not pump the requested quantity of
groundwater substitution pumping program water for the Groundwater
Substitution Component water.

b. The Parties acknowledge that Section 5.1.8 of the Yuba Accord Fisheries
Agreement allows the River Management Team to schedule the release of
a portion of Groundwater Substitution Component water at a time when it
might not be transferable. The AGENCY will not be required to pay for the
portion (if any) of Groundwater Substitution Component water that is
scheduled for release in accordance with the provisions of Section 5.1.8 of
the Yuba Accord Fisheries Agreement to the extent that this quantity of
Groundwater Substitution Component water is not transferable under the
accounting provisions set forth in Exhibit 1 of the Yuba Water Purchase
Agreement.

c. On or about August 30 in each year that the AGENCY has agreed to
purchase Accrued Groundwater Substitution Component water, DWR will
submit an invoice to the AGENCY for 90 percent of the amount of Accrued
Groundwater Substitution Component water the AGENCY has committed
to purchase in Section 4.A.3 or that is otherwise payable under this
Agreement during the current Water Accounting Year, less the amount of
prior invoices for such Accrued Groundwater Substitution Component
water during the current Water Accounting Year. Within 32 days of the
date that the AGENCY receives an invoice from DWR, the AGENCY will
submit payment to DWR.

d. Approximately 30 days after the end of the release of Accrued
Groundwater Substitution Component water from New Bullards Bar
Reservoir, after confirmation of the amount of Groundwater Substitution
Component water released has been completed, after Yuba and DWR
have reached agreement on the final accounting, and Yuba has provided
to DWR a final invoice that is undisputed and as required under the Yuba
Water Purchase Agreement, DWR will invoice the AGENCY for final
payment for Accrued Groundwater Substitution Component water

9
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provided under this Amendment. The AGENCY will submit payment to
DWR within 32 days of invoicing by DWR.

. The final payment for Accrued Groundwater Substitution Component

water will reflect any adjustments necessary to account for the total
guantity of Accrued Groundwater Substitution Component water payable
under this Agreement and any adjustments due pursuant to Sections
4.A50r5A.2b.

The Agreement provides for a Participating Contractor to pay interest on
delinquent payments at the rate of 1 percent per month from the due date
until paid in full. DWR will assess such interest on the AGENCY if
payments to DWR for invoices pursuant to this Agreement are delinquent.
The AGENCY agrees to pay such interest, and DWR will pay such interest
collected along with the payments on invoices to Yuba.”

c. Section 5.A is further amended by adding at the end the following new
subsection 5.A.5:

“5.

In the event that the AGENCY has guaranteed the purchase of Water
allocated in accordance with Section 3.A that Yuba had notified DWR to not
back into Project storage, DWR will invoice the AGENCY for the amount of
Water the AGENCY has guaranteed in accordance with Section 4.A.12 to
purchase at the current year pricing regardless of whether it becomes
Delivered Transfer Water.”

d. Section 5.C, PAYMENT OF FIXED ANNUAL COSTS AND CREDIT AGAINST
PURCHASED WATER, is amended to read as follows:

“C. PAYMENTS AND CREDITS FOR TIME VALUE OF DEPOSIT FUNDS

1.

The AGENCY shall make an annual payment to DWR for the purpose of
compensating Contributing Participating Contractors for the time value of
the money, computed as a compounded interest rate of 2.25 percent on the
outstanding balance, that Contributing Participating Contractors contribute
by about December 31, 2014 to comprise the $20,000,000 of deposit funds
that serve to guarantee the five-year pricing reflected in the fifth amendment
to the Yuba Water Purchase Agreement. On or about May 22 each year,
DWR will invoice the AGENCY its share of the annual charge to pay the
interest costs on the deposit funds provided by Contributing Participating
Contractors providing deposit funds as provided in Section 5.E. The
AGENCY’s payment of these fixed annual costs will be its share of
$175,000 prorated among the Participating SWP Contractors calculated in
the manner as provided in Section 3.A. This payment may be offset with any
applicable credits due the AGENCY under the Agreement. This annual
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payment will be discontinued once the total interest charges have been paid
to the Contributing Participating Contractors that fund the deposit after the
$20,000,000 deposit has been fully credited to Storage Component water
purchases by the Participating Contractors. This annual charge may be
reduced in the final year(s) of payment to assure complete payment of the
interest without overcharging the Participating Contractors.

2. All charges invoiced to the Participating Contractors for interest as provided
in Section 5.C.1 shall be credited by DWR to Water purchases in the same
Water Accounting Year by the Contributing Participating Contractors, in
proportion to the amount of money each Contributing Participating
Contractor contributed to the deposit described in Section 5.E. DWR will
compute the actual amount of interest due to the AGENCY, if itis a
Contributing Participating Contractor, based on the 2.25 percent interest
rate and the deposit balances outstanding during the term of this
Agreement. DWR shall credit or pay to AGENCY its proportionate share of
the interest amount until the full amount of such interest due has been paid.”

e. Section 5.E. PAYMENTS FOR ADJUSTMENTS TO GROUNDWATER O&M
COSTS is amended to read as follows:

“E.  PROVISION OF DEPOSIT FUNDS TO SECURE PRICING GUARANTEE
1. An AGENCY that has elected to be a Contributing Participating Contractor
shall deposit money with DWR towards the $20,000,000 deposit for
purchases of Water from Yuba.

a. The AGENCY shall pay a deposit of $0 to DWR within 10 working days
of executing Amendment 5 to the Agreement as its share of the
$20,000,000 deposit towards all purchases of Storage Component
water by all Participating Contractors beginning after September 30,
2015. DWR will remit these deposit funds to Yuba by December 31,
2014 as part of the $20,000,000 deposit as provided in the Yuba Water
Purchase Agreement.

b. As Yuba credits the deposit funds to Storage Component water
purchases by all Participating Contractors, if the AGENCY is a
Contributing Participating Contractor, DWR will, in turn, credit these
deposit credits to all purchases of Water by the AGENCY beginning
October 1, 2015 in proportion to the AGENCY’s contribution to the
deposit until the entire deposit has been credited and the AGENCY
has received full credit for or repayment of its deposit amount during
the term of the Agreement as provided herein. In the event that the
AGENCY'’s purchases of Water in any Water Accounting Year are less
than the credits available to the AGENCY under the Agreement, DWR
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will pay such credit amounts to the AGENCY upon receipt of an
invoice.

c. By June 10 each year and by January 17 of the following year, DWR
will provide the AGENCY with an accounting of all purchases of Water
by Participating Contractors setting forth the amount and cost of
Storage Component and Groundwater Substitution Component water
purchased by the AGENCY, charges for the AGENCY’s proportional
share of interest payments, credits for the AGENCY'’s share of interest
on the deposit if any, credits for repayment of deposit funds to the
AGENCY from purchases of Storage Component water if any, and any
other applicable credits and charges provided in this Agreement. If
funds are due from DWR to the AGENCY, the AGENCY shall promptly
invoice DWR, and DWR will pay the AGENCY within 30 days. DWR
will compute the deposit balance attributable to the AGENCY and
compute the interest amounts earned and credited or paid, and provide
the AGENCY with detailed accounting of these balances. DWR will
adjust the deposit balance attributable to the AGENCY’s contribution to
the deposit accordingly until the deposit is fully credited.

2. Inthe event that there are AGENCY deposit funds that have not been fully
credited for Storage Component water that has been accounted for as
Delivered Transfer Water that is made available through September 30, 2020,
then these remaining deposit funds will be: (1) applied to future payments due
by the AGENCY to DWR for Storage Component Delivered Transfer Water
delivered on or after October 1, 2020 under a subsequent amendment
between the Parties at the prices provided in Section 26 of the Yuba Water
Purchase Agreement; or (2) if there is no such amendment, refunded by
DWR to the AGENCY upon receipt of Prepayment funds from Yuba as
provided in Section 25.A of the Yuba Water Purchase Agreement.”

7. YUBA WATER SALES TO THIRD PARTIES
The Agreement is amended by adding at the end the following new section:

“31. SALES TO THIRD PARTIES
Amendment 5 to the Yuba Water Purchase Agreement provides for the sale
of water to third parties under the terms outlined in Section 11.F of that
agreement. In accordance with Sections 11.F.3 and 4 of the Yuba Water
Purchase Agreement, so long as a transfer is carried out consistent with the
transfer water accounting provisions of Exhibit 1 for Released Transfer
Water during Balanced Conditions, the AGENCY will not object based on
the use of the transfer water accounting provisions of Exhibit 1 to such a
transfer as not protective of DWR and the AGENCY as legal users of water
during the time the AGENCY remains a Participating Contractor. The
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AMENDMENT 5 TO THE

AGREEMENT FOR THE SUPPLY AND CONVEYANCE OF WATER BY THE DEPARTMENT OF WATER
RESOURCES OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA TO THE PARTICIPATING STATE WATER PROJECT
CONTRACTORS UNDER THE DRY YEAR WATER PURCHASE PROGRAM

AGENCY also agrees that while a Participating Contractor, it will not
purchase water from Yuba other than through the Yuba Water Purchase
Agreement.”

NO OTHER CHANGES

All remaining provisions of the Agreement that are not changed by this
Amendment will remain in full force and effect.

COUNTERPARTS OF THE AGREEMENT

This Amendment may be signed in any number of counterparts by the Parties,
each of which will be deemed to be an original, and all of which together will be
deemed to one and the same instrument. This Amendment, if executed in
counterparts, will be valid and binding on a Party as if fully executed all in one
copy.
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AMENDMENT 5 TO THE

AGREEMENT FOR THE SUPPLY AND CONVEYANCE OF WATER BY THE DEPARTMENT OF WATER
RESOURCES OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA TO THE PARTICIPATING STATE WATER PROJECT
CONTRACTORS UNDER THE DRY YEAR WATER PURCHASE PROGRAM

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Parties hereto, by their authorized representatives,

have executed this Amendment on the last date set forth below.

Approved as to legal form STATE OF CALIFORNIA

and sufficiency: DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES
Cathy Crothers Mark W. Cowin

Chief Counsel Director

Date Date

Approved as to legal form THE AGENCY

and sufficiency:

Counsel Title

Date Date
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Agenda Item 16

CITY OF YUBA CITY
STAFF REPORT

Date: November 18, 2014

To: Honorable Mayor & Members of the City Council

From: Public Works Department

Presentation by: Diana Langley, Public Works Director

Summary

Subject: Professional Service Agreements with Atkins and MBK Engineers for Urban

Level of Flood Protection Determination

Recommendation: a. Award a professional services agreement to Atkins of Roseville, CA for
Urban Level of Flood Protection Determination services in the amount of
$163,837 plus $15,000 contingency with the finding that it is in the best
interest of the City

b. Award a professional services agreement to MBK Engineers of
Sacramento, CA for Urban Level of Flood Protection Determination mapping
services in the amount of $79,740 plus $10,000 contingency with the finding
that it is in the best interest of the City

c. Authorize the Finance Director to make a supplemental appropriation in
the amount of $300,000 from the Levee Impact Fee Account to Account No.
931204-65517 (Urban Level of Flood Protection)

Fiscal Impact: $300,000 — Account No. 931204-65517 (Urban Level of Flood Protection)

Purpose:
To comply with the Central Valley Flood Protection Act of 2008, enacted by Senate Bill (SB) 5.

Background:

In 2007, the California Legislature passed five interrelated bills to improve flood management at the
State and local levels. One of those bills, the Central Valley Flood Protection Act of 2008, also
known as Senate Bill 5 (SB5), contains provisions related to the requirements for incorporating flood
risk considerations in land-use planning and management.

SB5 defines “urban level of flood protection” as the “level of protection that is necessary to withstand
flooding that has a 1-in-200 chance of occurring in any given year using criteria consistent with, or
developed by, the California Department of Water Resources.” SB5 requires all cities and counties
within the Sacramento-San Joaquin Valley, including Yuba City, to make findings related to an urban
level of flood protection before:

1. Entering into a development agreement for all types of property development.

2. Approving a discretionary permit or other discretionary entitlement for all development
projects.
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3. Approving a ministerial permit for all projects that would result in construction of a new
residence.

4. Approving a tentative map consistent with the Subdivision Map Act for all subdivisions.

5. Approving a Parcel Map for which a tentative map is not required consistent with the
Subdivision Map Act for all subdivisions.

Since 2007, there have been several legislative amendments to SB 5. 2012 legislation required that
the Department of Water Resources (DWR) release floodplain maps for urban areas by July 2,
2013. The maps prepared by DWR for Yuba City show the entire City and Sphere of Influence
within a 200-yr floodplain (Exhibit 1).

SB5 tasked DWR with developing criteria that cities and counties can use to make findings related
to an urban level of flood protection. DWR created a guide dated November 2013 titled Urban Level
of Flood Protection Criteria, which provides cities and counties with direction on how to make the
necessary findings, including evidence required.

Samples of the necessary findings required to make under the urban level of flood protection
requirements include:

¢ Flood management facilities provide the required level of flood protection

e Conditions of approval have been imposed that are sufficient to provide the required level of
flood protection

¢ The local flood management agency has made adequate progress on the construction of a
flood protection system

Samples of the evidence required to support the findings include reports prepared by civil engineers,
mapping of areas within the 200-yr floodplain, the local flood management agency demonstrating
adequate progress on the construction of a flood protection system, and independent panel of
expert review.

In addition, Assembly Bill 162 (AB 162) requires each city and county located within the boundaries
of the Sacramento-San Joaquin Drainage District to review and amend the land use, conservation,
and safety elements of its general plan for the consideration and incorporation of information
regarding flood hazards, mapping, and the establishment of flood risk management goals, policies,
objectives, and feasible implementation measures to protect communities from the effects of
flooding.

The 2012 legislation also extended the compliance schedule for cities and counties to amend their
General Plans and Zoning Ordinances. General Plans must be amended by July 2, 2015 and
Zoning Ordinances must be amended within 12 months after completion of the General Plan
amendments. The urban level of flood protection requirements apply once the General Plan and
Zoning Ordinance amendments become effective, but no later than July 2, 2016.

Analysis:

To assist with compliance of the various flood management bills, staff reached out to leaders in the
industry, Atkins and MBK Engineers. Atkins has a long standing relationship with DWR, and drafted
the Urban Level of Flood Protection Criteria guide. MBK Engineers has extensive knowledge of the
hydraulics within the Central Valley, floodplain mapping requirements, and they have been
supportive to SBFCA on their Feather River West Levee Project.

Atkins’ scope of work includes General Plan Amendments, Municipal Code updates, environmental
documentation, public outreach and hearings, and project management.



MBK Engineers’ scope of work includes compilation of existing hydraulic models and topography,
hydraulic analysis, preparation of floodplain maps, and participation in public meetings.

Due to the proven expertise of these consulting firms and the short timeframe for compliance, staff
believes that it is in the best interest of the City to contract directly with Atkins and MBK Engineers.

Fiscal Impact:

In 2007, the City hired Goodwin Consulting Group to perform an update of its AB 1600 Fee
Justification Study. As part of the update, the impact fee study was expanded to include several
new components, one of which was a levee fee. The fee funds floodplain management measures,
regulatory compliance measures, and non-structural risk reduction measures that are beyond the
scope of SBFCA'’s Assessment District.

The City currently has $860,000 available in levee impact fees. Staff is requesting a supplemental
appropriation of $300,000 from Levee Impact Fees to Account No. 931204-65517 to cover the costs
associated with the Atkins and MBK Agreements plus funds to hire an independent review panel
required by SB5. The Atkins contract amount is $163,837 plus staff is requesting $15,000 in
contingency, and the MBK Engineers contract amount is $79,740 plus staff is requesting $10,000 in
contingency, for a total of $268,577.

Alternatives:

Do not award the contracts, which will result in a delay for meeting the deadlines set forth in SB 5 for
the General Plan and Zoning Ordinance amendments, which will impact the City’s ability to process
development projects.

