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City Council/Successor Agency
Agenda Item Summary

Agenda Item:
Meeting Date:

1
August 23, 2016

Agenda Section

Presentations

Staff Contact

Paul Cayler, City Manager

Agenda Item Title

Presentation of the Cloverdale Senior Multipurpose Center Annual Report for 2015

Summary

The Cloverdale Senior Multipurpose Center (Senior Center) requests to present to the City Council its Annual
Report for the Year 2015. The Senior Center is a critical service provider to Cloverdale’s senior citizen
community. The Senior Center provides a welcoming atmosphere to keep senior citizens active and engaged.
The Senior Center’s membership is over 600 paid members, and sixty to eighty people come to the Senior
Center every day for activities and meals. Please find attached Senior Center’s Annual Report for 2015.

Options

This is an informational presentation. No action required.

Budget/Financial Impact

None.

Subcommittee Recommendation

None.

Recommended Council Action

None.

Attachments:

1. Cloverdale Senior Multipurpose Center Annual Report for 2015

cc:
2501975.1
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 Cloverdale Senior Multipurpose Center 
Social Interaction  Creative Expression  Intellectual Stimulation  Health & Fitness Education 

 

707-894-4826     311 North Main Street, Cloverdale, CA  95425  

Mailing: P.O. Box 663, Cloverdale, CA  95425    www.CloverdaleSeniorCenter.com 

 

 

Cloverdale City Manager 
Paul Cayler 
P.O. Box 217 
Cloverdale, CA  95425 
 

August 12, 2016 

 

RE:  Annual Report 2015 

 

Dear Paul Cayler, 

Enclosed you will find the Annual Report of the Senior Center’s activities in 2015.  I look forward to 

presenting this information at the August 23 City Council Meeting.  Please contact me if you have any 

questions, or would like additional information.   

 

Sincerely, 

 

 

 

Colleen P. Hale 

Executive Director 
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Annual Report for 2015 

Entering our 13th year on North Main Street, the Cloverdale Senior Community 

Center is still the heart of our aging community.  Our goal is to continue moving forward in an active, 

supportive, warm and welcoming atmosphere.  Because we cater to a mature community, our 

membership remains just over 600 members and we see on average 60-80 people daily.  We 

recently increased the annual membership fee to $15 per person per year.  This modest increase is 

the first in many years. To soften the burden, we allowed our Members to renew their membership for 

up to two years before the rate increased. While an increase of just $3 might not seem like a large 

amount, many Members took advantage of this program.  This year, we will also allow our Members 

to gift memberships if they’d like.  For some Members, this gift really will make a large difference to 

their budget. 

The mission of the Cloverdale Senior Center is dedicated to providing Cloverdale residents with 

activities and services that encourage participation in community life, promote well-being and 

independence, and enhance dignity.  We accomplish these goals by ensuring that at least one of the 

following key elements are also a part of every planned program activity:  Creative Expression, Health 

and Fitness Education, Intellectual Stimulation and Social Interaction.   

Physical activity and remaining fitness minded is very important.  We continue to offer weekly 

exercise classes including four yoga classes, two strength training classes, and a line dancing class 

every week.   

For intellectual stimulation of our members, we offer the following classes:  Beginning and Advanced 

Spanish, Enneagram, TED Talks, Collage Circle, American Sign Language and Meditation. We also 

recently updated the memory in our computers to update our computer lab which hosts American 

English Online, Facebook and Cloverdale Tablet Users Group which are all taught by volunteers.  

This fall we will be adding computer classes.  

Enriching Creative Expression, we offer Watercolors classes, a Nimblefingers group, Figure Drawing, 

Art Zone, and will be co-hosting a Wine and Canvas Night at Papa’s Pizza.  SRJC Older Adults 

Program Watercolor Pencil class also begins later this month.  Classes offered by SRJC are free 

classes for seniors.   

Social Interaction is vital to one’s well-being.  The Senior Center is a place for seniors to gather and 

make new friends.   We celebrate monthly birthdays and the Council on Aging serves daily nutritious 

lunches.  For many, this is their only social interaction each day.   We also offer weekly bingo games, 

bridge, pinochle, puzzles and other various games.  As an active Senior Center, we continue to look 

for ways to take our seniors on affordable trips.  We host monthly events that bring the members 

together while raising funds for the Senior Center.  In the past year we have had Cabaret Nights, 

Card Parties, Craft Fairs, a Christmas Tea, a Literary Luncheon, Pancake Breakfasts and a 

Rummage Sale.    

Page 3



 Cloverdale Senior Multipurpose Center 
Social Interaction  Creative Expression  Intellectual Stimulation  Health & Fitness Education 

 

707-894-4826     311 North Main Street, Cloverdale, CA  95425  

Mailing: P.O. Box 663, Cloverdale, CA  95425    www.CloverdaleSeniorCenter.com 

We are able to offer these programs and activities because of our large team of 

wonderful volunteers. They commit their time and energy on a weekly basis at the 

reception desk, teach a classes, cook for events, work at the store, serve on the 

board, and take blood pressure. Some seniors provide rides for those without transportation; they 

help us recycle, and take care of all that they can.  Every June, we honor our volunteers at a lovely 

dinner provided by the Cloverdale Lions Club.  We recognized over 5500 hours in total and we’re 

sure that’s underestimated.  Our volunteers are too humble to write the actual totals.   

Our dedicated volunteer Board of Directors work very hard on a monthly basis managing the 

business aspects of the Center.  I have recently finished my second year as the Senior Center’s 

Executive Director and was appointed by James Gore to the Area Agency on Aging Advisory Council.  

We recently welcomed Jaclyn Smith as the Assistant Director, who joins Leah Stanley, our long-term 

Office Assistant.  We are fortunate to have such a well-rounded, professional, and supportive staff 

and Board to work with our members, board members, volunteers and community.   

To keep our members informed of our activities, we produce a monthly newsletter.  To save on paper 

and postage, we encourage members to receive their newsletters by e-mail.  On average, 350 

newsletters are mailed and 100 are sent by email each month.  Some of our newsletters are sent to 

couples or family memberships.  We also deliver 50 newsletters to local businesses to keep entice 

local patrons and business owners to join the Senior Center.    

Partnering presentations with other local senior organizations is a vital part of our community.  We 

were honored to participate in the World Elder Abuser Awareness Week and thank mayor Brigham 

for the City Proclamation.   We’ve been happy to be part of the Clover Springs Health Fair, Stroke 

Awareness, Eat Smart/Live Strong, My Care/My Plan Advanced Care Planning, Benefits of 

Magnesium, Plant Based Nutrition, and Medicare 101.  This year we also put on our first annual 

Veterans Appreciation Lunch recognizing local service men and women. Many local veterans brought 

in their service photos and awards to display for this touching event.  We had such an unexpected 

response that we had to have a waiting list.  The support of our generous community, we were also 

able to stuff and deliver over 100 stockings to local residents in our first Santa’s for Seniors program.  

Many of whom would have a quiet Christmas at home without any loved ones nearby.  We are 

currently working on a grief counseling workshop for holiday planning and a long-term bereavement 

support group with other senior support services.   Making sure that our seniors are remembered and 

made to feel special is a very important part of what we do at the Senior Center.   Having the support 

of the community is what make these events possible.  

Our local business partners and service organizations have enables us to provide free services 

including Health Insurance counseling, Cal-Fresh eligibility, AARP Tax Assistance, legal advice, 

hearing screening, and weekly blood pressure checks.  We are also able to provide services with 

modest or sliding-scale fees including: Flu Shot Clinic, Smart Driver Courses, a Caregiver Support 

Group, SHARE Housing, and Haircuts.  We are proud to be able to provide a free durable medical 

equipment loan program offering important items needed for mobility for those recovering from illness 

or injury or to support the aging members of our community.   
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We are an emergency shelter for the American Red Cross and a polling place for 

every election.  We once again partnered in Cloverdale High School’s Community 

Unity Day.  The students improved the front landscape of the center by trimming 

the landscape, planting vegetables in the raised beds in the fenced area and removing many bags of 

leaves.  In the future, we hope to transform the front landscape into a wonderful Mediation Garden.  