Recommendation:

a. Award a professional services agreement to Atkins of Roseville, CA for Urban Level of Flood
Protection Determination services in the amount of $163,837 plus $15,000 contingency with the
finding that it is in the best interest of the City.

b. Award a professional services agreement to MBK Engineers of Sacramento, CA for Urban Level
of Flood Protection Determination mapping services in the amount of $79,740 plus $10,000
contingency with the finding that it is in the best interest of the City.

c. Authorize the Finance Director to make a supplemental appropriation in the amount of $300,000
from the Levee Impact Fee Account to Account No. 931204-65517 (Urban Level of Flood
Protection).

Prepared by: Submitted by:

/s Dievnow Langley /s/ Steve Kroeger
Diana Langley Steven C. Kroeger
Public Works Director City Manager
Reviewed by:

Finance RB

City Attorney TH






AGREEMENT FOR PROFESSIONAL SERVICES

This Agreement is made and entered into as of November 18, 2014, by
and between the City of Yuba City, a municipal corporation (“City”) and Aktins
(“Consultant”).

RECITALS

A. Consultant is specially trained, experienced and competent to perform the
special services which will be required by this Agreement; and

B. Consultant possesses the skill, experience, ability, background, certification
and knowledge to provide the services described in this Agreement on the
terms and conditions described herein; and

C. City desires to retain Consultant to render professional services as set forth in
this Agreement.

AGREEMENT

1. Scope of Services. The Consultant shall furnish the following services in a
professional manner.

See Attached Scope of Services
(Exhibit A)

2. Time of Performance. The services of Consultant are to commence upon
execution of this Agreement and shall continue until all authorized work is
completed and approved by the City. Finalization shall be completed at the
direction of the City of Yuba City.

3. Compensation. Compensation to be paid to Consultant shall be in
accordance with the Schedule of Charges set forth in Exhibit A, which is
attached hereto and incorporated herein by reference. In no event shall
Consultant’s compensation exceed One Hundred Sixty-Three Thousand Eight
Hundred Thirty-Seven Dollars ($163,837) without additional written
authorization from the City. Payment by City under this Agreement shall not
be deemed a waiver of defects, even if such defects were known to the City
at the time of payment.

4. Method of Payment. Consultant shall submit monthly billings to City
describing the work performed during the preceding month. Consultant’s
invoices shall include a brief description of the services performed, the date
the services were performed, the number of hours spent and by whom, and a
description of any reimbursable expenses. City shall pay Consultant not later
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than 30 days after approval of the monthly invoice by City staff. When
payments made by the City equal 90% of the maximum fee provided for in
this Agreement, no further payments shall be made until the final work under
this Agreement has been accepted by City.

. Extra Work. At any time during the term of this Agreement, City may request
that Consultant perform Extra Work. As used herein, “Extra Work” means
any work which is determined by City to be necessary for the proper
completion of the Project, but which the parties did not reasonably anticipate
would be necessary at the execution of this Agreement. Consultant shall not
perform, nor be compensated for, Extra Work without written authorization
from City.

. Termination. This Agreement may be terminated by the City immediately for
cause or by either party without cause upon fifteen days written notice of
termination. Upon termination, Consultant shall be entitled to compensation
for services performed up to the effective date of termination. Such
compensation is subject to the conditions of Section 4 of this agreement.

. Ownership of Documents. All plans, studies, documents and other writings
prepared by and for Consultant, its officers, employees, agents and
subcontractors in the course of implementing this Agreement, except working
notes and internal documents, shall become the property of the City upon
payment to Consultant for such work, and the City shall have the sole right to
use such materials in its discretion without further compensation to
Consultant or to any other party. Consultant shall, at Consultant’s expense,
provide such reports, plans, studies, documents and other writings to City
upon request.

Licensing of Intellectual Property. This Agreement creates a nonexclusive
and perpetual license for City to copy, use, modify, reuse, or sublicense any
and all copyrights, designs, and other intellectual property embodied in plans,
specifications, studies, drawings, estimates, and other documents or works of
authorship fixed in any tangible medium of expression, including but limited
to, physical drawings or data magnetically or otherwise recorded on computer
diskettes, which are prepared or caused to be prepared by Consultant under
this Agreement (“Documents & Data”). Consultant shall require all
subcontractors to agree in writing that City is granted a non-exclusive and
perpetual license for any Documents & Data the subcontractor prepares
under this Agreement. Consultant represents and warrants that Consultant
has the legal right to license any and all Documents & Data. Consultant
makes no such representation and warranty in regards to Documents & Data
which were prepared by design professionals other than Consultant or
provided to Consultant by the City. City shall not be limited in any way in its
use of the Documents & Data at any time, provided that any such use not
within the purposes intended by this Agreement shall be at City’s sole risk.
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Confidentiality. All ideas, memoranda, specifications, plans, procedures,
drawings, descriptions, computer program data, input record data, written
information, and other Documents & Data either created by or provided to
Consultant in connection with the performance of this Agreement shall be
held confidential by Consultant. Such materials shall not, without the prior
written consent of City, be used by Consultant for any purposes other than
the performance of the services under this Agreement. Nor shall such
materials be disclosed to any person or entity not connected with the
performance of the services under this Agreement. Nothing furnished to
Consultant, which is otherwise known to Consultant or is generally known, or
has become known, to the related industry shall be deemed confidential.
Consultant shall not use City’s name or insignia, photographs relating to
project for which Consultant’s services are rendered, or any publicity
pertaining to the Consultant’'s services under this Agreement in any
magazine, trade paper, newspaper, television or radio production or other
similar medium without the prior written consent of City.

8. Consultant’'s Books and Records:

a. Consultant shall maintain any and all ledgers, books of accounts,
invoices, vouchers, canceled checks, and other records or documents
evidencing or relating to charges for services, or expenditures and
disbursements charged to City for a minimum period of three (3) years,
or for any longer period required by law, from the date of final payment
to Consultant to this Agreement.

b. Consultant shall maintain all documents and records which
demonstrated performance under this Agreement for a minimum
period of three (3) years, or for any longer period required by law, from
the date of termination or completion of this Agreement.

c. Any records or documents required to be maintained pursuant to this
Agreement shall be made available for inspection or audit, at any time
during regular business hours, upon written request by the City
Administrator, City Attorney, City Auditor or a designated
representative of these officers. Copies of such documents shall be
provided to the City for inspection at City Hall when it is practical to do
so. Otherwise, unless an alternative is mutually agreed upon, the
records shall be available at Consultant’s address indicated for receipt
of notices in this Agreement.

d. Where City has reason to believe that such records or documents may
be lost or discarded due to dissolution, disbandment or termination of
Consultant’s business, City may, by written request by any of the
above named officers, require that custody of the records be given to
the City and that the records and documents be maintained in City
Hall. Access to such records and documents shall be granted to any
party authorized by Consultant, Consultant’'s representatives, or
Consultant’s successor-in-interest.
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9.

Independent Contractor. It is understood that Consultant, in the performance
of the work and services agreed to be performed, shall act as and be an
independent contractor and shall not act as an agent or employee of the City.
Consultant shall obtain no rights to retirement benefits or other benefits which
accrue to City’s employees, and Consultant hereby expressly waives any
claim it may have to any such rights.

Consultant is not a designated employee within the meaning of the Political
Reform Act because Consultant:

a. Will conduct research and arrive at conclusions with respect to his/her
rendition of information, advice, recommendation or counsel
independent of the control and direction of the City or of any City
official, other than normal agreement monitoring; and

b. Possesses no authority with respect to any City decision beyond
rendition of information, advice, recommendation or counsel. (FPPC
Reg. 18700(B)(2).)

10.Interest of Consultant. Consultant (including principals, associates and

11.

professional employees) covenants and represents that it does not now have
any investment or interest in real property and shall not acquire any interest,
direct or indirect, in the area covered by this Agreement or any other source
of income, interest in real property or investment which would be affected in
any manner or degree by the performance of Consultant's services
hereunder.  Consultant further covenants and represents that in the
performance of its duties hereunder no person having any such interest shall
perform any services under this Agreement.

Professional Ability of Consultant. City has relied upon the professional
training and ability of Consultant to perform the services hereunder as a
material inducement to enter into this Agreement. Consultant shall therefore
provide properly skilled professional and technical personnel to perform all
services under this Agreement. All work performed by Consultant under this
Agreement shall be in accordance with applicable legal requirements and
shall meet the standard of quality ordinarily to be expected of competent
professionals in Consultant’s field of expertise.

12.Compliance with Laws. Consultant shall use the standard of care in its

profession to comply with all applicable federal, state and local laws, codes,
ordinances and regulations.

13.Licenses. Consultant represents and warrants to City that it has all licenses,

permits, qualifications, insurance and approvals of whatsoever nature, which
are legally required of Consultant to practice its profession. Consultant
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represents and warrants to City that Consultant shall, at its sole cost and
expense, keep in effect or obtain at all times during the term of this
Agreement, any licenses, permits, insurance and approvals which are legally
required of Consultant to practice its profession. Consultant shall maintain a
City of Yuba City business license.

14.Indemnity. Consultant agrees to defend, indemnify and hold harmless the
City, its officers, officials, agents, employees and volunteers from and against
any and all claims, demands, actions, losses, damages, injuries, and liability,
direct or indirect (including any and all costs, including attorney fees and
expenses in connection therein), arising out of the performance of this
Agreement in whole or in part by any negligent act or omission of the
Consultant, or anyone directly or indirectly employed by the Consultant or
anyone for whose acts the Consultant may be liable, or its failure to comply
with any of its obligations contained in this Agreement, except for any such
claim arising out of the sole negligence or willful misconduct of the City, its
officers, agents, employees or volunteers.

15.Insurance Requirements. Consultant, at Consultant’s own cost and expense,
shall procure and maintain, for the duration of the contract, necessary
insurance policies as described in Exhibit B.

16.Notices. Any notice required to be given under this Agreement shall be in
writing and either served personally or sent prepaid, first class mail. Any such
notice shall be addressed to the other party at the address set forth below.
Notice shall be deemed communicated within 48 hours from the time of
mailing if mailed as provided in this section.

If to City Diana Langley
Public Works Department
City of Yuba City
1201 Civic Center Blvd
Yuba City, CA 95993
(530) 822-4792

If to Consultant: Gary Yagade
Vice President
Atkins
3570 Carmel Mountain Road, Suite 300
San Diego, CA 92130
(858) 514-1032

17.Entire Agreement. This Agreement constitutes the complete and exclusive
statement of Agreement between the City and Consultant. All prior written
and oral communications, including correspondence, drafts, memoranda, and
representations, are superseded in total by this Agreement.
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18.Amendments. This Agreement may be modified or amended only by a
written document executed by both Consultant and City and approved as to
form by the City Attorney.

19.Assignment_and Subcontracting. The parties recognize that a substantial
inducement to City for entering into this Agreement is the professional
reputation, experience and competence of Consultant. Assignments of any or
all rights, duties or obligations of the Consultant under this Agreement will be
permitted only with the express consent of the City. Consultant shall not
subcontract any portion of the work to be performed under the Agreement
without the written authorization of the City. If City consents to such
subcontract, Consultant shall be fully responsible to City for all acts or
omissions of the subcontractor. Nothing in this Agreement shall create any
contractual relationship between City and subcontractor nor shall it create any
obligation on the part of the City to pay or to see to the payment of any
monies due to any such subcontractor other than as otherwise is required by
law.

20.Waiver. Waiver of a breach or default under this Agreement shall not
constitute a continuing waiver of a subsequent breach of the same or any
other provision under this Agreement.

21.Severability. If any term or portion of this Agreement is held to be invalid,
illegal, or otherwise unenforceable by a court of competent jurisdiction, the
remaining provisions of this Agreement shall continue in full force and effect.

22.Controlling Law Venue. This Agreement and all matters relating to it shall be
governed by the laws of the State of California and any action brought relating
to this Agreement shall be held exclusively in a state court in the County of
Sutter.

23.Litigation Expenses and Attorneys’ Fees. If either party to this Agreement
commences any legal action against the other party arising out of this
Agreement, the prevailing party shall be entitled to recover its reasonable
litigation expenses, including court costs, expert witness fees, discovery
expenses, and attorneys’ fees.

24 Mediation. The parties agree to make a good faith attempt to resolve any
disputes arising out of this Agreement through mediation prior to commencing
litigation. The parties shall mutually agree upon the mediator and shall divide
the costs of mediation equally. If the parties are unable to agree upon a
mediator, the dispute shall be submitted to JAMS/ENDISPUTE (“JAMS”) or its
successor in interest. JAMS shall provide the parties with the names of five
qualified mediators. Each party shall have the option to strike two of the five
mediators selected by JAMS and thereafter the mediator remaining shall hear
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the dispute. If the dispute remains unresolved after mediation, either party
may commence litigation.

25.Execution. This Agreement may be executed in several counterparts, each of
which shall constitute one and the same instrument and shall become binding
upon the parties when at least one copy hereof shall have been signed by
both parties hereto. In approving this Agreement, it shall not be necessary to
produce or account for more than one such counterpart.

26.Authority to Enter Agreement. Consultant has all requisite power and
authority to conduct its business and to execute, deliver, and perform the
Agreement. Each party warrants that the individuals who have signed this
Agreement have the legal power, right, and authority to make this Agreement
and to bind each respective party.

27.Prohibited Interest. Consultant maintains and warrants that it has not
employed nor retained any company or person, other than a bona fide
employee working solely for Consultant, to solicit or secure this Agreement.
Further, Consultant warrants that it has not paid nor has it agreed to pay any
company or person, other than a bona fide employee working solely for
Consultant, any fee, commission, percentage, brokerage fee, gift or other
consideration contingent upon or resulting from the award or making of this
Agreement. For breach or violation of this warranty, City shall have the right
to rescind this Agreement without liability. For the term of this Agreement, no
member, officer or employee of City, during the term of his or her service with
City, shall have any direct interest in this Agreement, or obtain any present or
anticipated material benefit arising there from.

28.Equal Opportunity Employment. Consultant represents that it is an equal
opportunity employer and it shall not discriminate against any subcontractor,
employee or applicant for employment because of race, religion, color,
national origin, handicap, ancestry, sex or age. Such non- discrimination
shall include, but not be limited to, all activities related to initial employment,
upgrading, demotion, transfer, recruitment or recruitment advertising, layoff or
termination. Consultant shall also comply with all relevant provisions of City’s
Affirmative Action Plan or other related programs or guidelines currently in
effect or hereinafter enacted.
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have caused this Agreement to be
executed on the date first written above.

CITY OF YUBA CITY: CONSULTANT:
By: By
Steven C. Kroeger Gary Yagade
City Manager Vice President
Attachments: Exhibit A — Scope of Services

Exhibit B - Insurance Requirements
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Exhibit A

Scope of Services

See attached proposal from Atkins.
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City of Yuba City General Plan Amendments and Independent Review
of the Urban Level of Flood Protection Determination

PROPOSED SCOPE

Task 1. General Plan Amendments, Municipal
Code Update, and Environmental Documentation

Task 1.1 — General Plan Element Amendments

Pursuant to Government Code §65300.5, Atkins will perform an internal consistency analysis of the
City’s General Plan and recommend concurrent revisions to verify internal consistency among elements.

Task 1.1.1 — General Plan Elements Review (AB 162)

Assembly Bill 162 requires every city and county across the State to review and amend, as appropriate,
the land use (California Government Code §65302(a)), conservation (California Government Code
§65302(d)), and safety (California Government Code §65302(g)) elements of its general plan for the
consideration and incorporation of information regarding flood hazards; mapping; and the
establishment of flood risk management goals, policies, objectives, and feasible implementation
measures to help protect their communities from the effects of flooding. AB 162 further requires that
cities and counties within the Sacramento-San Joaquin Drainage District consult with the Central Valley
Flood Protection Board(CVFPB) prior to preparing or revising their safety element (California
Government Code §65302(g)(5)) and to submit the draft element to the CVFPB for review and comment
(California Government Code §65302.7).

Atkins will review the City’s 2004 General Plan Land Use Element, Environmental Conservation Element,
Public Utilities Element, and Noise and Safety Element for compliance with AB 162. Atkins will update, as
needed the introduction/background section of the City’s 2004 General Plan Land Use Element,
Environmental Conservation Element, Public Utilities, and Noise and Safety Element to reflect
requirements resulting from the 2007 flood management legislation and describe the present flooding
issues and conditions facing the City.