As one of only a few independent Senior Centers in Sonoma County, our fundraising efforts are 

crucial to the ongoing success of our Center.  Currently, our sources of income include Creative 

Notions, monthly fundraising events, program donations, and investments.  This past year, our 

sponsorship donations accounted for nearly 25% of our entire budget.  However the donations were 

half of what we projected.  Annually, we face a large budget deficit which is met by withdrawing funds 

from an investment account. We are taking several steps to remedy the situation, and we welcome 

your suggestions in this area.  This year, we will focus on a monthly donation plan that will enable our 

donors to spread out their contributions throughout the year, rather than one large donation, if they 

would prefer.  We will be visiting businesses and asking owners to support their local Senior Center.  

We are also asking our Members to consider making a bequest to the Senior Center.  The closely 

managed budget reflects the priority of the programs and activities that we provide to our members.  

We are focused on keeping the Senior Center financially stable while offering exciting and inviting 

events for our members to enjoy. 

Creative Notions is our ongoing fundraising source and in July recently celebrated its three-year 

anniversary.  This little store filled with donations of fabric, yarn, needles, etc. is located at 119 West 

First Street. Open Tuesday-Saturday from 10am-4pm, the store is entirely staffed with volunteers, 

and is managed by the Senior Center staff.  It’s a great opportunity to recycle goods and offer them to 

the community at very low prices, while keeping them out of landfills.  

There is very exciting news on the horizon.  Cloverdale Senior Center was awarded the FTA Caltrans 

Section 5310 Enhanced Mobility of Senior and Individuals with Disabilities in the amount of $24,515. 

This volunteer Driver Program will allow senior’s access to a donation based transportation program 

which isn’t currently available in our geographical area.  Seniors will be able to schedule a ride to 

medical and social appointments in advance with trusted Senior Center Volunteer Drivers.  We will be 

actively seeking volunteer drivers for this program in the coming months.  We have also agreed to 

participate in the FTA New Freedom Cycle 5 Travel Voucher Program for 144 travel vouchers for 

seniors to provide transportation to medical and social appointments to people age 60 and older who 

have no other viable transportation option.  Both of these programs we plan to have operational in the 

next few months.  

We appreciate the ongoing relationships being strengthened with our community partners including:  

AARP, Cloverdale Performing Arts Center, and Council on Aging, SRJC Older Adults Program, Adult 

Protective Services, and Area Agency on Aging. We are especially thankful for our partnerships with 

the City of Cloverdale, our local businesses, service organizations and of course our community 

members.    
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The most rewarding in the past year has been renewing our License Agreement 

with the City for 15 years and negotiating the Conditional Use Permit for 12 

special events per year and 12 Educational Events per year.   These events will 

be mutually beneficial to our community members and financially beneficial to our Senior Center.  

Currently we have had a few people interested, but have yet to schedule any events.   

Working together, our staff, board, community and business partners, volunteers and donors 

successfully met our mission of enhancing dignity, promoting well-being and independence, and 

encouraging participation in community life for Cloverdale’s aging population. We are thankful to our 

Mayor and City Council Members for the continued support.  We look forward to continuing to meet 

the needs of our seniors in an active, supportive, warm and welcoming atmosphere for our 

community.   Thank you so much for our continued support of our Cloverdale Senior Center. We look 

forward to the ongoing partnership with the City of Cloverdale and our dedicated leaders.  
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Membership

• Membership of over 600.

• 60-80 people visit daily.

• Membership increased to $15
per person.

• Gift Memberships available.
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Health & Fitness

Intellectual Stimulation

Creative Expression

Social Interaction
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Volunteers

• Led by 8 volunteer Board of
Directors.

• Our volunteers dedicate over
5,500 hours annually. They are
the HEART of the Senior Center.

Page 10



Newsletter

• 350 mailed newsletters and 100 emailed
newsletters each month.

• We also deliver 50 newsletters to local
businesses.

• Assembled by a crew of volunteers!
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Presentations & Services
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Funding

• Fundraising is vital to the
ongoing success of our Center
and the programs that we are
able to offer.

• Annually, we face a large
deficit which is met by
withdrawing funds from an
investment.

Page 13



Creative Notions

• Every item for sale has been donated.

• Every purchase is a donation to the Cloverdale Senior Center.
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On the horizon ~

• $24,515 Volunteer Driver
Transportation Grant awarded
for 2015-16.

• Participation in additional
Travel Voucher program that
will give access to 144 travel
vouchers for seniors.

• (Official name TBD)
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Community Involvement
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Community Partnerships
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Most notable accomplishments:

• Approval of the Conditional Use Permit.

• Renewal of the License Agreement for 15 years.

• Having the continued support of our City Leaders.

• We look forward to the ongoing partnership with the City of
Cloverdale and our dedicated leaders.

• Thank you so much!
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DRAFT MINUTES
REGULAR MEETING OF THE CITY COUNCIL AND

JOINT MEETING OF THE CLOVERDALE COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT SUCCESSOR AGENCY BOARD OF DIRECTORS

TUESDAY, AUGUST 9, 2016

PUBLIC BUSINESS SESSION: 6:30 p.m.
PUBLIC BUSINESS SESSION LOCATION: CLOVERDALE PERFORMING ARTS CENTER, 209 N. CLOVERDALE BLVD.,

CLOVERDALE, CA 95425

CONVENE PUBLIC BUSINESS SESSION – 6:30 p.m.
OPENING:

• Call to Order: Mayor Brigham called the meeting to order at 6:30 p.m.

• Pledge of Allegiance

• Roll Call: Councilmember Palla, Vice Mayor Wolter, Councilmember Cox, Councilmember Russell, and Mayor
Brigham

• Conflict of Interest Declaration: None

• Agenda Review – Regular Session (Changes and/or Deletions: None

PUBLIC COMMENTS: None

PROCLAMATIONS / PRESENTATIONS: None

CONSENT CALENDAR:
1. Minutes of Previous Meeting July 26, 2016
2. Action to Support Council Member Joe Palla’s Application to be League of California Cities Redwood

Empire Division Director
3. Action on Resolution No. 060-2016, Appointing Ms. Carol Giovanatto as the City’s Representative on the

Marin/Sonoma Mosquito and Vector Control District Board of Trustees
4. Action on Resolution No. 061-2016, Accepting the Downtown ADA Parking Project

Action: Motion was made by Councilmember Palla to approve the consent calendar; seconded by
Councilmember Cox. The motion passed by roll call vote (5-ayes –Councilmember Palla, Vice Mayor Wolter,
Councilmember Russell, Councilmember Cox, and Mayor Brigham; 0-noes).

COMMUNICATIONS: None.

PUBLIC HEARINGS:
5. Public Hearing and City Council Consideration of Placing a Commercial Cannabis Business Tax on the

November 8, 2016 ballot
City Manager Cayler introduced Kate Cook from the City Attorney’s office at Meyers Nave Law. Mr. Cayler stated
that Ms. Cook is the firm’s cannabis expert and is responsible for drafting most of the Commercial Cannabis
Business Tax Measure. Ms. Cook gave a basic summary of the measure and highlighted a few substantive changes
and edits that were made based on previous feedback received, such as the desire for flexibility in setting the tax
rate depending on the type of business and lowering the estimated expected City tax revenue amount to $90,000
per business. She discussed the challenges in obtaining data from which to make such an estimate, adding that
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DRAFT Minutes-City Council Meeting 8/9/16 Page 2 of 4

the law requires this estimate be provided to the voters. She commented that much of the data used for the
estimate came from Shasta Lake and Santa Cruz (with adjustments for population). She recommended that the
Council discuss the proposed ballot measure related to a cannabis business tax and, if the desire is to place the
measure on the ballot, the Council should: 1) Approve Ordinance (subject to voter approval); and 2) Approve
Resolution placing the Cannabis Business Tax Measure on the November 8, 2016 ballot.

Councilmember Russell requested language change to better indicate that “funds staying local” means funds will
go to the City of Cloverdale General Fund for use within Cloverdale. Discussion ensued with Council directing
edits to clarify funds will stay in the City of Cloverdale.