Land Use Element

The Land Use Element will be reviewed by Atkins, and amended as necessary, to identify those areas in
the City of Yuba City’s (City’s) Planning Area or Sphere of Influence (SOI) that are subject to flooding
identified by floodplain mapping prepared by the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) or
DWR (California Government Code §65302(a)), as appropriate for the City, including, but not limited to:

= FEMA Flood Insurance Rate Maps (FIRM) or Digital Flood Insurance Rate Maps (DFIRM)
= DWR Awareness Floodplain Maps

= DWR Best Available Mapping (BAM)

= DWR Levee Flood Protection Zones (LFPZ) Maps

= DWR Central Valley Floodplain Evaluation and Delineation (CVFED) modeling

City of Yuba City General Plan Amendments and
Independent Review of the
Urban Level of Flood Protection Determination 1|Page



The review of the Land Use Element will involve the assessment of the floodplain mapping, groundwater
recharge, and/or stormwater management information and determining whether any of the
information is new and/or differs from what is included in the existing General Plan Land Use Element.
If the new data is different, then the existing City’s General Plan’s information, maps, objectives, guiding
policies (i.e., goals), implementing policies, and implementation and monitoring plan, as well as the
General Plan Diagram, may need to be amended. For example, the 200-year floodplain map developed
by MBK will be incorporated to identify areas in the SOI that are subject to flooding.

Environmental Conservation and Public Utilities Elements

The Environmental Conservation Element will be reviewed by Atkins, and amended as necessary, to
identify rivers, creeks, streams, flood corridors, riparian habitat, and land that may accommodate
floodwater for purposes of groundwater recharge and stormwater management. The intent of the
legislation is to conserve areas used for groundwater recharge and stormwater management and to
minimize urban development in these areas. Additionally, the review will involve Atkins and City staff, in
coordination with countywide water agencies and with district and city agencies (i.e., flood
management, water conservation, or groundwater agencies that have developed, served, controlled,
managed, or conserved water of any type for any purpose in the county or city for which the plan is
prepared), and will produce for the Public Utilities Element a discussion and evaluation of any water
supply and demand information that has been submitted by a water agency to the City.

Noise and Safety Element

The Noise and Safety Element will be reviewed by Atkins, and amended as necessary, to identify
information regarding flood hazards including, but not limited to:

®= Flood hazard zones

= FEMA National Flood Insurance Program (NFIP) maps

= Historical data

= Existing and planned development in flood hazard zones

= Databases maintained by agencies with responsibility for flood hazard information (e.g., U.S.
Army Corps of Engineers (USACE), DWR, and Cal OES) California Government Code
§65302(g)(2)(A)

Based on the flood hazard information, Atkins will review, and revise as needed, the City’s Noise and
Safety Element guiding policies (i.e., goals) and implementing policies to protect the City from the
“unreasonable risks of flooding,” as required by California Government Code §65302(g)(2)(B) and (C).
The guiding policies (i.e., goals) and implementing policies of the Noise and Safety Element must include,
but are not limited to:

=  Avoiding or minimizing the risks of flooding to new development.

= Evaluating whether new development should be located in flood hazard zones, and identifying
construction methods or other methods to minimize damage if new development is located in
flood hazard zones.

= Maintaining the structural and operational integrity of essential public facilities during flooding.
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Locating, when feasible, new essential public facilities outside of flood hazard zones, including
hospitals and health care facilities, emergency shelters, fire stations, emergency command
centers, and emergency communications facilities or identifying construction methods or other
methods to minimize damage if these facilities are located in flood hazard zones.

Establishing cooperative working relationships among public agencies with responsibility for
flood protection.

Atkins intends to use the following list of information and sources regarding flood hazards from
California Government Code §65302(g) that must be identified within the Noise and Safety Element:

Flood hazard zones and NFIP maps, as identified by FEMA. This includes FIRMs DFIRMs both of
which are available at http://msc.fema.gov.

Designated floodway maps, available from CVFPB. These maps are available at
http://cvfpb.ca.gov/maps/index.cfm.

Dam failure inundation maps prepared pursuant to §8589.5, available from Cal OES. Contact the
Cal OES Hazard Mitigation Branch at http://hazardmitigation.caloes.ca.gov/.

DWR’s Awareness Floodplain Maps, which have identified 100-year flood hazard areas in the
vicinity of urban areas using approximate assessment procedures. These floodplains will be
shown simply as flood prone areas without specific depths and other flood hazard data.
Awareness Floodplain Maps will be added as they become available. The Awareness Floodplain
maps are available at
http://www.water.ca.gov/floodmgmt/Irafmo/fmb/fes/awareness floodplain _maps/.

DWR’s Best Available Maps (BAM), which show 100- or 200-year floodplains, as accepted by
DWR. The 200-year floodplain maps for the Sacramento-San Joaquin Valley and the 100-year
floodplain maps for areas outside of the Valley are available at
http://www.water.ca.gov/floodmgmt/Irafmo/fmb/fes/best available maps/.

Maps of levee flood protection zones, available from DWR. These maps are available at
http://www.water.ca.gov/floodmgmt/Irafmo/fmb/fes/levee protection zones/LFPZ maps.cfm.

Areas subject to inundation in the event of the failure of project or non-project levees or
floodwalls. Areas subject to inundation in the event of the failure of project levees as defined by
the State Plan of Flood Control (SPFC) are available at DWR’s Levee Flood Protection Zone (LFPZ)
maps website at
http://www.water.ca.gov/floodmgmt/Irafmo/fmb/fes/levee protection zones/LFPZ maps.cfm.
For areas inundated in the event of non-project levee failures contact the local jurisdiction for
assistance.

Historical data on flooding, including locally prepared maps of areas that are subject to flooding,
areas that are vulnerable to flooding after wildfires, and sites that have been repeatedly
damaged by flooding. Historic flow data is available at DWR’s California Data Exchange Center
(CDEC) website at http://cdec.water.ca.gov/Ima.html and United States Geological Survey (USGS)
Surface-Water Data website at http://waterdata.usgs.gov/usa/nwis/sw. Also, DWR has prepared
a series of reports entitled California High Water that provides detailed flood information for
specific flood events. For these reports, contact DWR'’s Division of Flood Management.
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= Existing and planned development in flood hazard zones, including structures, roads, utilities,
and essential public facilities, varies by jurisdiction, contact DWR'’s Division of Flood Management
at http://www.water.ca.gov/floodmgmt/or the local jurisdiction for assistance.

= Information from local, State, and federal agencies with responsibility for flood risk management,
including special districts and local offices of emergency services.

= Alluvial Fan Floodplain Evaluation and Delineation maps, available from DWR at
http://www.water.ca.gov/floodmgmt/Irafmo/fmb/fes/alluvial fan maps.cfm, when completed.

CVFPB Consultation and Review

Atkins will facilitate the consultation process with CVFPB staff and City staff prior to and during the
revisions to the General Plan Noise and Safety Element per AB 162. The purpose of the consultation is
to assist the City with guidance related to areas subject to flooding and to provide the City with the most
current relevant technical information available regarding flood risk reduction and protection.

The City is also required to submit the amended element to CVFPB staff and other local agencies that
provide flood protection to the City (e.g., Sutter Butte Flood Control Agency and reclamation districts)
for review 90 days prior to amendment adoption. Atkins will prepare a Review Crosswalk to assist with
the CVFPB review process. CVFPB and local flood control agencies then have 60 days to review and may
provide written recommendations for changes to the draft General Plan Noise and Safety Element
regarding the following:

1. “Uses of land and policies in areas subjected to flooding that will protect life, property, and
natural resources from unreasonable risks associated with flooding.

2. Methods and strategies for flood risk reduction and protection within areas subjected to
flooding.” (California Government Code §65302.7(b))

The City must consider the recommendations prior to the adoption of the draft element. If City staff
determine not to accept all or some of the recommendations, findings must be made in writing to
CVFPB or the local flood control agency that state reasons why (California Government Code
§65302.7(c)). If no written comments are provided within 60 days, the City can move ahead and act
without the recommendations (California Government Code §65302.7(d)).

Task 1.1.2 — Central Valley Flood Protection Plan Incorporation into General Plans (SB 5 (as
amended by SB 1278 and AB 1965))

Senate Bill 5 (as amended by Senate Bill 1278 and Assembly Bill 1965) under California Government
Code §65302.9 requires that cities and counties within the Sacramento-San Joaquin Valley amend their
general plans to include:

= the locations of SPFC facilities and areas protected by the facilities;
= the locations of flood hazard zones;

= and goals, policies, objectives, and feasible mitigation measures based on the data and analysis
contained in the Central Valley Flood Protection Plan (CVFPP).
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Atkins will review the City’s 2004 General Plan for compliance with SB 5, as follows:

= To address the locations of SPFC facilities and areas protected by the facilities, Atkins will
reference the DWR SPFC Descriptive Document, which includes a comprehensive list of projects
and programs that involve SPFC facilities as well as SPFC-related mapping that the City can
reference to determine where their SPFC facilities are located within the SOI.

= To address locations of flood hazard zones, Atkins will incorporate the best available mapping
for the City’s SOI, including, but not limited to, FEMA flood hazard zones (i.e., special flood
hazard areas [100-year flood] and moderate flood hazard areas [500-yer flood]), locations
mapped by a local flood agency or flood district, and the 200-year floodplain map produced by
MBK. Atkins will describe each floodplain map, its purpose, and how it relates to City policy and
land use planning.

= To address revisions to the City’s 2004 General Plan objectives, guiding policies (i.e., goals),
implementing policies, and implementation and monitoring plan, Atkins will review the CVFPP
goals, policies, objectives, and implementation measures, and make recommendations to the
City to revise certain elements based on the CVFPP data and analysis. Atkins will utilize DWR’s
Guidance on General Plan Amendments for Addressing Flood Risk to acquire CVFPP
informational resources and data during the General Plan amendment review and revision
process.

Task 1.1.3 — Local Hazard Mitigation Plan and General Plan Safety Element Incorporation (AB
2140)

Assembly Bill 2140 added California Government Code §65302.6 (effective January 1, 2007) allowing
cities and counties, if they choose, to “adopt with its safety element...a local hazard mitigation plan
(LHMP) specified in the federal Disaster Mitigation Act (DMA) of 2000.” Under new regulations
California Government Code §8685.9 now prohibits the State’s share of any eligible project under the
California Disaster Assistance Act (CDAA) from “exceeding 75% of total State eligible costs unless the
local agency is located within a city, county, or city and county that has adopted a local hazard
mitigation plan in accordance with the federal Disaster Mitigation Act of 2000 (P.L. 106-390) as part of
the safety element of its general plan,” in which case, “the Legislature may provide for a State share of
local costs that exceeds 75% of total State eligible costs.” California Government Code §8685.9 now
provides a financial incentive for implementation of California Government Code §65302.6, which allows
local jurisdictions that adopt a LHMP as part of the general plan safety element. The financial incentive is
realized when local jurisdictions incur state-eligible, post-disaster costs under CDAA. This approach is
strongly supported by DWR) and the California Office of Emergency Services (Cal OES).

Atkins will review the City’s 2004 General Plan Noise and Safety Element and Sutter County’s 2013 Local
Hazard Mitigation Plan (LHMP) (as the City has adopted a resolution to adopt the County’s plan) for
internal consistency to provide for incorporation, by reference, under AB 2140. Any inconsistency issues
will be identified and Atkins will coordinate with City staff to review and modify, as necessary, the City’s
General Plan Noise and Safety Element. Appropriate measures will be taken during project adoption to
ensure an integrated LHMP and General Plan Noise and Safety Element occurs so that the City can take
full advantage of the financial benefits associated with California Government Code §8685.9.
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Assumptions:

= |t is assumed that the engineering and 200-year floodplain mapping by MBK will affect policy
development and potential environmental impacts that may result from land use
recommendations or facilities improvements.

= The City will be responsible for Senate Bill 18 compliance, which will require the City to contact
and consult with California Native American tribes prior to adopting the general plan
amendments for the purposes of protecting Traditional Tribal Cultural Places. For purposes of
consultation with tribes, the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) maintains a list of
California Native American Tribes with whom local governments must consult.

= The City will be responsible for any recommended land use revisions to the General Plan
Diagram (April 2006) or other GIS revisions to General Plan element figures.

Deliverables:
= General Plan Elements (administrative draft, draft, public review draft, and final)

=  CVFPB Review Crosswalk
Task 1.2 — Municipal Code Update

Senate Bill 5 (as amended) under California Government Code §65860.1 requires jurisdictions in the
Sacramento-San Joaquin Valley to amend the municipal code and other applicable ordinances for
consistency with the general plan element amendments under Task 1.1.

Task 1.2.1 — Issues Identification Review

Atkins will review the City’s Municipal Code (amended through March 18, 2014) based on the revisions
to the General Plan policies and implementation under Task 1.1. It is anticipated that Title 4, Public
Safety; Title 6, Public Works; and Title 8, Planning and Zoning contain the chapters primarily affected.
Atkins will rely on City staff to provide feedback on additional Municipal Code titles or other ordinances
that may be affected. Any inconsistency issues will be identified and summarized in a memorandum to
City staff.

Task 1.2.2 — Draft Modifications

Atkins will meet with City staff to review the issues identification memorandum discussed in Task 1.2.1
to confirm the necessary amendments have been captured. Atkins will then prepare administrative draft
revisions to the applicable City Municipal Code pages and present them to City staff for review. Atkins
will revise thereafter and produce a set of draft City Municipal Code page revisions based on City staff
comments. City staff will distribute the draft modifications to other City staff/departments, as
applicable, for review and comment. It will be at the discretion of City staff to post the draft
modifications to the City’s website for public review in advance of the Planning Commission and City
Council public hearing process.

Task 1.2.3 — Final Documentation

Atkins will prepare the final Municipal Code page revisions based on Task 1.2.2 comments and the input
received during the Planning Commission and City Council public hearing process.
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Assumptions:

= |t is assumed that any zoning map modifications, if necessary, will be prepared by City staff.
Atkins will coordinate with staff to ensure consistency between the zoning map and the
Municipal Code.

Deliverables:
= |ssues identification memorandum

= Revised Municipal Code pages (administrative draft, draft, public review draft, and final)

Task 1.3 — CEQA Environmental Documentation

It is assumed that Tasks 1.1 and 1.2 are subject to CEQA. To the extent possible, the CEQA
environmental documentation will be prepared concurrent with the preparation of Tasks 1.1 and 1.2.
Atkins’ objectives in providing CEQA documentation include:

= Provide legally defensible documents in compliance with all applicable CEQA guidelines and
regulations.

= Provide CEQA documents that allows for future tiering, as applicable.

= Provide CEQA analysis that incorporates existing City policies and regulations while maintaining
consistency with current City documents.

Task 1.3.1 - Initial Study/Negative Declaration (IS/ND) or Initial Study/Mitigated Negative
Declaration (IS/MND)

Depending on project components and the need for mitigation, an IS/ND or an IS/MND may be
appropriate for the General Plan Element Amendments under Task 1.1 and the Municipal Code Update
under Task 1.2. To determine which level of environmental documentation is necessary, Atkins will
phase this task as follows.

Phase 1 - Kick-off meeting with City staff
= Obtain data and task-related information
=  Determine whether technical reports to support the IS are required

An environmental kick-off meeting will allow City staff and the Atkins environmental lead to meet and
develop an understanding of the scope of environmental issues, obtain data and information, and
discuss the need for the development of technical reports.

Phase 2 - Prepare IS
=  Determine level of CEQA documentation required

Atkins will prepare a CEQA IS in accordance with §15063 and Appendix G of the CEQA Guidelines. The IS
will determine whether a ND or MND will be required for the proposed project and will contain analysis
adequate to support either document. The analysis will focus on the physical impacts that would occur
as a result of policies and implementation of the general plan element amendments proposed. The IS
analysis will be programmatic, designed to generally analyze broad environmental effects of the
program, while acknowledging that site-specific environmental review may be required for particular
aspects or portions of the program when those aspects are proposed for implementation.
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Atkins will prepare a project description for the IS that will describe the basic characteristics of the
project, including location of proposed improvements, types of improvements, or other components
that may result in physical environmental impacts.