Public Comment:
Larry Lossing, Cloverdale, expressed concerns about the accuracy of the estimated revenue from cannabis
businesses and the fact that the ordinance calls for the Mayor to write the statement in favor of the tax measure.

Patrick King, Cloverdale, stated that he believes the $90,000 estimated revenue from each cannabis businesses is
on the low side. He commented that there is a lot of money at stake and supported the City of Cloverdale taxing
cannabis businesses.

Matt Van Benschoten, Cloverdale, voiced approval for the proposed tax and provided a handout titled Medical
Cannabis Tax (attached). He stated this document should be available on a website, which is currently being
created and is expected to be available by the end of the week. He commented that the website will publish both
the pros and cons of the cannabis tax.

Shawn Bovee, Cloverdale, stated that it is difficult to speculate on the amount of revenue but the bottom line is
even if the tax amount received is not $90,000 per business, any tax revenue received is more than what is
currently received.

Staff and Council discussed the website and handout provided, expressing concerns about the way the document
is presented, especially listing the name “City of Cloverdale” on the cover. Council agreed that the City of
Cloverdale is not promoting this document or website, noting that the City’s role is objective and impartial.

Action: Motion was made by Councilmember Palla to introduce and approve Ordinance 708-2016, amending the
Cloverdale Municipal Code by adding Chapter 3.46, “Cannabis Business Tax” (subject to voter approval); seconded
by Vice Mayor Wolter. The motion passed by roll call vote (5-ayes –Councilmember Palla, Vice Mayor Wolter,
Councilmember Russell, Councilmember Cox, and Mayor Brigham; 0-noes).

Action: Motion was made by Councilmember Russell to approve Resolution No. 059-2016, to place the Cannabis
Business Tax Measure on the November 8, 2016 ballot with ballot measure language as amended; seconded by
Vice Mayor Wolter. The motion passed by roll call vote (5-ayes –Councilmember Palla, Vice Mayor Wolter,
Councilmember Russell, Councilmember Cox, and Mayor Brigham; 0-noes).

NEW BUSINESS:
6. Discussion and Possible Action to Remove Historic Oak Tree in Lighting and Landscape District Zone No.

Two (Vintage Meadows) on Healdsburg Avenue near South Franklin Street
Public Works Director, Mark Rincon, presented this item discussing the instability of the deteriorating tree and the
safety hazard it represents. He stated that staff recommendation is for the tree be removed and no replacement
tree or landscaping be installed at this time and all future tree removals in Vintage Meadows Lighting and
Landscape District continue to be considered on a “case-by-case” manner as set forth in the master plan.

The Council discussed the tree’s integrity, the need to remove the tree quickly, the costs to remove, and possible
landscaping. Council recommended landscaping to replace the removed tree.
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Public Comment: None

Action: Motion was made by Councilmember Cox, by Minute Order, to approve the removal of the oak tree
located in the Vintage Meadows Lighting and Landscape District as soon as possible, with Councilmember Palla
suggesting an amendment to add landscaping in the median area where the tree is to be removed; seconded by
Vice Mayor Wolter. The motion passed by voice vote (5-ayes –Councilmember Palla, Vice Mayor Wolter,
Councilmember Russell, Councilmember Cox, and Mayor Brigham; 0-noes).

7. PG&E Proposal to remove street trees along PG&E’s gas transmission main pipeline
Public Works Director, Mark Rincon, discussed the PG&E tree removal proposal, identifying the specific trees
requested for removal. He commented that PG&E conducted public outreach, which including contacting
neighbors impacted by the trees identified for removal. Mr. Rincon reported that City Staff reviewed the tree
maps provided by PG&E and acknowledged some trees for which removal would also benefit the City; however,
Staff also identified some trees that they believe should remain. Staff and Council discussed the proposed trees
to be removed and conditions of permits, noting that many are on private property. The Council directed staff to
coordinate tours with PG&E to view the trees and provide opportunity for questions and feedback.

Public Comment: None

8. Action on Resolution No. 062-2016, Awarding a Construction Contract for the W. Second Street City Park
Parking Lot Rehabilitation Project

Public Works Director, Mark Rincon, explained the project and discussed the bids received. He recommended
that Council adopt Resolution No. 062-2016, awarding a construction contract to CATS4U, Inc. for the full contract
and allocate funds totaling $80,000.00.

Public Comment: None

Action: Motion was made by Councilmember Cox to approve Resolution No. 062-2016, authorizing the City
Manager to sign a construction contract with CATS4U, Inc. for the W. Second Street City Park Parking Lot
Rehabilitation Project; seconded by Councilmember Russell. The motion passed by roll call vote (5-ayes –
Councilmember Palla, Vice Mayor Wolter, Councilmember Russell, Councilmember Cox, and Mayor Brigham; 0-
noes).

SUBCOMMITTEE ITEMS:

SUBCOMMITTEE REPORTS:

• Airport (Chair, Councilmember Cox and Vice Mayor Wolter) - Next Meeting: October 4, 2016, 9:00 a.m.

• Finance, Administration & Police (Chair, Mayor Brigham and Vice Mayor Wolter) - Next Meeting: August
25, 2016, 2:00 p.m.

• Planning & Community Development (Chair, Vice Mayor Wolter and Mayor Brigham) - Next Meeting:
August 24, 2016, 4:00 p.m.

• Public Works (Chair, Councilmember Russell and Councilmember Cox) - Next Meeting: September 27,
2016, 10:30 a.m.

• Joint City/Fire District (Chair, Councilmember Palla and Mayor Brigham) - Next Meeting: August 22, 2016,
5:00 p.m.

• Joint City/School District (Chair, Councilmember Palla and Councilmember Cox) – Next Meeting:
September 19, 2016, 5:00 p.m.
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COUNCIL REPORTS (INCLUDING STUDENT LIAISON): None

LEGISLATIVE REPORT: None

CITY MANAGER/CITY ATTORNEY REPORT: None

COUNCIL DIRECTION ON FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS: None

ADJOURNMENT: Mayor Brigham adjourn the meeting at 7:56 p.m. to a regular meeting of the City Council and
Cloverdale Community Development Successor Agency, Tuesday, August 23, 2016, for Closed Session at 5:30 p.m.
(at the City Hall Conference Room 124 N. Cloverdale Blvd., Cloverdale, CA 95425) and Public Business Session at
6:30 p.m. (at the Cloverdale Performing Arts Center 209 N. Cloverdale Blvd., Cloverdale, CA 95425).
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City Council/Successor Agency
Agenda Item Summary

Agenda Item:
Meeting Date:

3
August 23, 2016

Agenda Section

Consent

Staff Contact

David J. Kelley, Assistant City Manager/ Comm. Dev. Director

Agenda Item Title

Resolution of the City Council of the City of Cloverdale Authorizing the City Manager to Execute a
Professional Services Agreement with First Carbon Solutions for the Preparation of an Initial Study for the
Proposed Vista Oaks Subdivision Project

Summary

On August 3, 2005 the Planning Commission reviewed and recommended that the City Council approve a
Tentative Subdivision Map (TSM), Rezone to Planned Development (P-D), and Precise Development Plan for a
19 lot single-family residential subdivision known then as Vista View Subdivision. The Commission also
recommended adoption of a Mitigated Negative Declaration prepared for the project for compliance with
the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). Subsequently, on September 14, 2005, the City Council
approved the Tentative Subdivision Map, Precise Development Plan and adopted an Ordinance to Rezone
the project site to Planned Development (P-D).

In 2009, the City of Cloverdale performed a citywide comprehensive General Plan Update wherein the land
use designation for the Vista Oaks property was changed from Low Density Residential (LDR) to Rural
Residential (RR). As a result of the update of the General Plan, the previously approved TSM is no longer
consistent with the General Plan. In addition, various other previously approved entitlements expired
including Major Design Review and Precise Development Plan. Thompson Development Group submitted a
new application to the City of Cloverdale Community Development Department requesting various
entitlements including a General Plan Amendment, TSM, Major Design Review and Precise Development Plan
for a proposed 33 lot subdivision. In order to process the proposed entitlements, preparation of an updated
CEQA Initial Study that evaluates the environmental impacts of the project is necessary. According to CEQA
Guidelines Section 15063(c), the purpose of an Initial Study is to provide a preliminary analysis of a proposed
action to determine whether a Negative Declaration or an Environmental Impact Report should be prepared.
An Initial Study enables the applicant or Lead Agency to modify a project, mitigating adverse impacts in lieu
of preparing an EIR, thereby potentially enabling the project to qualify for a Negative Declaration. The Initial
Study provides a factual basis for the Negative Declaration, or serves to focus an EIR on the significant effects
of a project.