Since the project is a program-level document, Atkins will provide a discussion of the level of detail
known for potential physical environmental impacts at this time, and specifics that will be determined in
the future at the project level. The analysis of the proposed general plan element amendments (i.e.,
policies and implementation) will be tiered from existing documents (e.g., the City’s General Plan EIR), to
the extent feasible, to address the current IS checklist questions, as appropriate, and provide for
mitigation of potential impacts. It is Atkins’ understanding that the City’s General Plan EIR does not
address greenhouse gas (GHG) emission impacts and that the City does not have a Climate Action Plan.
It is assumed that Atkins will not be able to tier from existing documents and will need to address and
prepare GHG emission analysis adequate in meeting CEQA guidelines. Atkins will also utilize other data
and technical information provided by the City and from any technical reports, if prepared, under this
task.

Following receipt and review of the IS, Atkins will discuss the results of the IS with City staff to
determine the appropriate CEQA document for the proposed project. If no significant impacts are
identified, an ND will be prepared. For all questions determined to result in a potentially significant
impact, Atkins will identify programmatic mitigation measures to reduce impacts to the extent feasible.
If all impacts have demonstrated to be mitigable to a less than significant level, an MND will be
prepared.

Phase 3. Prepare appropriate CEQA documentation (ND or MND)
= CEQA document public review
= CEQA document certification

The ND or MND will be presented to City staff for review (administrative draft), revised as directed
(draft), then reviewed again by City staff in preparation for the 30-day public comment period (public
review draft). If an MND is prepared, Atkins will prepare the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting
Program (MMRP) and submit to the City for its use. One set of revisions will be made to the MMRP
based on City comments.

Atkins will prepare the Notice of Intent (NOI) and submit it to the City for its use. Atkins will prepare the
Notice of Completion (NOC) for City staff approval and deliver it along with 15 copies of the IS/ND to the
State Clearinghouse.

At the conclusion of the 30-day public comment period, Atkins will coordinate with City staff to discuss
the comments. Atkins will prepare responses to comments, as necessary, and will forward the draft
responses to City staff for review prior to including in the Planning Commission and City Council staff
reports for review and certification. A final IS/ND or IS/MND can be prepared at the City’s request. Upon
project approval, Atkins will prepare the Notice of Determination (NOD) and submit to the City for its
use in filing with the County Clerk’s office and the State Clearinghouse.

Assumptions:

= Attendance at one kick-off meeting during Phase 1 by, at a minimum, Atkins’ project manager
and lead environmental.

= |t is assumed that the appropriate documents will be made available to Atkins at the Phase 1
kick-off meeting.
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= |t is assumed that the engineering and 200-year floodplain mapping results produced by MBK
will affect policy development and potential environmental impacts that may result from land
use recommendations or facilities improvements.

= Atkins will be responsible for delivering the public review draft IS/ND or IS/MND to the State
Clearinghouse.

= Atkins will be responsible for preparing the public notices.

= The City will be responsible for preparing the NOI advertisement and submitting it to a local
newspaper in compliance with §15072 of the CEQA Guidelines.

= The City will be responsible for mailing the NOI to agencies, organizations, or individuals that
have previously requested such a notice in writing and submit the NOI to the County Clerk’s
office.

= The City will be responsible for posting the notices and IS/ND or IS/MND to the City’s website.
Deliverables:

= IS administrative draft

= |Sdraft

= ND or MND administrative draft

= ND or MND draft

= IS/ND or IS/MND public review draft (15 copies to State Clearinghouse)

=  MMRP (if MND is prepared)

= IS/ND final or MND final (optional)

* NOI, NOC, and NOD

= Public meeting notices

Task 2. Independent Panel of Experts Review

Task 2.1 — Independent Panel of Experts Review

Atkins will assemble an Independent Panel of Experts to review the ULOP determination report
prepared by MBK Engineers (MBK). For this assignment, the panel will be comprised of a single Atkins
employee Seth Ahrens, P.E., CFM. A second Atkins employee, Leo Kreymborg, P.E., CFM, will support
Seth during his review, but he will not be a member of the panel.

ULOP criteria state that the independent panel’s report, as part of its review, should determine whether

® Anurban level of flood protection from the identified sources of flooding exists or will exist for
the area under consideration, or

e The subject flood management facilities meet the Urban Levee Design Criteria (DWR, 2012).

Therefore, the Atkins independent panel review will focus on whether an urban level of flood protection
from the identified sources of flooding exists or will exist for the area under consideration.
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There are five Substantial Evidence findings in the ULOP criteria and two of these apply to the ULOP
determination for the City of Yuba City. An EVD-5 finding applies to the 200-year protection that will
result from the improvements to the Feather River west levee between Thermalito Reservoir and Star
Bend, and an EVD-1 finding applies to the level of 200-year protection (or lack thereof) currently
provided by the unimproved portion of the Feather River west levee downstream from Star Bend and
the Sutter Bypass east levee.

Atkins assumes that the Atkins independent panel will complete a review that conforms to that required
by just the EVD-1 finding. This review will focus on the hydrograph development, hydraulic modeling,
and floodplain mapping completed by MBK as well as the assumptions MBK applied to their analysis.
The Atkins independent panel will write a report summarizing this review. This report may include
comments that MBK would be required to address according to the ULOP criteria. If that is the case, the
Atkins panel will complete a backcheck review of any revisions MBK makes to its determination.

Atkins assumes that the independent review associated with the EVD-5 finding will be done by SBFCA or
its representatives as part of the Feather River west levee improvement project.

Assumptions:

* MBK’s modeling and 200-year floodplain mapping will be submitted for review by January 1%,
2015.

= Atkins assumes that the Atkins independent panel will complete a review that conforms to that required
by the EVD-1 finding.

= Atkins assumes that the independent review associated with the EVD-5 finding will be done by SBFCA or
its representatives as part of the Feather River west levee improvement project.

Deliverables:

® A report by the Atkins Independent Panel of Experts summarizing its review of the ULOP
determination report prepared by MBK.

Task 2.2 — Meetings

This task is for any meetings that may occur between Atkins and either the City of Yuba City and/or MBK
during the review process.

Deliverables:

=  Meeting minutes for each meeting.

Task 3. Public Outreach and Hearings

Task 3.1 — Public Meeting

Atkins recommends conducting one informational public meeting where City residents will be noticed to
attend and other relevant community stakeholders, organizations, and City staff will be invited. The
public meeting will be structured as a community event for the entire family and use innovative
participation techniques that engage interest in the planning process.

Atkins will lead the public meeting with a presentation that will help educate residents and the
community on the general plan amendment, including the general plan and other government and
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water code requirements resulting from the 2007 flood management legislation. The portion of the
presentation covering the Urban Level of Protection determination processes, mapping, and engineering
will be lead by MBK. The presentation information will allow the community to understand the flooding
issues facing the City and will highlight the solutions to the issues being which are included as part of the
project process. It will be at the discretion of City staff whether comments will be collected from the
public.

Atkins will work with City staff to determine an outreach and public noticing strategy with noticing
methods that will be the most effective in soliciting participation. At a minimum these may involve flyers
posted at City offices, information on the City’s websites, and noticing through other community
stakeholders and organizations. Atkins, in association with MBK, will be responsible for preparing
meeting materials.

Assumptions:
= Attendance at one public meeting by two Atkins staff.

= Atkins, in association with MBK, will be responsible for reproduction of public meeting
materials.

= The City will be responsible for inviting relevant community stakeholders, organizations, and
City staff to the public meeting.

= The City will be responsible for the confirmation of a public meeting location and facilities.

= The City will be responsible for posting the public meeting notice on the City’s website.

= The City will be responsible for reproduction, mailing, and distribution of public meeting notices.
Deliverables:

=  Public meeting notices

= Public meeting PowerPoint presentation, agenda, sign in sheet, and other handouts as
determined

Task 3.2 — Planning Commission and City Council Hearings

Atkins’ project manager, at a minimum, with additional Atkins staff, as needed, will attend the City’s
Planning Commission and City Council public hearings.

Assumptions:

= Attendance at two City Planning Commission public hearings by, at a minimum, Atkins’ project
manager.

= Attendance at two City Council public hearings by, at a minimum, Atkins’ project manager.
= Atkins will be responsible for preparing the public notices.
= The City will be responsible for posting the public hearings notices on the City’s website.

= The City will be responsible for the preparation of staff reports to the Planning Commission and
City Council.
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Task 4. Project Management and Meetings

Task 4.1 — Project Meetings

Atkins’ project manager, at a minimum, with additional Atkins staff, as needed, will attend a start-up
meeting in-person with City staff. The proposed scope of work and schedule, along with the roles of
various team members will be confirmed at this meeting. In addition, interface procedures for the
lifecycle of the project between City staff and Atkins will be defined.

Atkins’ project manager, at a minimum, with additional Atkins staff, as needed, will attend project
coordination meetings in-person with City staff. Regular communication between Atkins and City staff is
imperative to provide updates regarding task progress and to identify quickly and resolve promptly any
issues of concern. Atkins will prepare project coordination meeting agendas, distribute appropriate
meetings materials at or prior to each meeting, as directed by City staff, and distribute meeting minutes
following each meeting

Assumptions:

= Attendance at one start-up meeting and up to six project coordination meetings by, at a
minimum, Atkins’ project manager.

= Attendance at additional meetings, at the request of the City, will be handled on a time-and-
materials basis per the Atkins rate schedule.

Deliverables:
=  Start-up meeting agenda
=  Final scope and schedule

=  Project coordination meeting agendas and meeting minutes
Task 4.2 - Project Management

The Atkins project manager will be responsible for collaboration with appropriate City staff to schedule
team meetings, maintain ongoing project coordination, prepare monthly progress reports, and perform
applicable project accounting tasks. Communicating in the form of conference calls to coordinate
project work tasks and scheduling is anticipated. Monthly invoices will include a detail of the work
completed and budget status in a form acceptable to the City. Each invoice will be accompanied with a
progress report that will describe monthly progress and deliverables, identify future activities for the
upcoming month, and note any issues of concern with the scope of services and/or schedule.

Deliverables:
=  Monthly progress reports

=  Monthly invoices
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City of Yuba City General Plan Amendments and Independent Review of the
Urban Level of Flood Protection Determination
PROPOSED COST ESTIMATE

Task 1. General Plan Amendments, Municipal Code Update, and Environmental Documentation

Task 2. Independent Panel Review

Seth Ahrens Project Manager 18 12 18 48 $170 $8,160
Harriet Ross* Lead Planner 96 88 0 184 $190 $34,960
Carrie Garlett Lead Zoning 40 48 0 88 $170 $14,960
Diane Sandman Lead Environmental 0 0 60 60 $170 $10,200
Heidi Gen Kuong Associate Planner 200 40 0 240 $85 $20,400
Sharon Toland CEQA Section Writer 0 0 96 96 $117 $11,232
Janelle Kassarjian CEQA Section Writer 0 0 112 112 $85 $9,520
Mar-Lynn Long CEQA Section Writer 0 0 112 112 $85 $9,520
$45,100 $30,320 $43,532
354 188 398 940 Total $118,952

Task 3. Public Outreach and Hearings

Seth Ahrens Lead Engineer 80 8 88 $170 $14,960

Leo Kreymborg Engineering Quality Control 8 0 8 $202 $1,616
$15,216 $1,360

88 8 96 Total $16,576

Task 4. Project Management and Meetings

Harriet Ross* Lead Planner 32 16 48 $190 $9,120

Heidi Gen Kuong Associate Planner 40 0 40 385 $3,400
$9,480 $3,040

72 16 88 Total $12,520

Gary Yagade Principal in Charge 8 4 12 $240 $2,880
Seth Ahrens Project Manager 28 28 56 $170 $9,520
Harriet Ross* Lead Planner 4 0 4 $190 $760
Diane Sandman Lead Environmental 4 0 4 $170 $680
$8,120 $5,720

44 32 76 Total $13,840
Travel Expenses
Mileage $0.56 2,320 $1,299

Total $1,299

Reproduction Costs

Document / Deliverables Production $500
Administrative Costs (communications, FedEx, etc.) $150
Total $650

TOTAL PROJECT COST| $163,837|

* Subconsultant (ESA)
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Task 1.1 - General Plan Element Amendments

PROPOSED SCHEDULE
Month 1 Month 2 Month 3 Month 4 Month 5 Month 7 Month 8
December 2014 January 2015 February 2015 March 2015 April 2015 June 2015 July 2015

Administrative Draft Elements and CVFPB Consultation

Draft Elements

60-Day CVFPB Review
Noise and Safety Element

Public Review Draft

Task 1.2 - Municipal Code Update

Issues Identification Review

Admin Draft MC Modifications

Draft MC Modifications

Public Review Draft

Task 1.3 - CEQA Environmental Documentation

Task 2.1 - Independent Panel of Experts Review

Review Report and Resolve Comments

Documentation/CEQA Section Writing/Review

30-Day Public Review

Response to
Comments/
Review/Prep Final

Finalize Docs

Task 2.2 - Meetings

Attend Meetings As Needed

Determination Report Provided to Atkins by MBK

Task 3.1 - Public Meeting

X

Public Meeting

Task 3.2 - Planning Commission and City Council
Hearings

Task 4.1 - Project Meetings

PC Hearing/
CC Hearing

Task 4.2 - Project Management

Close Out

Assumptions:

MBK's ULOP Determination report will be submitted for review by January 1st.
The CVFPB Consultation will occur in the first half of December.
City reviews will occur during the following time frames. It is assumed each item listed will be reviewed by the City once.

Review of Administrative Draft General Plan Amendments will take two weeks. Estimated City review period is January 15 through February 1.
Review of Draft Elements will take one week. Estimated City review period is the 3rd week of February.

Review of the Issues Identification will take one week. Estimated City review period is the 3rd week of February.
Review of Municipal Code Modifications will take one week. Estimated City review period is the 2nd week of April.
Review of Draft Municipal Code Modifications will take one week. Estimated City review period is the 1st week of May.
Review of CEQA documentation will take two weeks. Estimated City review period is the 3rd and 4th weeks of April.
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Exhibit B
Professional Services Agreement
Insurance Requirements

Workers’ Compensation Coverage. Consultant shall maintain Workers’
Compensation Insurance for his/her employees in accordance with the laws of
the State of California and Employers Liability Insurance in an amount not less
than one million dollars ($1,000,000) per accident for bodily injury and/or
disease. In addition, Consultant shall require each subcontractor to similarly
maintain Workers’ Compensation Insurance in accordance with the laws of the
State of California and Employers Liability Insurance in an amount not less than
one million dollars ($1,000,000) per accident for bodily injury and/or disease for
all of the subcontractor’'s employees. Any notice of cancellation or non-renewal
of all Workers’ Compensation policies must be received by the City at least thirty
(30) days prior to such change. The insurer shall agree to waive all rights of
subrogation against City, its officers, agents, employees and volunteers for
losses arising from work performed by Consultant for City. This provision shall
not apply if Consultant has no employees performing work under this Agreement.
If the Consultant has no employees for the purposes of this Agreement,
Consultant shall sign the “Certificate of Exemption from Workers’ Compensation
Insurance” which is attached hereto as Exhibit C.

General Liability Coverage. Consultant shall maintain commercial general
liability insurance in an amount not less than one million dollars ($1,000,000) per
occurrence for bodily injury, personal injury and property damage. If a
commercial general liability insurance form or other form with a general
aggregate limit is used, either the general aggregate limit shall apply separately
to the work to be performed under this Agreement or the general aggregate limit
shall be at least twice the required occurrence limit.

Automobile Liability Coverage. Consultant shall maintain automobile liability
insurance covering bodily injury and property damage for all activities of the
Consultant arising out of or in connection with the work to be performed under
this Agreement, including coverage for owned, hired and non-owned vehicles, in
an amount of not less than one million dollars ($1,000,000) combined single limit
for each occurrence.