In 2015, First Carbon Solutions (FCS) was selected as the City’s consultant for preparation of the
environmental documentation for the Clover Springs Open Space Preserve Project and is familiar with the
City’s General Plan. City staff negotiated the attached scope of services, schedule and fee (Attachment 2)
with First Carbon Solutions to prepare a CEQA Initial Study on the City’s behalf to address the environmental
impacts of the proposed project in accordance with the requirements of CEQA. The proposed scope of work
includes preparation of various technical studies to support the Initial Study including a Phase I Cultural
Resources Assessment, Biological Resources Assessment, Traffic Impact Analysis (W-Trans), Air Quality and
Greenhouse Gases Assessment and Health Risk Assessment, Noise Assessment, Visual Simulations, and Peer
Review of the Applicant’s Geotechnical Report. The cost estimate provided by FCS for preparation of the
Initial Study is $58,870. Thompson Development will be required to provide a developer deposit to the City
of Cloverdale to cover the full cost of preparation of the Initial Study.
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Options

The primary options are: 1) Adopt the proposed resolution that authorizes the City Manager to execute a
professional services agreement with First Carbon Solutions for the preparation of an Initial Study for the
proposed Vista Oaks Subdivision Project; 2) Reject the proposed resolution; or 3) Request modifications in
the scope of work and continue the matter to a future Regular Council Meeting.

Budget/Financial Impact

The cost of the CEQA Initial Study is $58,870. The developer will be required to submit a deposit to the City of
to cover the full cost of preparation of the Initial Study.

Subcommittee Recommendation

None.

Recommended Council Action

The Assistant City Manager recommends that the City Council Adopt the proposed resolution that authorizes
the City Manager to execute a professional services agreement with First Carbon Solutions for the
Preparation of an Initial Study for the proposed Vista Oaks Subdivision Project.

Attachments:

1) Resolution No. 064-2016
2) First Carbon’s Vista Oaks Subdivision Project—Initial Study Proposal

cc:
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City of Cloverdale
City Council

Resolution No. 064-2016

RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CLOVERDALE
AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER TO EXECUTE A PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT WITH FIRST CARBON

SOLUTIONS INC. FOR THE PREPARATION OF AN INITIAL STUDY FOR THE VISTA OAKS SUBDIVISION PROJECT

WHEREAS, on August 3, 2005 the Planning Commission reviewed and recommended that the City Council approve
a Tentative Subdivision Map (TSM), Rezone to Planned Development (P-D), and Preliminary Development Plan for
a 19 lot single-family residential subdivision known as Vista View Subdivision;

WHEREAS, the City of Cloverdale adopted a Mitigated Negative Declaration on September 14, 2005 for the Vista
View Subdivision in accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA);

WHEREAS, in 2009, the City of Cloverdale performed a citywide comprehensive General Plan Update wherein the
subject property’s land use designation was changed from Low Density Residential (LDR) to Rural Residential (RR);

WHEREAS, the previously approved TSM is no longer consistent with the City of Cloverdale General Plan;

WHEREAS, Thompson Development Inc. submitted a new application to the City of Cloverdale Community
Development Department requesting various entitlements including a General Plan Amendment, Tentative
Subdivision Map, Major Design Review and Precise Development Plan;

WHEREAS, the proposed entitlements require preparation of an updated CEQA Initial Study;

WHEREAS, according to CEQA Guidelines Section 15063(c), the purpose of an Initial Study is to provide a
preliminary analysis of a proposed action to determine whether a Negative Declaration or an Environmental
Impact Report should be prepared;

WHEREAS, the City negotiated the attached scope of services and fee with First Carbon Solutions to prepare a
CEQA Initial Study on the City’s behalf to address the environmental impacts of the proposed project in
accordance with the requirements of CEQA; and

WHEREAS, First Carbon Solutions (FCS) prepared and submitted a scope of work, schedule, and fee for the
preparation of an Initial Study (IS) for the Vista Oaks Subdivision Project in Cloverdale for an amount of $58,870.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Cloverdale does hereby authorize the City
Manager to execute a professional services agreement with First Carbon Solutions Inc. for the preparation of
Initial Study for the Vista Oaks Subdivision for an amount not to exceed $58,870.

It is hereby certified that the foregoing Resolution No. 064-2016 was duly introduced and duly adopted by the City
Council of the City of Cloverdale at its regular meeting held on August 23, 2016, by the following vote:

AYES:
NOES:
ABSENT:
ABSTAIN:

APPROVED:
ATTESTED:

_______________________________ _____________________________
Mary Ann Brigham, Mayor Linda Moore, Deputy City Clerk
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Cover Letter 

July 20, 2016 

David Kelley 
City of Cloverdale 
124 North Cloverdale Blvd. 
Cloverdale, CA 95425 

Subject: Vista Oaks Subdivision Project—Initial Study Proposal (REVISED July 20, 2016) 

Dear David: 

FirstCarbon Solutions (FCS) is pleased to submit this scope of work, schedule, and fee for the 
preparation of an Initial Study (IS) for the Vista Oaks Subdivision Project in Cloverdale. 

Following our recent completion of environmental documentation for the Clover Springs 
Open Space Preserve Project, we are pleased to have an opportunity to continue working 
with the City.  FCS has been providing environmental services for more than 33 years to 
public and private sector clients in the western United States.  FCS has recent experience 
providing environmental services to public agencies in the North Bay, including the cities of 
Healdsburg, American Canyon, Calistoga, Fairfield, Napa, Rohnert Park, Santa Rosa, and 
Windsor.   

FCS is committed to responding to project needs in a timely and cost-effective manner.  
Should you have any questions regarding this proposal, please contact me at 415.713.5223 or 
via email at mbean@fcs-intl.com.  We look forward to working with you and City staff on this 
important project. 

Sincerely, 
 
 
 
Mary Bean, Vice President 
FirstCarbon Solutions 
1350 Treat Boulevard, Suite 380 
Walnut Creek, CA 94597 
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VISTA OAKS SUBDIVISION PROJECT INITIAL STUDY 

Scope of Work, Schedule, and Fee 

Project Understanding 
The applicant, Thompson Development Group, proposes to subdivide approximately 42 acres of land 
into 33 single family residential lots.  Approximately 27 acres would remain in open space.  The project 
would require a General Plan Amendment, revised Tentative Subdivision Map, Precise Development plan 
and Major Design Review.  The land was previously entitled in 2005 for subdivision into 19 lots, and that 
entitlement will expire in September 2017. FCS will build upon the analyses conducted in 2005 and will 
supplement where needed to meet current requirements.   In addition, the applicant is currently 
preparing a geotechnical study to address slope stability issues, and will also likely provide information 
related to storm water drainage that will support the evaluation of site hydrology, as well as information 
related to aesthetics/visual analysis.    

The City of Cloverdale has requested preparation of an initial study.  The city expects that either a 
negative declaration or focused EIR will ultimately be required.  If an EIR is found to be required, FCS will 
submit a separate scope and fee for that work following the completion of the initial study. 

Scope of Work 

Task 1: Project Initiation 

FCS’s Project Manager and other key team members will meet with the applicant team and City staff to 
clarify and confirm the project description, identify key contacts, discuss scheduling targets, and obtain 
copies of the project plans and other relevant information.  A site visit will be conducted as part of the 
project initiation process and is assumed to occur on the same day as the kick-off meeting. 

Task 2: Preparation of Technical Studies 

FCS will prepare the following technical studies to support the preparation of the IS: 

Task 2.A: Cultural Resources Phase I Cultural Resources Assessment (FCS) 
FCS will assess the potential for existing and undiscovered cultural resources at the project site, the 
results of which will be incorporated directly into the IS.  The Cultural Resources section of the IS will 
detail the results of the field investigation, record searches, and any additional resources discovered as a 
result of the assessment.  This section will include recommendations for further study and/or mitigation 
within the project area, as needed.  Copies of all correspondence and site survey photographs will be 
included in the appendices of the IS.  This task assumes the preparation of a separate, stand-alone 
cultural resources report will not be necessary.  However, should significant cultural resources be 
discovered during the records search or pedestrian survey, an optional Site Recordation and Stand-Alone 
Report task line will be utilized as described below. 
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Record Searches 
A records search for the project area was performed by Archaeological Resource Service (ARS) in 2005.  
FCS will need to conduct an updated records search at the Northwest Information Center affiliated with 
Sonoma State University and located in Rohnert Park.  The record search will include a search of previous 
studies and identified cultural resources within the project area and a 1/2-mile radius.  The National 
Register of Historic Places, the California Register of Historical Resources, the California Inventory of 
Historic Resources, the California Historical Landmarks, the California Points of Historical Interest listings, 
the Historic Property Data File, historic maps and photographs will be consulted along with other 
pertinent historic data. 

As part of the records search, FCS will prepare and submit a request to the Native American Heritage 
Commission (NAHC) to check their Sacred Lands File for Native American resources that may be affected 
by the project.  The request will include a list of Native American representatives that may wish to 
consult on the project pursuant to Public Resources Code Sections 21080.3.1 and 21080.3.2 (a.k.a. AB 
52).  As of July 1, 2015, AB 52 established a new category of resources under CEQA called “tribal cultural 
resources” (TCRs) that considers tribal cultural values in addition to scientific and archaeological values 
when determining impacts and mitigation.  Because the CEQA calls for a sufficient degree of analysis, 
tribal knowledge about the land and tribal cultural resources at issue must be included in environmental 
assessments for projects that may have a significant impact on those resources. 

AB-52 details the roles, responsibilities, and timeframes required of lead agencies and tribal 
representatives who may wish to initiate consultation on a proposed project.  Compliance with tribal 
notification and consultation under AB-52 are the responsibilities of lead agencies under CEQA, and FCS 
is available to assist in the process if so desired.  FCS will draft a notification letter for use by the client 
that will include a written summary of the project, a map illustrating the location and general features of 
the project, and will advise tribes of the required response time for AB 52.  Additional consultation 
services beyond the current scope of work are available upon request. 

FCS will attempt to locate and contact local historical societies that may have additional information 
about the project area, or interest in the project.  A review of the geology and paleontology of the area 
as reported in scientific literature and a records search of the Regional Paleontological Locality Inventory 
at the University of California, Berkeley will also be requested.  The results of the paleontological records 
search will be summarized in the report and will include recommendations for any mitigation measures 
deemed appropriate. 

Cultural Resource Field Survey 
A pedestrian field survey was conducted by ARS in 2005.  An updated pedestrian survey incorporating 
sections of the approximately 43 acre project area not previously surveyed will be conducted by an FCS 
Project Archaeologist utilizing standard 15 meter transect intervals. 

Initial review of historic aerials dating back to the 1940s indicate that the project area does not contain 
any buildings or structures over 45 years in age.  Properties over 45 years in age are considered potential 
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historic resources under CEQA, and may require determination as to (1) whether the property is a 
historic resource, and (2) whether the proposed project may cause a substantial adverse change in the 
significance of a historic resource. 

Optional Site Recordation and Stand-Alone Cultural Resources Report 
In the unlikely event additional historic properties or cultural resources are found within the project 
area, and if completion of DPR site forms is required, the Optional Site Recordation task will be utilized.  
Should initial evaluation reveal that a more detailed evaluation or historic context statement is required 
to properly record the resources, a stand-alone cultural resources report will be written to accompany 
the initial study. 

It is currently assumed that no additional resources will require evaluation and subsequent recordation 
on DPR forms, and that a stand-alone report will not be required.  Recordation costs are highly 
dependent on what is found, but $500 is the minimum charge for recording previously unrecorded sites 
and historic structures.  The minimum charge increases to $1000 should a stand-alone report be 
required. 

Task 2.B: Biological Resources Assessment 
Since an extensive set of biological documentation has been prepared for this project, our analysis will 
focus on updating this work and include a current review of publicly available existing information 
regarding the project and vicinity to identify protected biological resources that may be present 
including species listed as endangered or threatened under the state and federal Endangered Species 
Acts, wetlands or other sensitive natural communities, rare plants, etc.  Existing information such as 
maps, aerial photographs, documents, and correspondence relative to the project site will be reviewed 
and analyzed.  Data to be reviewed includes but is not limited to: 

• Existing documentation and studies of the biological resources within vicinity of the project site; 
 

• The Federal Register listing package for each federally listed endangered or threatened species 
potentially occurring in the site action area; 

 

• The California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) Annual Report on the status of California’s 
listed threatened and endangered plants and animals; 

 

• Literature pertaining to habitat requirements of special-status species potentially occurring in or 
adjacent to the project site including the CDFW’s California Wildlife Habitat Relationships (CWHR) 
system; 

 

• California Natural Diversity Data Base (CNDDB) information regarding sensitive habitat areas, and 
special-status plant and wildlife species potentially occurring in and adjacent to the project area; 

 

• California Native Plant Society Electronic Inventory (CNPSEI) information regarding special-status 
plant species potentially occurring on the project site and; 
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• United States Geological Service (USGS) topographic maps and current aerial photos will be 
reviewed for evidence of United States Army Corps of Engineers (USACE), state and/or CDFW 
jurisdictional special aquatic areas pursuant to Section 404 and 401 of the Clean Water Act, the 
Porter Cologne Water Quality Act and Section 1602 of the California Fish and Game Code. 

 

Resource agencies, including but not limited to the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) and CDFW, 
who have jurisdiction over the natural resources potentially located on the property, will be contacted 
for updated information pertinent to the property.  Any proposed project plans will be confidential and 
consultation will only include a request of known occurrences of sensitive biological resources in the 
general area. 

A Biological Resources section of the CEQA document will be prepared that evaluates the existing 
biological resources on-site.  This task will provide sufficient documentation to be considered a habitat 
assessment for special-status plant and wildlife species to support the findings and mitigation 
requirements of the IS. 

Following the review of existing information, a reconnaissance-level survey of the project site will be 
conducted.  FCS will identify the project site’s general biological resources, and document the plant 
communities and other project features.  The general distribution of plant communities and existing site 
conditions will be mapped.  The field survey will focus on determining suitable habitat for sensitive plant 
and wildlife species as well as any sign of wildlife movement through the project.  Photos will be taken to 
document the biological resources of the site. 

General locations of sensitive biological resources identified during the survey will be mapped with the 
aid of topographic maps, GPS units (Trimble R1), and current aerial photographs.  Sensitive biological 
resources include any plants, animals, or habitats considered rare, endangered, threatened, sensitive, or 
otherwise unique by government agencies, such as CDFW and USFWS, or recognized conservation 
organizations, such as the CNPS.  Suitable habitat for special-status plants, animals, or sensitive habitats 
on the project site will be determined and mapped and considered in the biology section for potential 
project related impacts and mitigation measures. 

Using recent aerial photographs, FCS will identify the features that are potentially subject to the 
jurisdiction of the United States Army Corps of Engineers (USACE), Regional Water Quality Control Board 
(RWQCB), and CDFW within the project site.  Subsequently, FCS will conduct a field jurisdictional 
delineation of the project site.  The field survey will include an assessment of the presence of potential 
waters of the U.S. or State on the Project site, which may be potentially subject to the jurisdiction of 
CDFW, USACE, and/or the RWQCB.  This task includes conducting a full jurisdictional delineation (i.e., 
mapping of ordinary high water mark, defined bed and bank) of the existing potential jurisdictional 
waters/wetlands (USACE, RWQCB, and CDFW). 
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Task 2.C: Traffic Impact Analysis (W-Trans) 
The traffic study prepared for the previously approved 19-lot subdivision as well as the City’s Traffic 
Impact Fee report were reviewed to gauge the potential for the currently proposed 33-lot subdivision to 
have any potentially significant impacts.  It is noted that the traffic study for the previous project 
indicates that the 19-unit project was expected to result in limited traffic impacts.  It is noted that the 
City’s Traffic Impact Study report does not include either of the two study intersections from the 
project’s traffic study, which may indicate that these locations may be of lesser importance to the City. 