Professional Liability Coverage. Consultant shall maintain professional errors
and omissions liability insurance for protection against claims alleging negligent
acts, errors or omissions which may arise from Consultant’s operations under
this Agreement, whether such operations are by the Consultant or by its
employees, subcontractors, or sub-consultants. The amount of this insurance
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VII.

shall not be less than one million dollars ($1,000,000) on a claims-made annual
aggregate basis, or a combined single-limit per occurrence basis.

Endorsements. Each general liability and automobile liability insurance policy
shall be with insurers possessing a current A.M. Best’s rating of no less than
A:VIl and shall be endorsed with the following specific language or equivalent:

A. The City, its elected or appointed officers, officials, employees, agents and
volunteers are to be covered as additional insured with respect to liability
arising out of work performed by or on behalf of the Consultant, including
materials, parts or equipment furnished in connection with such work or
operations. Conforms to ISO CG 2009 and CG 2037 10 01. Both are
required.

B. This policy shall be considered primary insurance as respects to the City,
its elected or appointed officers, officials, employees, agents and
volunteers. Any insurance maintained by the City, including any self-
insured retention the City may have, shall be considered excess insurance
only and shall not contribute with it.

C. This insurance shall act for each insured and additional insured as though
a separate policy had been written for each, except with respect to the
limits of liability of the insuring company.

D. The insurer waives all rights of subrogation against the City, its elected or
appointed officers, officials, employees or agents.

E. Any failure to comply with reporting provisions of the policies shall not
affect coverage provided to the City, its elected or appointed officers,
officials, employees, agents or volunteers.

F. The insurance provided by this policy shall not be suspended, voided,
canceled, or reduced in coverage except after thirty (30) days written
notice has been received by the City.

Deductibles and Self-Insured Retentions. Any deductibles or self-insured
retentions must be declared to and approved by the City. At the City’s option,
Consultant shall demonstrate financial capability for payment of such deductibles
or self-insured retention’s.

Certificates of Insurance. Consultant shall provide certificates of insurance
with original endorsements to City, as evidence of the insurance coverage
required herein. Certificates of such insurance shall be filed with the City on or
before commencement of performance of this agreement. Current certification
of insurance shall be kept on file with the City at all times during the term of this
Agreement.
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AGREEMENT FOR PROFESSIONAL SERVICES
Urban Level of Protection Determination

This Agreement is made and entered into as of November 18, 2014, by
and between the City of Yuba City, a municipal corporation (“City”) and MBK
Engineers (“Consultant”).

RECITALS

A. Consultant is specially trained, experienced and competent to perform the
special services which will be required by this Agreement; and

B. Consultant possesses the skill, experience, ability, background, certification
and knowledge to provide the services described in this Agreement on the
terms and conditions described herein; and

C. City desires to retain Consultant to render professional services as set forth in
this Agreement.

AGREEMENT

1. Scope of Services. The Consultant shall furnish the following services in a
professional manner.

See Attached Scope of Services
(Exhibit A)

2. Time of Performance. The services of Consultant are to commence upon
execution of this Agreement and shall continue until all authorized work is
completed and approved by the City. Finalization shall be completed at the
direction of the City of Yuba City.

3. Compensation. Compensation to be paid to Consultant shall be in
accordance with the Schedule of Charges set forth in Exhibit A, which is
attached hereto and incorporated herein by reference. In no event shall
Consultant’s compensation exceed Seventy-Nine Thousand Seven Hundred
Forty Dollars ($79,740) without additional written authorization from the City.
Payment by City under this Agreement shall not be deemed a waiver of
defects, even if such defects were known to the City at the time of payment.

4. Method of Payment. Consultant shall submit monthly billings to City
describing the work performed during the preceding month. Consultant’s
invoices shall include a brief description of the services performed, the date
the services were performed, the number of hours spent and by whom, and a
description of any reimbursable expenses. City shall pay Consultant not later
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than 30 days after approval of the monthly invoice by City staff. When
payments made by the City equal 90% of the maximum fee provided for in
this Agreement, no further payments shall be made until the final work under
this Agreement has been accepted by City.

. Extra Work. At any time during the term of this Agreement, City may request
that Consultant perform Extra Work. As used herein, “Extra Work”™ means
any work which is determined by City to be necessary for the proper
completion of the Project, but which the parties did not reasonably anticipate
would be necessary at the execution of this Agreement. Consultant shall not
perform, nor be compensated for, Extra Work without written authorization
from City.

. Termination. This Agreement may be terminated by the City immediately for
cause or by either party without cause upon fifteen days written notice of
termination. Upon termination, Consultant shall be entitled to compensation
for services performed up to the effective date of termination. Such
compensation is subject to the conditions of Section 4 of this agreement.

. Ownership of Documents. All plans, studies, documents and other writings
prepared by and for Consultant, its officers, employees, agents and
subcontractors in the course of implementing this Agreement, except working
notes and internal documents, shall become the property of the City upon
payment to Consultant for such work, and the City shall have the sole right to
use such materials in its discretion without further compensation to
Consultant or to any other party. Consultant shall, at Consultant’s expense,
provide such reports, plans, studies, documents and other writings to City
upon request.

Licensing of Intellectual Property. This Agreement creates a nonexclusive
and perpetual license for City to copy, use, modify, reuse, or sublicense any
and all copyrights, designs, and other intellectual property embodied in plans,
specifications, studies, drawings, estimates, and other documents or works of
authorship fixed in any tangible medium of expression, including but limited
to, physical drawings or data magnetically or otherwise recorded on computer
diskettes, which are prepared or caused to be prepared by Consultant under
this Agreement (“Documents & Data”). Consultant shall require all
subcontractors to agree in writing that City is granted a non-exclusive and
perpetual license for any Documents & Data the subcontractor prepares
under this Agreement. Consultant represents and warrants that Consultant
has the legal right to license any and all Documents & Data. Consultant
makes no such representation and warranty in regards to Documents & Data
which were prepared by design professionals other than Consultant or
provided to Consultant by the City. City shall not be limited in any way in its
use of the Documents & Data at any time, provided that any such use not
within the purposes intended by this Agreement shall be at City’s sole risk.
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Confidentiality. All ideas, memoranda, specifications, plans, procedures,
drawings, descriptions, computer program data, input record data, written
information, and other Documents & Data either created by or provided to
Consultant in connection with the performance of this Agreement shall be
held confidential by Consultant. Such materials shall not, without the prior
written consent of City, be used by Consultant for any purposes other than
the performance of the services under this Agreement. Nor shall such
materials be disclosed to any person or entity not connected with the
performance of the services under this Agreement. Nothing furnished to
Consultant, which is otherwise known to Consultant or is generally known, or
has become known, to the related industry shall be deemed confidential.
Consultant shall not use City’'s name or insignia, photographs relating to
project for which Consultant’'s services are rendered, or any publicity
pertaining to the Consultant’s services under this Agreement in any
magazine, trade paper, newspaper, television or radio production or other
similar medium without the prior written consent of City.

8. Consultant’s Books and Records:

a. Consultant shall maintain any and all ledgers, books of accounts,
invoices, vouchers, canceled checks, and other records or documents
evidencing or relating to charges for services, or expenditures and
disbursements charged to City for a minimum period of three (3) years,
or for any longer period required by law, from the date of final payment
to Consultant to this Agreement.

b. Consultant shall maintain all documents and records which
demonstrated performance under this Agreement for a minimum
period of three (3) years, or for any longer period required by law, from
the date of termination or completion of this Agreement.

c. Any records or documents required to be maintained pursuant to this
Agreement shall be made available for inspection or audit, at any time
during regular business hours, upon written request by the City
Administrator, City Attorney, City Auditor or a designated
representative of these officers. Copies of such documents shall be
provided to the City for inspection at City Hall when it is practical to do
so. Otherwise, unless an alternative is mutually agreed upon, the
records shall be available at Consultant’s address indicated for receipt
of notices in this Agreement.

d. Where City has reason to believe that such records or documents may
be lost or discarded due to dissolution, disbandment or termination of
Consultant’s business, City may, by written request by any of the
above named officers, require that custody of the records be given to
the City and that the records and documents be maintained in City
Hall. Access to such records and documents shall be granted to any
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party authorized by Consultant, Consultant’s representatives, or
Consultant’s successor-in-interest.

Independent Contractor. It is understood that Consultant, in the performance
of the work and services agreed to be performed, shall act as and be an
independent contractor and shall not act as an agent or employee of the City.
Consultant shall obtain no rights to retirement benefits or other benefits which
accrue to City’s employees, and Consultant hereby expressly waives any
claim it may have to any such rights.

Consultant is not a designated employee within the meaning of the Political
Reform Act because Consultant:

a. Will conduct research and arrive at conclusions with respect to his/her
rendition of information, advice, recommendation or counsel
independent of the control and direction of the City or of any City
official, other than normal agreement monitoring; and

b. Possesses no authority with respect to any City decision beyond
rendition of information, advice, recommendation or counsel. (FPPC
Reg. 18700(B)(2).)

10.Interest of Consultant. Consultant (including principals, associates and

11.

professional employees) covenants and represents that it does not now have
any investment or interest in real property and shall not acquire any interest,
direct or indirect, in the area covered by this Agreement or any other source
of income, interest in real property or investment which would be affected in
any manner or degree by the performance of Consultant’s services
hereunder.  Consultant further covenants and represents that in the
performance of its duties hereunder no person having any such interest shall
perform any services under this Agreement.

Professional Ability of Consultant. City has relied upon the professional
training and ability of Consultant to perform the services hereunder as a
material inducement to enter into this Agreement. Consultant shall therefore
provide properly skilled professional and technical personnel to perform all
services under this Agreement. All work performed by Consultant under this
Agreement shall be in accordance with applicable legal requirements and
shall meet the standard of quality ordinarily to be expected of competent
professionals in Consultant’s field of expertise.

12. Compliance with Laws. Consultant shall use the standard of care in its

profession to comply with all applicable federal, state and local laws, codes,
ordinances and regulations.
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13.Licenses. Consultant represents and warrants to City that it has all licenses,
permits, qualifications, insurance and approvals of whatsoever nature, which
are legally required of Consultant to practice its profession. Consultant
represents and warrants to City that Consultant shall, at its sole cost and
expense, keep in effect or obtain at all times during the term of this
Agreement, any licenses, permits, insurance and approvals which are legally
required of Consultant to practice its profession. Consultant shall maintain a
City of Yuba City business license.

14.Indemnity. Consultant agrees to defend, indemnify and hold harmless the
City, its officers, officials, agents, employees and volunteers from and against
any and all claims, demands, actions, losses, damages, injuries, and liability,
direct or indirect (including any and all costs, including attorney fees and
expenses in connection therein), arising out of the performance of this
Agreement in whole or in part by any negligent act or omission of the
Consultant, or anyone directly or indirectly employed by the Consultant or
anyone for whose acts the Consultant may be liable, or its failure to comply
with any of its obligations contained in this Agreement, except for any such
claim arising out of the sole negligence or willful misconduct of the City, its
officers, agents, employees or volunteers.

15.Insurance Requirements. Consultant, at Consultant’s own cost and expense,
shall procure and maintain, for the duration of the contract, necessary
insurance policies as described in Exhibit B.

16.Notices. Any notice required to be given under this Agreement shall be in
writing and either served personally or sent prepaid, first class mail. Any such
notice shall be addressed to the other party at the address set forth below.
Notice shall be deemed communicated within 48 hours from the time of
mailing if mailed as provided in this section.

If to City Diana Langley
Public Works Department
City of Yuba City
1201 Civic Center Blvd
Yuba City, CA 95993
(530) 822-4626

If to Consultant: Don Trieu, P.E.
MBK Engineers
1771 Tribute Road, Suite A
Sacramento, CA 95815
(916) 456-4400

17.Entire Agreement. This Agreement constitutes the complete and exclusive
statement of Agreement between the City and Consultant. All prior written
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and oral communications, including correspondence, drafts, memoranda, and
representations, are superseded in total by this Agreement.

18.Amendments. This Agreement may be modified or amended only by a
written document executed by both Consultant and City and approved as to
form by the City Attorney.

19.Assignment_and Subcontracting. The parties recognize that a substantial
inducement to City for entering into this Agreement is the professional
reputation, experience and competence of Consultant. Assignments of any or
all rights, duties or obligations of the Consultant under this Agreement will be
permitted only with the express consent of the City. Consultant shall not
subcontract any portion of the work to be performed under the Agreement
without the written authorization of the City. If City consents to such
subcontract, Consultant shall be fully responsible to City for all acts or
omissions of the subcontractor. Nothing in this Agreement shall create any
contractual relationship between City and subcontractor nor shall it create any
obligation on the part of the City to pay or to see to the payment of any
monies due to any such subcontractor other than as otherwise is required by
law.

20.Waiver. Waiver of a breach or default under this Agreement shall not
constitute a continuing waiver of a subsequent breach of the same or any
other provision under this Agreement.

21.Severability. If any term or portion of this Agreement is held to be invalid,
illegal, or otherwise unenforceable by a court of competent jurisdiction, the
remaining provisions of this Agreement shall continue in full force and effect.

22.Controlling Law Venue. This Agreement and all matters relating to it shall be
governed by the laws of the State of California and any action brought relating
to this Agreement shall be held exclusively in a state court in the County of
Sutter.

23.Litigation Expenses and Attorneys’ Fees. If either party to this Agreement
commences any legal action against the other party arising out of this
Agreement, the prevailing party shall be entitled to recover its reasonable
litigation expenses, including court costs, expert witness fees, discovery
expenses, and attorneys’ fees.

24 Mediation. The parties agree to make a good faith attempt to resolve any
disputes arising out of this Agreement through mediation prior to commencing
litigation. The parties shall mutually agree upon the mediator and shall divide
the costs of mediation equally. If the parties are unable to agree upon a
mediator, the dispute shall be submitted to JAMS/ENDISPUTE (“JAMS”) or its
successor in interest. JAMS shall provide the parties with the names of five
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qualified mediators. Each party shall have the option to strike two of the five
mediators selected by JAMS and thereafter the mediator remaining shall hear
the dispute. If the dispute remains unresolved after mediation, either party
may commence litigation.

25.Execution. This Agreement may be executed in several counterparts, each of
which shall constitute one and the same instrument and shall become binding
upon the parties when at least one copy hereof shall have been signed by
both parties hereto. In approving this Agreement, it shall not be necessary to
produce or account for more than one such counterpart.

26.Authority to Enter Agreement. Consultant has all requisite power and
authority to conduct its business and to execute, deliver, and perform the
Agreement. Each party warrants that the individuals who have signed this
Agreement have the legal power, right, and authority to make this Agreement
and to bind each respective party.

27.Prohibited Interest. Consultant maintains and warrants that it has not
employed nor retained any company or person, other than a bona fide
employee working solely for Consultant, to solicit or secure this Agreement.
Further, Consultant warrants that it has not paid nor has it agreed to pay any
company or person, other than a bona fide employee working solely for
Consultant, any fee, commission, percentage, brokerage fee, gift or other
consideration contingent upon or resulting from the award or making of this
Agreement. For breach or violation of this warranty, City shall have the right
to rescind this Agreement without liability. For the term of this Agreement, no
member, officer or employee of City, during the term of his or her service with
City, shall have any direct interest in this Agreement, or obtain any present or
anticipated material benefit arising there from.

28.Equal Opportunity Employment. Consultant represents that it is an equal
opportunity employer and it shall not discriminate against any subcontractor,
employee or applicant for employment because of race, religion, color,
national origin, handicap, ancestry, sex or age. Such non- discrimination
shall include, but not be limited to, all activities related to initial employment,
upgrading, demotion, transfer, recruitment or recruitment advertising, layoff or
termination. Consultant shall also comply with all relevant provisions of City’s
Affirmative Action Plan or other related programs or guidelines currently in
effect or hereinafter enacted.
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have caused this Agreement to be
executed on the date first written above.

CITY OF YUBA CITY: CONSULTANT:

By: By

Steven C. Kroeger Don Trieu
City Manager

Attachments: Exhibit A — Scope of Services
Exhibit B - Insurance Requirements
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Exhibit A
Scope of Services

See attached scope of work dated October 1, 2014.

9 Revised 1/28/2008



Water Resources ¢ Flood Control ¢ Water Rights
GILBERT CosIO, JR., P.E. ANGUS NORMAN MURRAY
MARC VAN CAMP, P.E. 1913-1985
WALTER BouUREZ, IlI, P.E.
Ric REINHARDT, P.E.
GARY KIENLEN, P.E. CONSULTANTS:
DoN TRIEU, P.E. JOSEPH |. BURNS, P.E.
DARREN CORDOVA, P.E. DONALD E. KIENLEN, P.E.
NATHAN HERSHEY, P.E., P.L.S.
LEe G. BERGFELD, P.E.

October 1, 2014

Ms. Diana Langley, Public Works Director/City Engineer
City of Yuba City

1201 Civic Center Boulevard

Yuba City, CA 95993

Subject: City of Yuba City Urban Level of Protection Determination (ULOP), Proposed
Scope of Work and Cost Estimate

Dear Ms. Langley,

MBK Engineers is pleased to provide the City of Yuba City (City) with our scope of work and cost
estimate to prepare hydraulic analysis and floodplain mapping in support of the ULOP
determination for the City. We have extensive experience and background working on the
flood control system in the area and are confident we can support the City on in its effort to
comply with AB 162.

Thank you for the opportunity to submit this proposal. Please do not hesitate to contact me if
you have any questions or require additional information.

Sincerely,
MBK Engineers

A

Don Trieu, P.E.
Principal Engineer

1771 Tribute Road, Suite A ¢ Sacramento, California 95815 ¢ Phone: (916) 456-4400 * Fax: (916) 456-0253 ¢ Website: www.mbkengineers.com



Scope of Work

MBK Engineers proposes to complete hydraulic analysis and floodplain mapping in support of the City of
Yuba City Urban Level of Protection (ULOP) determination. Hydraulic analysis will be performed to
determine the 1-in-200 year flood plain extent as a result of levee failures on the Sutter Bypass and
Feather River levee downstream of Star Bend. Following are tasks necessary to complete the hydraulic
analysis and floodplain mapping

This task includes compiling hydraulic models and topography necessary to perform the hydraulic
analysis and floodplain mapping. Following is a list of data that will be compiled:

e (Central Valley Floodplain and Evaluation Delineation Program (CVFED) FLO-2D hydraulic model

e CVFED topographic data

e SBFCA HEC-RAS and FLO-2D hydraulic models

e  TRLIA HEC-RAS hydraulic model

e Central Valley Hydrology Study (CVHS) results for the Feather River, Yuba River and Sutter
Bypass

e SB1278/AB 5 ULOP Information Maps

e SBFCA and Sutter County FEMA Maps and Interior Drainage Analysis

MBK proposes to use existing 1-D and 2-D hydraulic models of the study area to complete the hydraulic
analysis. Hydrology and hydraulic models for the study area are available from CVHS, CVFED, SBFCA,
and TRLIA. The SBFCA and TRLIA HEC-RAS models of the Feather-Yuba River system are the latest
models used for design of levee improvements by SBFCA and TRLIA, and also being used for ULDC
compliance of the RD 784 levee system. We will assess both the SBFCA and TRLIA HEC-RAS models and
determine an appropriate model to use for this analysis. The selected HEC-RAS model will be used to
compute 1-in-200 year water surface profiles in the Sutter Bypass and Feather River using hydrologic
inputs from CVHS. In addition, the selected HEC-RAS model will be used to determine levee breach
hydrographs for input into the floodplain hydraulic model for determination of flood depths and
inundation limits.

A floodplain hydraulic model of the study area will be needed to route the levee breach hydrographs
overland. Floodplain hydraulic model of the study area were developed by CVFED and Corps of
Engineers using FLO-2D software. We will evaluate both the CVFED FLO-2D and Corps FLO-2D model
and make a determination as to the appropriate model for use. Both models simulate the floodplain
behind the west levees on the Feather River starting near Thermolito Afterbay down to the confluence
of the Sutter Bypass and up the Sutter Bypass to the Sutter Buttes. We will make any necessary
refinements to the selected FLO-2D to ensure all major embankments and structures are included that



may have a significant effect on floodplain depths and extents. Levee breach hydrographs will be
inputted into the selected FLO-2D model to route overland and determine flood depths and extents.

Levee breach locations will be determined after review of water surface profiles, top of levee elevations
and levee problem identification reports developed by SBFCA and Corps of Engineers. Levee breach
parameters will be developed and will be based off of historic levee breach widths, information
developed by DWR's NULE/ULE program, FEMA and engineering judgment. Floodplain simulations will
also account for relief cut procedures currently being developed in the Levee Safety Plan being
developed by SBFCA.

Floodplain maps from the FLO-2D simulations will be developed. The maps will be developed from
CVFED topographic and aerial imagery and will depict depth and flooding extent.

A technical report will be prepared to document the hydraulic analysis and floodplain mapping to be
used in support of the ULOP finding. A draft report will be prepared and presented to City of Yuba City
for review and comments. A final draft will then prepared for submittal to the Independent Panel of
Experts (IPE). Comments from the IPE will be considered and incorporated into the final report as
needed.

This task includes coordination with the City of Yuba City staff, SBFCA and Atkins and attendance up to 6
meetings. In addition, we will attend one Public Meeting, two Planning Commission meetings and two
City Council meeting.



Cost Estimate

Princioal Supervising Senior Engineer GIS
Task P Engineer Engineer & Professional Total
$230 $210 $170 $142 S 166
Compile Data 4 8 8 16 $6,072
Hydraulic Analysis and Mapping 16 24 80 80 40 $40,320
Documentation and IPE 16 24 40 8 $ 16,848
Coordinati Meeti
oor‘ ination, Meetings, ca 24 $ 16,500
Hearings
Total 98 52 128 88 64 $79,740




Exhibit B
Professional Services Agreement
Insurance Requirements

Workers’ Compensation Coverage. Consultant shall maintain Workers’
Compensation Insurance for his/her employees in accordance with the laws of
the State of California and Employers Liability Insurance in an amount not less
than one million dollars ($1,000,000) per accident for bodily injury and/or
disease. In addition, Consultant shall require each subcontractor to similarly
maintain Workers’ Compensation Insurance in accordance with the laws of the
State of California and Employers Liability Insurance in an amount not less than
one million dollars ($1,000,000) per accident for bodily injury and/or disease. for
all of the subcontractor’'s employees. Any notice of cancellation or non-renewal
of all Workers’ Compensation policies must be received by the City at least thirty
(30) days prior to such change. The insurer shall agree to waive all rights of
subrogation against City, its officers, agents, employees and volunteers for
losses arising from work performed by Consultant for City. This provision shall
not apply if Consultant has no employees performing work under this Agreement.
If the Consultant has no employees for the purposes of this Agreement,
Consultant shall sign the “Certificate of Exemption from Workers’ Compensation
Insurance” which is attached hereto as Exhibit C.

General Liability Coverage. Consultant shall maintain commercial general
liability insurance in an amount not less than one million dollars ($1,000,000) per
occurrence for bodily injury, personal injury and property damage. If a
commercial general liability insurance form or other form with a general
aggregate limit is used, either the general aggregate limit shall apply separately
to the work to be performed under this Agreement or the general aggregate limit
shall be at least twice the required occurrence limit.

Automobile Liability Coverage. Consultant shall maintain automobile liability
insurance covering bodily injury and property damage for all activities of the
Consultant arising out of or in connection with the work to be performed under
this Agreement, including coverage for owned, hired and non-owned vehicles, in
an amount of not less than one million dollars ($1,000,000) combined single limit
for each occurrence.

Professional Liability Coverage. Consultant shall maintain professional errors
and omissions liability insurance for protection against claims alleging negligent
acts, errors or omissions which may arise from Consultant’s operations under
this Agreement, whether such operations are by the Consultant or by its
employees, subcontractors, or sub-consultants. The amount of this insurance
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shall not be less than one million dollars ($1,000,000) on a claims-made annual
aggregate basis, or a combined single-limit per occurrence basis.

Endorsements. Each general liability and automobile liability insurance policy
shall be with insurers possessing a current A.M. Best’'s rating of no less than
A:VIl and shall be endorsed with the following specific language or equivalent:

A. The City, its elected or appointed officers, officials, employees, agents and
volunteers are to be covered as additional insured with respect to liability
arising out of work performed by or on behalf of the Consultant, including
materials, parts or equipment furnished in connection with such work or
operations. Conforms to ISO CG 2009 and CG 2037 10 01. Both are
required.

B. This policy shall be considered primary insurance as respects to the City,
its elected or appointed officers, officials, employees, agents and
volunteers. Any insurance maintained by the City, including any self-
insured retention the City may have, shall be considered excess insurance
only and shall not contribute with it.

C. This insurance shall act for each insured and additional insured as though
a separate policy had been written for each, except with respect to the
limits of liability of the insuring company.

D. The insurer waives all rights of subrogation against the City, its elected or
appointed officers, officials, employees or agents.

E. Any failure to comply with reporting provisions of the policies shall not
affect coverage provided to the City, its elected or appointed officers,
officials, employees, agents or volunteers.

F. The insurance provided by this policy shall not be suspended, voided,
canceled, or reduced in coverage except after thirty (30) days written
notice has been received by the City.

Deductibles and Self-Insured Retentions. Any deductibles or self-insured
retentions must be declared to and approved by the City. At the City’s option,
Consultant shall demonstrate financial capability for payment of such deductibles
or self-insured retention’s.

Certificates of Insurance. Consultant shall provide certificates of insurance
with original endorsements to City, as evidence of the insurance coverage
required herein. Certificates of such insurance shall be filed with the City on or
before commencement of performance of this agreement. Current certification
of insurance shall be kept on file with the City at all times during the term of this
Agreement.

11 Revised 1/28/2008
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CITY OF YUBA CITY
STAFF REPORT

Date: November 18, 2014
To: Honorable Mayor & Members of the City Council
From: Development Services Department

Presentation By: Aaron M. Busch, Community Development Director

Summary

Subject: Request from Interwest Homes to be relieved of the requirement to
prepare a Master Plan for the Tierra Buena Road area so that they can
apply for the subdivision of their property along Tuly and Elmer Roads.

Recommendation: Authorize Interwest Homes to proceed with the subdivision of their
property without the requirement for the preparation of a Master Plan.

Fiscal Impact: None. The costs for processing the subdivision map application will be
funded by the payment of the required entitlement fee, a flat rate fee that
covers all staff costs. Furthermore, the applicant will be required to pay
their pro-rata share (estimated at $12,000) for the future preparation of a
Master Plan.

Purpose:

To allow Interwest Homes to proceed with the processing of their subdivision map without
having to prepare a Master Plan document.

Background:

On March 15, 2005, the City Council approved a resolution adopting 12 Growth Policies for the
City’'s Sphere of Influence (SOI) including the requirement to prepare either a Specific Plan or
Master Plan prior to annexing into the City as shown in Attachment 1. The purpose for these
growth policies is to ensure that as the City expanded into the SOI, new development is
comprehensively planned and designed to ensure that there is adequate infrastructure and
public facilities to serve the new area. The 12 Growth Policies are included as Attachment 4.

One such area designated for the preparation of a Master Plan is the area primarily located
north of Butte House Road, bisected by Tierra Buena Road (see Attachment 2). The entire area
within the boundaries of this pre-defined Master Plan boundary is approximately 405 acres.
With the exception of the 11.94 acres owned by Interwest Homes, and approximately 17.5 acres
located along the north side of Butte House Road, between Tuly Road and Romero Street, the
remaining portion of the Master Plan boundary is not yet within the City limits.

Interwest Homes explains in their attached letter (Attachment 3) that they had originally sought
to subdivide and develop the subject property in 2004 before the City adopted the Twelve
Growth Policies. However, they were required to prepare a Master Plan so they decided to
delay the project. Now that the economy is improving Interwest Homes is seeking City Council
approval to be exempt from the requirement to prepare a Master Plan prior to the development
of their property.
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Analysis

The Master Plan and Specific Plan process ensures that all components associated with land
development are comprehensively addressed. The City’'s 12 Growth Policies identify specific
issues that must be addressed in order to proceed with the development of property designated
within either a Master Plan or Specific Plan area. Regrettably, the preparation of a Master Plan
(or Specific Plan) can be a lengthy and costly process to complete which is why Interwest
Homes is seeking Council approval to exempt their property from the completion of a Master
Plan in order to construct their project during this new upswing in residential development.
Please be advised that this particular exemption does not excuse the applicant from any other
Growth Policies.

Interwest Homes in their request to the City (Attachment 3) has indicated that they are preparing
to subdivide the 11.94 acres into a 39-lot single family residential subdivision. According to
Interwest Homes, there is a new economic cycle right now for new single family residential
development projects. Having to prepare a Master Plan could adversely delay the project
beyond this cycle and could eliminate their opportunity to develop the proposed project.

As stated in their letter, that concerns about proper infrastructure planning are already
addressed as a result of the prior development of the existing residential subdivisions to the
east and west of their property. Connections to water and sewer infrastructure, as well as
drainage improvements will occur from the existing improvements in place at Bradley Estates
Drive and Heidi Way which is consistent with the City’s Master Utility Plans.

Staff has performed a preliminary evaluation of the materials provided by Interwest Homes as
part of their proposed subdivision map (File # SM 14-01) and generally supports their findings.
A more detailed evaluation will be completed as part of the entitlement process. Through the
subdivision map review process, staff will ensure that the project does not adversely impact
surrounding properties, or affect the ability for other properties within the boundary of the Master
Plan to develop. As part of the review of the subdivision map, staff will also ensure that the
proposed project complies with the other components identified in the 12 growth policies, such
as quality design, payment of impact fees and school fees, and formation (or annexation) of a
Communities Facilities District in order to provide the necessary City services such as police
and fire.

While staff strongly endorses the use of the Master Plan (and Specific Plan) process for those
properties identified in Attachment 1, staff does support this request because of its proximity to
existing city services and the relative ease it can connect with existing infrastructure. Staff
supports the proposed request. However, to ensure that the property owner contributes their
fair share of preparing a Master Plan document, Interwest Homes has agreed to contribute
three percent of the cost of a typical Master Plan document. A typical Master Plan of this nature
would cost approximately $300,000, so Interwest’s share would be $12,000 (or four percent).
The four percent figure was derived based on the fact that the 11.94 acre project represents
four percent of the developable acreage (approximately 300 acres) within the overall Master

Plan boundary. The details for payment of these funds will be finalized as part of the future
entitlement process.

Fiscal Impact:

None. The developer of the proposed project will be required to pay all applicable application
fees associated with the processing of their application requests.



Recommendation:

Authorize Interwest Homes to proceed with the development of their property without the
requirement for the preparation of a Master Plan.

Prepared By: Submitted By:

/s Aawron Busch /s/ Steve Kroeger
Aaron M. Busch Steven C. Kroeger
Community Development Director City Manager
Reviewed By:

Finance RB

City Attorney TH

Attachments

Citywide Master Plan and Specific Plan Exhibit
Tierra Buena Road Master Plan Exhibit
Request from Interwest Homes

Twelve Growth Policies
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RESOLUTION NO. 05-049

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF YUBA CITY CITY COUNCIL
ADOPTING GROWTH POLICIES FOR THE CITY’S SPHERE OF INFLUENCE
INCLUDING THE DEVELOPMENT OF SPECIFIC PLANS AND MASTER PLANS
PRIOR TO ANNEXING TO THE CITY

WHEREAS, the City Council and Planning Commission conducted public Study Sessions
on January 25 and February 15, 2005 regarding City growth policies as they relate to future
development of the City’s Sphere of Influence; and

WHEREAS, the City Council established boundaries for the development of Specific Plans
and Master Plans (attached map Exhibit “A”); and

WHEREAS, the City Council recognizes the importance of development paying its own way
and that the policies and goals of the 2004 General Plan be fully implemented as the City
expands intc the Sphere of Influence; and

WHEREAS, the City Council expects development to pay the full cost, including staff time to
develop Specific Plans and Master Plans; and

WHEREAS, the Specific Plans and Master Plans would be reqguired to comply with and
implement the 2004 General Plan policies; and

WHEREAS, the City is in the process of developing implementation policies for the City's
General Plan including impact fees, zoning ordinances, drainage studies, etc. and that
these policies will not be fully adopted until 2006; and

WHEREAS, in order to allow development to proceed in an orderly manner within the City’'s
Sphere of Influence the City Council proposes the attached policies including the
requirement for a Development Agreement prior to property annexing to the City.