Tasks 
1. The change in trip generating potential will be estimated based on application of standard trip 

generation rates. 
 

2. The potential for the project to result in significant traffic impacts as defined in the CEQA 
checklist will be evaluated on a generally high level using available information together with new 
site plans.  Specific operational analysis is not proposed, though the minor increase in traffic 
volumes will be addressed.  The potential impacts associated with facilities for alternative modes 
will be evaluated based on the current site plan. 

 

3. A draft checklist that provides details of the review and subsequent findings relative to all six of 
the transportation items on the CEQA checklist will be prepared. 
  

4. Comments from City staff will be addressed and a final checklist submitted.  Comments that 
require analysis not included in the original scope of work will be considered beyond the scope of 
our contract. 

 
Exclusions—The scope of services includes only those items that are specifically identified above.  Any 
additional services, such as meetings or hearings, requests for further analysis, or multiple rounds of 
comments, if needed would be provided on a time and materials basis after receiving written 
authorization for the extra work. 

Task 2.D: Air Quality and Greenhouse Gases Assessment and Health Risk Assessment 
The analysis will answer the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) guidelines Appendix G checklist 
questions for air quality and greenhouse gases.  To answer the questions, the following tasks are 
required. 

The project is located in the North Coast Air Basin; Northern Sonoma County Air Pollution Control 
District (NSCAPCD) is the local air quality agency.  The following air quality scope of work was developed 
after discussion with NSCAPCD staff and review of the NSCAPCD’s adopted thresholds of significance.  
NSCAPCD does not have published guidance for CEQA impact assessment.  The thresholds of significance 
for stationary sources adopted by NSCAPCD (Rule 103) are far less stringent than the Bay Area Air 
Quality Management District’s (BAAQMD) thresholds.  If a project is less than significant compared to 
the BAAQMD’s thresholds, it follows that the project would be less than significant for the NSCAPCD’s 
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thresholds.  In addition, BAAQMD’s Air Quality Guidelines contain detailed screening criteria and 
methodology recommendations.  Therefore, FCS will follow guidance presented by the BAAQMD in its 
CEQA Air Quality Guidelines, adopted in December 2010, and revised in May 2011.  FCS will use the 
BAAQMD’s CEQA Air Quality Guidelines as the basis for assessing air quality and greenhouse gas 
emissions impacts, including the document’s recommendations for analytical approaches, thresholds, 
and—if necessary—mitigation measures. 

Emissions associated with project construction and operation will be evaluated using the current version 
of CalEEMod at the time of analysis.  Pollutants to be assessed include the following: reactive organic 
gases, oxides of nitrogen, particulate matter (PM10 and PM2.5), carbon dioxide, methane, and nitrous 
oxide.  The project’s construction and operational emissions will be compared against the BAAQMD’s 
thresholds of significance for each analyzed pollutant.  FCS will document the project’s components 
relative to the BAAQMD’s thresholds to support the impact determination. 

Based on the distance to the nearest location of sensitive receptors and the project size, potential health 
risks and hazards to nearby off-site receptors during project construction (from diesel construction 
equipment) will be addressed.  FCS will perform a site-specific Health Risk Assessment (HRA) for project 
construction emissions.  Based on the latest case law, FCS assumes that project-operational emissions 
dispersion modeling will not be warranted to identify and quantify the potential health risk of 
surrounding roadway emission impacts to the proposed project.  If during project analysis it is 
determined that a Health Risk Assessment is warranted, FCS will provide a separate scope of work and 
fee. 

Furthermore, FCS will evaluate the project’s greenhouse gas emissions, including consistency with the 
Sonoma County Community Climate Action Plan and any other identified applicable strategies intended 
to reduce such emissions. 

This technical analysis for potential AQ/GHG and HRA impacts will be directly incorporated into the IS, 
with modeling data being placed in the Appendices.  This task does not include the preparation of a 
separate, standalone study. 

To perform this analysis the following Data Needs would be required: 

• The timing of construction for development is needed to accurately estimate construction 
emissions.  Default schedules can be used, but tend to overstate project emissions. 

 

• FCS will use a CalEEMod default construction equipment list unless a project specific construction 
list is available. 

 

• An estimate of the amount of soil import or export needed to prepare the site for construction. 
 

• Trip generation from the traffic study.  FCS does not need the completed report for the air and 
greenhouse gas analysis, only the average daily trip generation rates and level of service and 
traffic volumes for affected intersections that will be used in the traffic study so that both studies 
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are consistent.  If a traffic study is not prepared FCS will use default trip rates from the Institute of 
Transportation Engineers (ITE) Trip Generation Manual, 9th Edition 

 

• Sustainability project design features that would reduce greenhouse gas emissions (i.e., energy 
efficiency features beyond what is required by law, use of drought tolerant plants, water reduction 
features, waste reduction features, etc.) should be provided if known. 

 
If deemed necessary, mitigation measures will be identified to reduce significant impacts related to air 
constituents and greenhouse gas emissions.  Emissions reductions from these measures will be quantified.  
Sources of measures include, but are not limited to, the Office of the California Attorney General and the 
California Air Pollution Control Officers Association’s Quantifying Greenhouse Gas Mitigation Measures 
report.  Significance findings will be provided for both pre- and post-mitigation conditions. 

Task 2.E: Noise Assessment 
FCS will prepare a noise analysis for the proposed project that will include the assessment of potential 
short-term construction and long-term operational noise impacts on nearby noise-sensitive receptors.   

To evaluate the proposed project’s potential noise impacts, the analysis will identify applicable noise 
regulations and thresholds of significance.  The existing noise conditions at the project site will be 
documented through traffic noise modeling and one long-term ambient noise measurement, taken on 
the project site, to determine compatibility for the proposed type of development with the City’s land 
use compatibility standards.  The potential noise and vibration impacts associated with project 
construction will also be quantified, and mitigation measures consistent with best management 
practices will be included as needed.  A qualitative assessment of noise impacts related to project-
related vehicular trips will be performed, and mitigation measures to reduce any potential impacts will 
be identified as needed.  Potential noise impacts from existing or project-related stationary noise 
sources, such as new mechanical system operations, will also be evaluated. 

This technical analysis for potential noise impacts will be directly incorporated into the IS, with noise 
monitoring readouts and modeling data being placed in the appendices.  This task does not include the 
preparation of a separate, standalone noise study. 

Task 2.F: Visual Simulations  
The prior project included several visual simulations that may be applicable for use in the current 
analysis.  FCS will prepare a visual simulation from a prominent view point to assess project impacts on 
scenic vistas and visual character.  Using computer modeling software, visual simulations will be 
prepared to provide a “before” and “after” comparison of development impacts.  To improve the 
accuracy of the image, FCS will need the applicant to provide CAD and PDF files of existing project site 
topography and proposed project grading and house designs. Information on existing tree locations and 
proposed vegetation removal is also requested.  This scope of work assumes up to one (1) photo-
simulation from one (1) vantage point to be determined by City staff, in consultations with the project 
applicant. 
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Simulations from additional vantage points can be provided at a rate of $3,000 per simulation. 

Task 2.G: Peer Review of Geotechnical Report  
FCS will contract with Ninyo & Moore to perform a peer review of the Miller Pacific Geotechnical Report, 
specifically to review/confirm soils recommendations for landslide repair and foundation design.  As part 
of the peer review, Ninyo & Moore will perform the following tasks:  

• Review the Miller Pacific revised geotechnical report and other background geotechnical reports 
(the Miller Pacific report references and relies on three other reports for some of their findings) 
and compile and summarize the available data to analyze their conclusions and recommendations 
in regard to the geologic and geotechnical hazards at the site. 

• Review available geologic maps of the site vicinity. 

• Review and analyze stereo pair aerial photographs to assess the geomorphic and landslide 
conditions at the site. 