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that it is the intent of the City Council of the City of
Yuba City to ensure the future growth in the City is developed in a manner consistent with
the adopted General Plan and implementation measures.

That growth pohcxes in the Yuba City General Plan recognize that growth is caused by a
wide variety of factors: state of the economy, interest rates, and availability of infrastructure
outside of the City’s jurisdiction. While most of these factors are out of the control of the
City, the City. should control the planning of land use and the fmancmg of all new
infrastructure including new roads, public improvements, and public safety services. To this
end the City can influence the rate of growth, the location of growth, the timing of growth
level of service, and the provision of municipal services including sewer and water and
public safety services.

Within the aréras identified as “Specific Plan Area,” no preannexation zoning shail be
accepted until completion of the specific plan



Within the areas identified as “Master Plan Areas,” preannexation zoning requests may be
processed pending approval of a Development Agreement that addresses the 12 policies
presented below. The six preannexation zoning requests received prior to February 15,
2005 shall be given priority over subsequent preannexation zoning applications for sewer,
water and preparation of Development Agreements.

Projects within the City prior to these preannexation zonings shall be given priority for
available City services.

Prior to the City processing a preannexation zoning application, the following policies shall
be implemented:

Pl

i,

w

Prior to the City finalizing a development agreement, the developer will have a letter
from the affected school district stating that the developer has satisfied their
requirements for school infrastructure.  This would generaily apply (o any
developments over 4 residential units. The School District would expect, at a
minimum, that all residential developments enter into a Mello Roos District and that
depending on the size of development, land dedication and school development may
be an alternative, subject to negotiation with the District.

All residential subdivisions will include an affordable housing component that meets
the minimum production standard of affordable housing outlined in the regional
compact with SACOG adopted by the City of Yuba City in November 2004. There
are a variety of options of how best to meet the affordable housing requirement.
These options would be subject to negotiations between the City and devsloper.
Drainage Plans shall be provided for all subdivisions of land and shall comply with
the City and County’s master drainage plans.

All developments proposing preannexation zoning to the City will enter into a
Development Agreement with the City. At a minimum, the Development Agreement
will address the financing of roads, parks, public facilities, sewer, water, drainage,
and surrounding infrastructure as established in the General Plan.

All residential subdivisions shall meet the minimum standards for residential design
as established by the City Council.

Sewer and water fees, including connection fees and the installation of major trunk
lines from both plants, shall be incorporated into the cost of development and shall
be part of the Development Agreement.

Development will be required to pay their fair share of major roadworl: as part of their
development and, in some cases, construct improvements of collectors and arterials
that will adequately address infrastructure concurrent with their proposed
development. This would be negotiated as part of the Development Agreement.

Payment of impact fees, which incorporate the public improvements necessary to
implement the General Plan, will be required and will be part of the Development
Agreement. These fees will be estimates and final payment will be based on a



formally adopted impact fee study approved by the City Council. In addition to the
park impact fee, the Quimby Act will also apply.

9. Payment of a fee to address levee improvements and potential flood issues will be
required as part of the Development Agreement.

10. All developments will enter into a Community Facilities District to assist in funding
police, fire and park maintenance.

11. All developments will address the community design policies in the General Plan

including walkabile, livable concepts and address the village concept as provided for
in the General Plan.

12. It will continue to remain the policy of the City that City services will not be extended
to unincorporated areas of the Sphere of Influence without first annexing to the City.

As in the past, exceptions can be granted for serious health and safety related
problems.

Once the above policies have been completed and checked off by the Community
Development Department and approved by the City Manager, a hearing for preannexation
will be scheduled before the Planning Commission and City Council for consideration. All of
these policies are subject to adequate sewer and water capacity and will be processed on a
case-by-case basis. Developments completing the process and receiving preannexation

zoning and annexation to the City will be issued building permits based on the City’s ability
to provide sewer and water at that time.

These policies will be reviewed following the adoption of the implementation legislation, i.e.,
zoning ordinance, impact fees, etc. for the General Plan sometime in early 20086.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the City Council adopts these policies and attached
“Exhibit A” outlining the Specific Plan boundaries and Master Plan.

The foregoing resolution was duly and regularly introduced, passed, and adopted by the

City Council of the City of Yuba City at a regular meeting thereof held on the 15" day of
March, 2005.

AYES: Councilmembers Doolittle, Hellberg, Miller, Ramirez and Mayor Cartoscelli
NOES: None

ABSENT: None
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CITY OF YUBA CITY
STAFF REPORT

Date: November 18, 2014

To: Honorable Mayor & Members of the City Council

From: Community Development Department

Presentation By: Aaron M. Busch, Community Development Director

Summary

Subiject: Continuation of reduced development impact fees for single-family

residential development and consideration of reduced development
impact fees for all other residential development types (i.e. duplex, multi-
family, and mobile home)

Recommendation:  Adopt a Resolution that: 1) authorizes the extension of a temporary city-
wide reduction of development impact fees for residential development
projects beginning January 1, 2015; and, 2) authorizes the temporary
city-wide reduction of development impact fees for “other” residential
development projects (including: duplex; multi-family; and, mobile home)
beginning January 1, 2015

Fiscal Impact: The potential difference in the amount of development impact fees
collected is $5,296 per unit. The potential difference in the amount of
development impact fees collected is: $4,968 per unit for Duplex
projects; $3,758 per unit for Multi-family projects; and, $3,042 per unit
for Mobile Home projects

Background:

At the February 5, 2013 City Council meeting, the Council approved an extension of the
reduced impact fee program in response to a request from Interwest Homes about the
possibility of the City continuing to collect reduced development impact fees for single-family
residential units. Earlier that year, Interwest Homes had requested the extension of the reduced
impact fee program because they had utilized their final building permit under the prior reduced
fee program that expired in December, 2012.

With the expiration of the prior fee reduction program, the proposed reduced fee program
consisted of a multi-year program that increased each subsequent year by approximately
$5,000 per unit (or 1/3 of the difference between 2004 and ultimate fee) each year.

At the December 17, 2013 meeting, the City Council approved the next incremental increase
of the impact fee. As a reminder the planned annual increase of the impact fee for single
family residential projects was based on the calculation below:
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2004 Impact Fee Adjusted 2004 Impact Fee Current Impact Fee
(w/levee) (w/levee)
$5,658/unit $8,943/unit $24,833/unit
Difference = $15,890/unit

Based on the above difference in fee costs of $15,890 per unit, the planned annual increase
would equate to $5,297 each year ($15,890 divided by 3 = $5,297).

As the end of 2014 approaches, staff is bringing this matter back to Council for further
discussion regarding the next planned increase for the beginning of 2015. In arelated matter,
staff is also proposing a temporary reduction for all other types of residential development
projects (i.e. duplex; multi-family; and, mobile home) for consistency purposes.

At the time the subject of reduced impact fees for single family residential projects was being
discussed, there were no applications being made for the “other” types of residential
development. As aresult, there was no discussion regarding a similar fee reduction for those
other residential use types.

Recently, however, staff was contacted by two different developers who are looking to
construct two individual multi-family apartment projects. According to both developers, the
City’s current impact fees are too high to for their proposed projects to be financially feasible.
Given that the current fees assessed for multi-family residential development projects are
actually higher than the impact fees assessed for single family projects, it seems appropriate to
incorporate the same temporary reduction methodology for the “other” residential use types

Provided below is a discussion regarding the planned increase in the single-family residential
impact fees, as well as a discussion for a new temporary reduction in other residential impact
fees.

Analysis:
Single Family Residential Impact Fees

By applying the same formulas as utilized in the prior table, the anticipated incremental
increases would be as shown below:

Implementation Date Fee Proposal*
(includes levee fee)
Year One (2013) $8,943
(Base 2004 impact fee plus levee fee)
Year Two (2014) $14,240

(Base plus 1/3 difference)

Year Three (2015) $19,537
(Base plus 2/3 difference)

Year Four (2016) $24,833
(Full impact fee)

* Does not include annual inflationary adjustments



Please note that the above amounts do not include the Sutter County impact fees or any other
City fees such as water and sewer connection fees.

To date, the City has issued 59 single family residential permits through the end of October
this year. In 2013, the City issued a total of 50 single family residential permits for the entire
year. Given the slight improvement from last year (and prior years) staff believes that it is
appropriate to continue forward with the previously approved fee reduction program, including
an incremental increase as originally planned.

The proposed incremental increase is reflected in the attached Resolution (Exhibit A). As with
the prior year, the reduced impact fee program would apply to anyone seeking to obtain a
building permit for single family residential development projects. The Resolution also includes
provisions for another annual review at the end of 2015, as well as a provision for the City
Council to bring the item back for Council consideration in the event that the local economy
picks up significantly and building permit activity increases dramatically to warrant a
subsequent increase of the impact fee costs prior to end of 2015.

Other Residential Impact Fees

Provided in the table below is the three other residential use types with the 2004 impact fee
rates, the current impact fee rates, and the overall difference between the two numbers.

Use Type 2004 Impact Current Impact Fee Difference Incremental
Fee Increase Amount

Duplex $6,675 $21,578 $14,903 $4,968/yr

Multi-Family $3,174 $14,449 $11,275 $3,758/yr

Mobile Home $4,549 $13,674 $9,125 $3,042/yr

To remain consistent with the methodology that was used for the single family residential
impact fee reduction, the resulting fee difference for each use type above was then divided by
three to calculate the planned incremental increase for the three year implementation plan.
By applying the same methodology that was used for temporary reduction for single family
impact fees, the anticipated incremental increases for the other residential use types would be
as shown below:

Implementation Date Duplex Multi-Family Mobile Home
Year One (2013) $6,675 $3,174 $4,549
(Base fee)

Year Two (2014) $11,643 $6,932 $7,591
(Base + 1/3

difference)

Year Three (2015) $16,611 $10,690 $10,633
(Base 2/3 difference)

Year Four (2016) $21,578 $14,448 $13,674
(Full impact fee)

Does not include annual inflationary adjustments



Please note that the above amounts do not include other City fees such as levee, water and
sew er connection fees. The above fee amounts also do not include Sutter County impact fees.

Staff is recommending that the implementation for the temporary impact fee reduction for the
other three residential use types follow the same implementation schedule utilized for single
family development projects.

The proposed temporary impact fee reduction for the other three residential use types is also
reflected in the attached Resolution (Exhibit A).

Infill Reductions

A final amendment that staff is proposing as part of this proposal relates to the reduction of
impact fees for “Infill” projects. When the City Council approved the City’s AB 1600 Impact
Fee Update at their October 16, 2007 meeting, the Council also approved a provision for
reduced impact fees for projects that were considered “Infill” projects. According to the
provisions of the Resolution that approved the Impact Fee Update, Infill projects would be
provided incentives to encourage development of infill projects in the Redevelopment area east
of SR99. Those incentives included 50% fee reductions for: water/sewer (pipelines only);
transportation; and, parks.

At that time, Infill projects were identified as projects located within the City’s former
Redevelopment boundaries (see Attachment 1). The purpose for using a location map versus a
formal definition for “Infill” was that there are a variety of factors that contribute to a project
being considered Infill that may not always be met. By utilizing the former Redevelopment
boundary, it was assumed that projects within that boundary qualified as Infill projects since
there was already city infrastructure and services in those locations.

The challenge with this approach is that the former Redevelopment boundary does not capture
all areas within the community that could be considered Infill. For example, the two potential
apartment projects are each located outside the boundaries of the former Redevelopment
boundary and would therefore not be eligible for any Infill reductions. However, when you
consider their respective locations at: 1) Kenny Drive, immediately east of E. Onstott Frontage
Road; and, 2) south side of Lincoln Road, immediately west of Garden Highw ay, consideration
should be given that these two projects be considered Infill. This is based on the fact that
both sites are surrounded by existing development and most infrastructure improvements
already exist.

To accommodate this type of occurrence, staff is recommending a minor modification to the
Infill provision for impact fees. Staff recommends keeping the existing boundary definition, but
adding a provision that other locations may be considered as an Infill project on a case by case
basis, subject to the Community Development Director’s approval. As part of that additional
review process, staff would require that any project located outside the former Redevelopment
boundary would have to be surrounded by existing development projects on at least 75
percent of its borders in order to be considered as Infill. These additional provisions are
included in the attached Resolution (Exhibit A).

Fiscal Impact:

The potential difference in the amount of development impact fees collected is $5,296 per
unit. The potential difference in the amount of development impact fees collected is: $4,968



per unit for Duplex projects; $3,758 per unit for Multi-family projects; and, $3,042 per unit for
Mobile Home projects

Recommendation:

Adopt a Resolution authorizing the extension of a temporary city-wide reduction of
development impact fees for residential development projects beginning January 1, 2015.

Alternative Recommendations:

1. Recommend no continuation of the fee reductions and collect current impact fees at full
value.

2. Recommend no increase be added and continue to collect the adjusted 2004 fee.

Prepared By: Submitted By:

[/ Aawron Busch /s/ Steve Kroeger
Aaron M. Busch Steven C. Kroeger
Community Development Director City Manager
Reviewed By:

Finance RB

City Attorney TH

Exhibits

A. Resolution

Attachments

1. “Infill” Boundary Map



Exhibit A
RESOLUTION NO.

A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING A CONTINUED TEMPORARY
CITYWIDE FEE REDUCTION FOR RESIDENTIAL HOMEBUILDERS
ON NEW SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENTIAL UNITS

WHEREAS, as a result of the on-going unprecedented economic and real estate
environment, the City Council has previously reduced the development impact fees (“DIF”)
for single-family residential projects in an effort to promote new residential development
and new economic growth for the community; and,

WHEREAS, the City Council approved a Temporary Citywide Fee Reduction for 48 units
utilizing the 2004 fee rates on June 2, 2009; and,

WHEREAS, the City Council approved an extension of the Temporary Citywide Fee
Reduction for another 24 units utilizing the 2004 fee rates on May 4, 2010; and,

WHEREAS, all of the fee reduced permits authorized by the City Council had been utilized
prior to the December 2012 deadline and the reduced fee program had expired; and,

WHEREAS, the City Council approved an extension of the Temporary Citywide Fee
Reduction program through the end of December 2013, on February 5, 2013; and;

WHEREAS, the Council approved the first incremental increase in the fee amount planned
for implementation on January 1, 2014 at their December 17, 2013 City Council meeting;
and,

WHEREAS, the Council approved the extension subject to an annual review in December
2014 for purposes of discussing another incremental increase in the fee amount to be
collected beginning in January 2015, and,

WHEREAS, the Council desires to approve a similar temporary reduction of impact fees for
all other residential use types including: duplex; multi-family; and, mobile home as part of
this approval; and,

WHEREAS, the Council desires to expand the definition of “Infill” projects in order to more
accurately apply the allowable fee reduction to eligible development projects; and,

WHEREAS, the City of Yuba City expects the fee reduction will result in job retention and
new secondary commerce throughout the community as a result of new residential
construction activity stimulated by the fee reduction.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Yuba City as
follows:



SECTION 1.
The temporary citywide fee reduction program is hereby extended as follows:

A. Beginning January 1, 2015 the development impact fee to be collected for new
single family residential building permits shall be the 2004 impact fee amount
($5,658) plus an increase $10,594 (representing 2/3 of the difference between 2004
impact fee rates and the ultimate impact fee rate) for a sub-total of $16,252 per unit.
In addition, homebuilders will also be responsible for paying the then current levee,
school, County impact, water, and sewer fees. All fees shall be paid upon the
issuance of building permit.