• Summarize our review in a letter and provide conclusions regarding the suitability of the 
geotechnical report in identifying geologic and geotechnical hazards at the site for CEQA purposes. 

Task 3: Administrative Draft Initial Study 

FCS will prepare an Administrative Draft IS for City staff review to explain why various project impacts 
will not be significant.  The Administrative Draft IS format will include separate sections for discussion of 
each Environmental Checklist impact category, and it will be adequately supported by exhibits (including 
color GIS mapping, as appropriate). 

The IS format will include a discussion of each Environmental Checklist impact category and will be 
adequately supported by documentation.  The following issues will be evaluated in the IS: 

• Aesthetics, Light, and Glare • Hydrology and Water Quality 
• Agriculture and Forestry Resources • Land Use 
• Air Quality • Noise 
• Biological Resources • Population and Housing 
• Cultural Resources • Public Services 
• Geology, Soils, and Seismicity • Recreation 
• Greenhouse Gas Emissions • Transportation 
• Hazards and Hazardous Materials • Utility Systems 

Deliverables 
• One (1) electronic version (via email) of the Administrative Draft IS to the City of Cloverdale 
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Task 4: Draft Initial Study (Mitigated Negative Declaration) 

Following receipt of the comments on the Administrative Draft IS, FCS will complete revisions and 
prepare the Draft IS.  (If a focused EIR is found to be required, FCS will prepare a separate scope and fee 
to cover the tasks associated with reparation of a focused EIR.)  

Assuming that a mitigated negative declaration is the appropriate level of review, FCS will prepare, and 
City staff will distribute, copies of the Draft IS/MND to responsible agencies and the public for a 30-day 
public review period.  Technical studies provided to FCS will be included as appendices with the Draft 
IS/MND for distribution.  To reduce document production and distribution costs, technical appendices 
will be provided on CD.  FCS will provide 15 copies of the Draft IS/MND and the Notice of Completion 
form to the State Clearinghouse to formally commence the 30-day review period.  This scope of work 
assumes that City staff will be responsible for local distribution and noticing, including but not limited to 
newspaper noticing or radius mailing. 

Deliverables 
• Ten (10) hard copies (appendices on CD), and one (1) CD of the Draft IS/MND to the City of 

Cloverdale 
 

• Fifteen (15) CDs of the Draft IS/MND to the State Clearinghouse (including appendices) 
 
Task 5: Final Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration 

Although the CEQA Guidelines do not require lead agencies to prepare written responses to comments 
received on Draft IS/MNDs, lead agencies commonly request them in the interest of addressing relevant 
concerns.  As such, this scope of work includes preparing a Final IS/MND, which will include responses to 
comments. 

FCS will prepare formal responses to comments received by the City of Cloverdale on the Draft IS/MND.  
This scope of work assumes 12 hours of staff time to prepare the Response to Comments document.  
This task includes submittal of a draft set of responses for review and comment by the applicant team 
and City staff, as well as one set of revisions in response to staff comments.  Given the high level of 
uncertainty with respect to the volume and complexity of such comments, this task will be billed on a 
time-and-materials basis.  An initial budget allocation has been established for this task, assuming 15 
hours of combined FCS professional staff time; however, this may need to be adjusted based on the 
volume and complexity of comments received. 

Deliverables 
• One (1) electronic version (via email) of the Administrative Draft Responses to Comments to the 

applicant team and City of Cloverdale  
 
FCS will compile the Final IS/MND, which will include Responses to Comments and Errata.  FCS will 
reproduce the Final IS/MND in hard copy format and on CDs for City use and distribution.  This scope of 
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work assumes that City staff will be responsible for distribution of copies of the Final IS/MND to 
agencies, organizations, and individuals who submitted comments. 

Deliverables 
• Ten (10) hard copies, and one (1) CD of the Final IS/MND to City of Cloverdale  

 
Task 6: Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program 

FCS will prepare a comprehensive Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP), pursuant to 
CEQA Guidelines Section 15097.  The MMRP will contain all mitigation measures identified in the Draft 
IS/MND.  This comprehensive MMRP will provide the applicant team and City staff with a single source 
of reference to the full range of mitigation measures to be implemented, to ensure achievement of the 
impact avoidance envisioned in the IS/MND.  For each measure or group of similar measures, the agency 
responsible for ensuring proper implementation will be identified, along with the timing and method of 
verification.  Copies of the MMRP will be included in the Final IS/MND submittal. 

Deliverables 
• Electronic submittal of the MMRP to City of Cloverdale (an electronic version will be provided on 

the same CD as the Final IS/MND) 
 
Task 7: Meetings 

FCS will meet by phone with the applicant team and City staff during the IS/MND preparation process to 
discuss and resolve problems, develop strategies, and participate in communications.  FCS is also 
available to attend a meeting at the City of Cloverdale administrative offices or the project site.  This 
proposal and its associated budget cover attendance by FCS’s Project Manager at one (1) kick-off 
meeting/site visit with the applicant and City staff, and attendance at two (2) public meetings (Planning 
Commission and City Council).  A not-to-exceed budget has been established to cover attendance at the 
kick-off meeting and hearings.  If the applicant or City staff requests additional meeting attendance by 
FCS staff, or if the amount of time involved in these meetings exceeds the initial budget allocation, FCS 
will notify applicant or City staff of the additional costs and obtain authorization for the extra meeting 
time. 

Task 8: Project Management 

In addition to the research, analysis, communications, and report writing tasks described above, FCS will 
perform a variety of project management duties to ensure that the IS/MND meets the applicant and the 
City’s standards of quality, and that it is delivered on time and within budget.  These duties will include 
team supervision and coordination, oral and written communications with the applicant and City staff, 
project accounting, and quality assurance review by FCS’s Project Director and Technical Editor of all 
deliverable products.  These services also will include ongoing support to applicant and City staff, such as 
providing input to staff reports, regular schedule updates, and discussions of technical issues.  This task 
assumes 15 hours of staff time. 
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Tasks Outside of Scope of Work 
Below are tasks FCS has identified as being outside of its scope of work for the proposed project. 

Newspaper Noticing/Local Noticing 
FCS assumes that City staff will prepare the Notice of Availability for the Draft IS/MND and the Notice of 
Public Hearing for the public meeting(s) at which the IS/MND will be considered for certification.  These 
notices are typically published as a legal advertisement in a local newspaper or mailed directly to 
surrounding property owners and interested parties. 

Findings of Fact 
FCS assumes that the applicant’s or the City’s legal counsel will prepare the Findings of Fact necessary to 
allow certification of the IS/MND. 

Notice of Determination Filing/Payment of Fees 
FCS assumes that the applicant team or City staff will file the Notice of Determination with the Sonoma 
County Clerk’s Office within 5 business days of IS/MND certification.  The purpose of the Notice of 
Determination filing is to limit the legal challenge period to 30 days.  If a Notice of Determination is not 
filed within 5 business days of certification, the legal challenge period defaults to 180 days. 

The Notice of Determination filing requires payment of the California Department of Fish and Wildlife 
CEQA filing fee (currently $2,101.50) and a County handling fee (currently $50).  This scope of work 
assumes that the applicant will be responsible for paying these fees. 
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Proposal 

Schedule 

FCS has prepared the following schedule outlining the anticipated timing of each task. 

Task Week 

Project Initiation 1 

Submit Administrative Draft IS 8 

City staff provide comments on Administrative Draft IS 10 

Submit Draft IS/MND; begin 30-Day Review Period 12 

End of 30-Day Review Period 16 

Submit Administrative Responses to Comments and MMRP 18 

City staff provide comments to FCS on Responses to Comments and MMRP 19 

FCS submits Final IS/MND and MMRP 20 

Public Meeting(s) To Be Determined 

File Notice of Determination Within 5 Business Days of 
Project Approval 

Budget 

FCS has prepared the following budget identifying the costs of each task. 