B. Beginning January 1, 2015 the development impact fee to be collected for new
duplex, multi-family, and mobile home residential building permits shall be based on
the 2004 impact fee amount plus an increase representing 2/3 of the difference
between 2004 impact fee rates and the ultimate impact fee rate. Based on this
methodology, the new impact fees for duplex is $16,611 per unit; for multi-family is
$10,690 per unit; and, for mobile home is $13,674 per unit. In addition,
homebuilders will also be responsible for paying the then current levee, school,
County impact, water, and sewer fees. All fees shall be paid upon the issuance of
building permit

C. Pre-payment of building permit fees (including the temporary reduced impact fee)
prior to this planned increase shall only be allowed for specific lot numbers or
addresses. Pre-payment of building permit fees for speculative lots is not allowed.
If building permit fees have been pre-paid for a specific lot, the building permit shall
comply with all applicable timelines of the California Building Code.

D. This temporary fee reduction shall be valid until December 31, 2015. Prior to said
expiration date, the City Council shall revisit this subject to determine if additional
adjustments shall be made for the beginning of 2016. This provision does not
preclude the City Council from bringing this matter back sooner for reconsideration
of additional increases in the event the local economy and development industry
dramatically improves.

SECTION 2.

A. The current definition for Infill project boundaries is hereby expanded so that other
locations may be considered as an Infill project on a case by case basis, subject to
the Community Development Director’s approval. Any project under consideration
for being classified as an Infill project that is located outside the former
Redevelopment boundary would have to be surrounded by existing development
projects on at least 75 percent of its borders in order to be considered as Infill.

The foregoing Resolution was duly and regularly introduced, passed and adopted by the



City Council of the City of Yuba City at a regular meeting thereof held on the 18" day of
November, 2014:

AYES:

NOES:

ABSENT:

KASH GILL, MAYOR

ATTEST

TERREL LOCKE, CITY CLERK



RESOLUTION NO. __

A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING A CONTINUED TEMPORARY CITYWIDE
FEE REDUCTION FOR RESIDENTIAL HOMEBUILDERS ON NEW SINGLE
FAMILY RESIDENTIAL UNITS

WHEREAS, as aresult of the on-going unprecedented economic and real estate environment, the
City Council has previously reduced the development impact fees (“DIF”) for single-family residential
projects in an effort to promote new residential development and new economic growth for the
community; and,

WHEREAS, the City Council approved a Temporary Citywide Fee Reduction for 48 units utilizing the
2004 fee rates on June 2, 2009; and,

WHEREAS, the City Council approved an extension of the Temporary Citywide Fee Reduction for
another 24 units utilizing the 2004 fee rates on May 4, 2010; and,

WHEREAS, all of the fee reduced permits authorized by the City Council had been utilized prior to
the December 2012 deadline and the reduced fee program had expired; and,

WHEREAS, the City Council approved an extension of the Temporary Citywide Fee Reduction
program through the end of December 2013, on February 5, 2013; and;

WHEREAS, the Council approved the first incremental increase in the fee amount planned for
implementation on January 1, 2014 at their December 17, 2013 City Council meeting; and,

WHEREAS, the Council approved the extension subject to an annual review in December 2014 for
purposes of discussing another incremental increase in the fee amount to be collected beginning in
January 2015, and,

WHEREAS, the Council desires to approve a similar temporary reduction of impact fees for all other
residential use types including: duplex; multi-family; and, mobile home as part of this approval; and,

WHEREAS, the Council desires to expand the definition of “Infill” projects in order to more
accurately apply the allowable fee reduction to eligible development projects; and,

WHEREAS, the City of Yuba City expects the fee reduction will result in job retention and new
secondary commerce throughout the community as a result of new residential construction activity
stimulated by the fee reduction.
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Yuba City as follows:
SECTION 1.
The temporary citywide fee reduction program is hereby extended as follows:

A. Beginning January 1, 2015 the development impact fee to be collected for new single family

residential building permits shall be the 2004 impact fee amount ($5,658) plus an increase

$10,594 (representing 2/3 of the difference between 2004 impact fee rates and the ultimate
impact fee rate) for a sub-total of $16,252 per unit. In addition, homebuilders will also be



responsible for paying the then current levee, school, County impact, water, and sewer fees.
All fees shall be paid upon the issuance of building permit.

B. Beginning January 1, 2015 the development impact fee to be collected for new duplex, multi-
family, and mobile home residential building permits shall be based on the 2004 impact fee
amount plus an increase representing 2/3 of the difference between 2004 impact fee rates
and the ultimate impact fee rate. Based on this methodology, the new impact fees for
duplex is $16,611 per unit; for multi-family is $10,690 per unit; and, for mobile home is
$13,674 per unit. In addition, homebuilders will also be responsible for paying the then
current levee, school, County impact, water, and sewer fees. All fees shall be paid upon the
issuance of building permit

C. Pre-payment of building permit fees (including the temporary reduced impact fee) prior to
this planned increase shall only be allowed for specific lot numbers or addresses. Pre-
payment of building permit fees for speculative lots is not allowed. If building permit fees
have been pre-paid for a specific lot, the building permit shall comply with all applicable
timelines of the California Building Code.

D. This temporary fee reduction shall be valid until December 31, 2015. Prior to said expiration
date, the City Council shall revisit this subject to determine if additional adjustments shall be
made for the beginning of 2016. This provision does not preclude the City Council from
bringing this matter back sooner for reconsideration of additional increases in the event the
local economy and development industry dramatically improves.

SECTION 2.

A. The current definition for Infill project boundaries is hereby expanded so that other locations
may be considered as an Infill project on a case by case basis, subject to the Community
Development Director’s approval. Any project under consideration for being classified as an
Infill project that is located outside the former Redevelopment boundary would have to be
surrounded by existing development projects on at least 75 percent of its borders in order to
be considered as Infill.

The foregoing Resolution was duly and regularly introduced, passed and adopted by the City
Council of the City of Yuba City at a regular meeting thereof held on the 18" day of November, 2014:

AYES:
NOES:

ABSENT:

Kash Gill, Mayor

ATTEST

Terrel Locke, City Clerk
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Agenda Item 19

CITY OF YUBA CITY
STAFF REPORT

Date: November 18, 2014
To: Honorable Mayor & Members of the City Council
From: Development Services Department

Presentation By: Aaron M. Busch, Community Development Director

Summary

Subject: Status update for the Highway 20 Revitalization Strategy for the future
enhancement of Highway 20 between Highway 99 and the eastern city
limits.

Recommendation: Direct staff to continue forward with the next step in the Highway 20
Revitalization Strategy which is the development of the “Highway 20
Opportunity Based Implementation Plan”

Fiscal Impact: SACOG has awarded the City $100,000 for the second phase of the
project. The City was required to match these funds in the amount of
$10,920 which will come from the City’'s General Plan Update CIP fund
(fund 901080-65514).

Purpose:

Update regarding the City’s strategy for the future enhancement of the Highway 20 street
corridor between Highway 99 and the eastern city limits.

Background:

The Highway 20 Revitalization Strategy is a multiple-phased project that is intended to revitalize
an older and underutilized commercial corridor that serves as a prominent gateway into Yuba
City. The ultimate vision for the Revitalization Strategy is to create an active and vibrant
corridor of regional-serving and neighborhood-serving commercial and service uses that
integrate well with the surrounding mixed use and residential development on either side of the
corridor. New development and redevelopment will provide visible enhancements to the
corridor and help to create a sense of place and distinct character in this important gateway
area. Improvements will be attractive and pedestrian scaled.

To achieve this long-range vision for the Highway 20 corridor (especially now with the
elimination of the former Redevelopment Agency), the City has been planning to incrementally
develop key components for the successful revitalization of the subject corridor. The ultimate
goal for the corridor would be the development of a Specific Plan for the corridor, however, such
a process involves significant time and costs.

The first significant step towards this goal was taken in 2013 when the City Council authorized
staff to initiate the first phase of the project which was to develop a conceptual vision for the
highway corridor based on “Better Street Design” concepts. To assist the City with identifying
potential streetscape improvements that could benefit the corridor as well as better connect the
corridor with surrounding neighborhoods the City enlisted a professional team of architectural,
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engineering, and transportation experts to facilitate walking tours and community workshops
with local business owners and landowners. The goal for this first phase was to identify future
improvements that will help achieve the long-range vision for our gateway corridor. Those
multiple workshops have since been conducted and work has been completed on the “Highway
20 Better Street Design Guide” which is attached for review.

Analysis:

The attached “Highway 20 Better Streets Design Guide” (Attachment 1) provides the City with
important details about the challenges facing the revitalization of this important corridor, as well
as impressive and achievable design solutions for enhancing the corridor. Specifically, the
document provides the City with:

¢ Identification and details of all problem sites and issues along the corridor, both
functionally and operationally (e.g. lane design and traffic signal timing).

o Recommendations and designs for improving the street design within the public right-of-
way and along the private property frontage for every block along the corridor.

o Conceptual hardscape and landscape designs to implement on the corridor to enhance
the visual image of the area.

e Alternatives for developing community interest and support (i.e. private investment) for
implementing the planned vision for the corridor.

Staff will provide an overview of some of the key components at the City Council meeting as
part of our presentation on this item.

Now that this document is complete, staff will be able to provide future private property owners
along the corridor with designs of the ultimate vision for the redevelopment of the corridor,
something the city currently lacks. The completion of this document also allows the City to
pursue the next phases of the Highway 20 Revitalization Strategy which addresses the
enhancement of the public right-of-way section of the corridor including the sidewalks on both
sides of the street and the travel lanes and median island. Provided below is a summary of the
next remaining phases of the planned strategy.

Phase Two will utilize the City’s second $100,000 SACOG grant to expand upon the concepts of
Phase One. Specifically, staff will build upon the concepts in the “Highway 20 Better Street
Design Guide” by identifying specific public improvements for each segment of the Highway 20
corridor. This includes the preparation of construction level plans (at 50% level) that address:
street trees, sidewalks, furniture, lighting, and possibly signage. In addition to the 50% level
plans for the entire corridor, staff is also proposing to prepare 100% construction plans for that
section of Highway 20 between Stafford and Clark Avenues. At this time, the City’s Engineering
Division has released a Request For Proposals for the preparation of the work identified as
Phase Two. It's anticipated that a consultant will be selected and presented to the City Council
for award of the contract in January 2015. A map of the highway corridor illustrating the level of
plans being prepared is included as Attachment 2.

In order to complete the Phase Two work it is anticipated that road funds will be used to
complement the $100,000 SACOG grant. The purpose for preparing 100% construction plans
for this section is to demonstrate a “sample” section of the median island improvements. This
effort will also make the City’s plans for implementing Phases Three and Four of the project
more competitive with SACOG'’s next round of funding for a larger construction grant.

According to the staff at SACOG, in 2015 they are expecting a significantly larger amount of
available funding for projects such as the City’'s Highway 20 Revitalization Strategy. With that in
mind, staff will be applying for funding from SACOG in 2015 for the following: funding to prepare
the necessary 100% construction plans for the remainder of the corridor; and, to fund the actual



construction of the improvements to the public right-of-way section of Highway 20. As part of
this effort, staff is planning to work with Cal Trans very closely to coordinate their planned
sidewalk improvements in the corridor. Staff is hopeful that this partnership could help our
competitiveness with the SACOG grant or even result in project funding from Cal Trans.

Provided below is a summary overview of the proposed Phasing Plan with likely implementation
timelines:

Phase Two Design for HWY 20 Corridor

Part A : Preliminary Design — 50% Drawings that include:
o Design package to cover Hwy 99 to Bridge Overcrossing
o Public Right-of-Way only: design elements to be addressed include:

0 Street trees

Street furniture

Street lighting

Sidewalks and ramps

Median island design

0 Lane width design
e Must be coordinated with Cal Trans
o Wil likely require nine (9) months to complete.

Part B: Final Design for block of Stafford to Clark — 100% drawings
¢ Working drawings prepared concurrently with Part A.
0 Goal to complete drawings in 2015.
o Initiate construction in 2016.

©Oo0oO0oOo

Phase Three Final Drawings for remainder of corridor
e Apply for SACOG Construction Grant in 2015
e Preparation of 100% construction drawings for entire corridor
e Plans prepared during 2016

Phase Four Construction of Corridor Improvements
o Utilize SACOG Construction Grant from 2015
o If awarded, plan to construct improvements in 2017
o Utilize Cal Trans as partner to make their ADA sidewalk
improvements — may have them contribute additional funding.

Fiscal Impact:

SACOG has awarded the City $100,000 for the second phase of the project. The City was
required to match these funds in the amount of $10,920 which will come from the City’s General
Plan Update CIP fund (fund 901080-65514).

Recommendation:

Direct staff to continue forward with the next step in the Highway 20 Revitalization Strategy

which is the development of the “Highway 20 Opportunity Based Implementation Plan”.

Prepared By: Submitted By:
/s Aawron Busch /s/ Steve Kroeger
Aaron M. Busch Steven C. Kroeger

Community Development Director City Manager



Reviewed By:

Finance RB
City Attorney TH
Attachments

1. Highway 20 Better Streets Design Guide*
2. Map of Highway 20 Corridor

*(Please contact the City Clerk for a copy of this document)
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Agenda Item 20

CITY OF YUBA CITY
STAFF REPORT

Date: November 18, 2014
To: Honorable Mayor & Members of the City Council
From: Administration

Presentation By: Terrel Locke, City Clerk

Summary

Subject: 2015 City Council Meeting Calendar

Recommendation: Staff recommends that the January 6%, July 7", and August 4™, 2015 be
canceled and that a Special Budget Study Workshop be scheduled on
Tuesday May 26, 2015. Special Workshops, if needed, will be reserved
for the second Tuesday of every month beginning at 5:00 p.m. in the
Council Chambers

Fiscal Impact: None.

Purpose:
To establish the City Council Meeting Calendar for 2015.

Background:

The Yuba City Municipal Code Section 2-1.01 sets the Regular meetings of the City Council to occur
on the first and third Tuesday of each month at 6:00 p.m. in the Council Chambers. Special meetings
or workshops may be called at any time by the Mayor or by a majority of the members of the Council.

In order to allow the City Council to determine their schedules in advance and to allow staff to
prepare for meetings and workshops more efficiently, it is proposed that Council review and discuss
a Council Meeting Calendar for 2015. A proposed calendar is attached for your reference.
Discussion

2015 provides few scheduling conflicts with City Council Meetings and holidays.  Staff has the
following recommendations for the upcoming year:

January 6, 2015 — Cancel

e The first meeting in January has traditionally been canceled because of the New Year’s holiday.
In addition, this year the City Hall offices will be closed the last week in December as furlough
days, the time during which agenda preparation usually occurs.

May 26, 2015 — Add Budget Study Workshop

e The City Council and Staff hold a Special Meeting to discuss the Annual Budget and Capital
Improvement Program. It is anticipated that budget adoption will occur at the first meeting in
June.
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July 7, 2015 — Cancel

e Council agendas for July and August are traditionally light. A Special Meeting can be scheduled
for Tuesday July 28" if needed.

August 4, 2015 — Cancel

e The Council has the option of participating in National Night Out events on the first Tuesday in
August in place of the scheduled Council meeting. National Night Out is designed to heighten
crime and drug prevention awareness and to provide an opportunity to promote and celebrate
police-community partnerships in crime prevention efforts. This event is well received by the
community.

December 1, 2015

o Reserve for the new Mayor’s swearing in ceremony.

Alternatives:

Regular meetings are set by the Municipal Code, however if needed, meetings can be canceled by
the Council with sufficient notice, and special meetings can be scheduled as needed.

Recommendation:

Staff recommends that the January 6%, July 7", and August 4", 2015 be canceled and that a
Special Budget Study Workshop be scheduled on Tuesday May 26, 2015. Special Workshops,
if needed, will be reserved for the second Tuesday of every month beginning at 5:00 p.m. in the
Council Chambers.

Prepared By: Submitted By:

/[s/ Terrel Locke /s/ Steve Kroeger
Terrel Locke Steven C. Kroeger
City Clerk City Manager
Reviewed By:

City Attorney TH



CITY OF YUBA CITY

City Council Reports

Adjournment

Councilmember Buckland
Councilmember Maan
Councilmember Starkey
Vice Mayor Dukes

Mayor Gill
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