Task Fee 

Project Initiation $1,000 

Technical Study: Biological Resources Assessment $4,500 

Technical Study: Cultural Resources $4,700 

Technical Study: Air Quality/Greenhouse Gas/Health Risk Assessment $8,700 

Technical Study: Noise $6,500 

Technical Study: Transportation $3,000 

Technical Study : Visual Simulation $4,000 

Peer Review of Geotechnical Report $4,070 

Administrative Draft IS $8,000 

Draft IS/MND $3,000 

Final IS/MND $3,500 

Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program $900 

Meetings $2,000 

Project Management $3,500 
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Proposal 

Task Fee 

Direct Costs $1,500 

Total $58,870 

 

Assumptions 
The assumptions used in calculating the above fees are: 

• The fee is valid for up to 30 days from the date of this scope, after which it may be subject to revision. 
 

• This scope assumes that an EIR will not be necessary.  If it is determined that an EIR will be 
necessary, FCS will prepare a separate scope and fee. 

 

• A total of 12 hours of staff time is assumed for responding to comments on the Draft IS/MND.  
Additional time will be billed on a time-and-materials basis with authorization from applicant 
team or City staff. 

 

• The applicant team or City staff will be responsible for distribution of public review documents. 
 

• This price is based upon completion of the work within the proposed schedule.  If delays occur, an 
amendment of the price would be warranted to accommodate additional project management 
and other costs, and to reflect adjustments for updated billing rates. 

 

•  Costs have been allocated to tasks, based upon FCS’s proposed approach.  During the work, FCS 
may, on its sole authority, re-allocate costs among tasks and/or direct costs, as circumstances 
warrant, so long as the adjustments maintain the total price within its authorized amount. 

 

• The FCS Project Manager will be the primary representative at the project meeting and public 
hearing. 

 

• Printing costs are based on the method of printing and binding proposed, numbers of copies 
proposed as work products, and estimated page lengths.  Document printing costs are estimated 
and will be finalized at the time of printing.  On further clarification of the documents (paper 
and/or digital CD) that the applicant team or City staff will need during the preparation effort, FCS 
will specifically identify a detailed reproduction work plan with more specific costs. 

 
Scope of Work Modifications 
FCS assumes a stable and complete project description and project plan set at project initiation.  In the 
event the project description and/or scope of work change to a degree that alters the fee estimate, FCS 
will contact the applicant team or City staff in writing to submit a revised fee for mutual agreement, and 
a contract amendment will be processed.  Requests for additional work will be documented, and a 
completion timetable and estimated fee will be submitted for applicant team or County approval. 
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Proposal 

Invoice Billing 
Invoice billing will be on a monthly basis as determined by percentage of work completed.  Invoices are 
due and payable within 30 days of receipt. 
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City Council
Agenda Item Summary

Agenda Item:
Meeting Date:

4
August 23, 2016

Agenda Section

Public Hearings

Staff Contact

Jose M. Sanchez, City Attorney

Joanne Cavallari, Finance Manager

Agenda Item Title

Public Hearing to seek approval from City Council for Cost Report relating to abatement of property located
at 650-680 S. Cloverdale Boulevard and authorization to impose a special assessment on the property where
the nuisance condition was abated by the City pursuant to Municipal Code section 1.14.140 (D).

Summary

In November of 2015, Code Enforcement staff became aware of property located at 650-680 S. Cloverdale
Boulevard, that was in violation of numerous sections of the Cloverdale Municipal Code and California
Building Code. The Property had a small shed erected upon it that was unpermitted and had severe fire
damage. The Police Department had received complaints relating to the Property. In an effort to achieve
compliance, Code Enforcement staff sent letters to the Property owner in November, December and again in
February requesting that the structure be removed. The structure was not removed and on March 8, 2016 a
Notice of Violation was sent to the Property owner requesting removal of the structure. Unfortunately, the
Property owner did not remove the structure as requested. A full description of the Municipal Code
violations can be found in the attached Cost Report.

On May 12, 2016, the City Attorney’s Office sought and was granted an Inspection and Abatement Warrant
from the Sonoma County Superior Court pursuant to California Code of Civil Procedure section 1822.54. The
Warrant authorized the City to inspect the Property and to remove the unpermitted structure from the
Property.

The City expended funds to obtain the Inspection and Abatement Warrant which may be recovered pursuant
to Government Code section 38771 et seq., and Municipal Code Chapters 1.11 and 1.14 through a special
assessment on the Property. A special assessment can be imposed as an alternative to the lien procedure, to
recover costs of enforcement or administration or expenses associated with the abatement of any nuisance
levied in accordance with Chapters 1.10 through 1.15. Any special assessment imposed on real property may
be collected at the same time and in the same manner as ordinary municipal taxes are collected, and are
subject to the same penalties and the same procedure and sale in case of delinquency as is provided for
ordinary municipal taxes.

Attached to this Agenda Item Summary is a Cost Report that was prepared pursuant to Municipal Code
section 1.14.130. As indicated in that Report, the City expended the following costs to abate the nuisance
condition that was on the Property:

City Staff Time $1,784.75
Contractor $2,170.00
Attorneys’ Fees $4,783.19

TOTAL $8,737.94
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Due to the costs involved with abatements, the City views these types of abatements as a type of “last
resort.” In this case, City staff made numerous attempts to gain voluntary compliance with the Municipal
Code prior to seeking judicial intervention. The Property owner was not responsive to the City’s requests for
compliance and thus, the City was forced to seek an Inspection and Abatement Warrant.

The owner of the Property was provided with notice of the Council hearing on this matter and was also
provided with a copy of the Cost Report.

Budget/Financial Impact

The City would recover $8,737.94 through a special assessment on the Property.

Recommended Council Action

Adopt Resolution No. 065-2016, confirming the Cost Report and authorize the imposition of a special
assessment on the property located at 650-680 South Cloverdale Boulevard, Cloverdale, California.

Attachments
Cost Report and Exhibits
Resolution 065-2016

2691556.1
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:y

CITY OF

CLOVEI~DALE

Cost Report

I. Abatement

In November of 2015, Code Enforcement staff became aware of property located at 650-680 S.
Cloverdale Boulevard ("Property") that was in violation of the Cloverdale Municipal Code and
California Building Code. An 8 x 14 foot shed had been erected on the Property. The
unpermitted structure had fire damage and was empty but provided shelter to transients and
kids. The Police Department had received complaints relating to the Property. In an effort to
achieve compliance, Code Enforcement staff sent letters to the Property owner requesting that
the structure be removed in November, December and again in February. The structure was
not removed and on March 8, 2016 a Notice of Violation was sent to the Property owner for the
following violations:

• 8.02.030 (A)-Buildings that are abandoned, boarded up, partially destroyed,
substantially deteriorated, or left unreasonably in a state of partial construction
without a valid unexpired building permit;

• 8.02.030 (B)-Unpainted, unmaintained and otherwise unprotected buildings,
causing deterioration in the form of dry rot, warping, buckling, twisting, bowing,
and infestations of various kinds;

• 8.02.030 (C)-Broken windows constituting hazardous conditions and inviting
trespassers, illegal and unauthorized uses, or malicious mischief;

• 8.02.030 (F)(4)- Attractive nuisances dangerous or potentially dangerous to
people in the form of unsecured and unoccupied abandoned buildings and
structures;

• 8.02.030(I)(2)-Any building, structure, or portion thereof or areas of access that
have any of the following conditions or defects to a significant degree or as
otherwise noted: [a]ny portion of any building or structure that has been damaged
by earthquake, wind, flood, rain, or any other cause, such that the structural
strength, stability or integrity of such building or structure is appreciably less than
is suitable for occupancy and is less than the minimum requirements of building
code regulations enforced by the city;

• 8.02.030(I)(3)-[a]ny portion of a building or any member, appurtenance or
ornamentation on the exterior thereof that is likely to fall or to become detached
or dislodged or to collapse and thereby injure persons or damage property;

• 8.02.030(I)(4)-[a]ny building, portion of a building or any member, appurtenance
or ornamentation on the exterior thereof not of sufficient strength or stability or
not so anchored, attached, or fastened in place so as to be capable of resisting
wind pressure, earthquake forces, live-loads or dead-loads as specified in the

August 23, 2016
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building code regulations enforced by the city without exceeding the working
stresses permitted therein;

• 8.02.030(I)(6)-[b]uildings or structures, or any portion thereof, that are likely to
partially or completely collapse or otherwise fall or give way, or in which some
portion of the foundation or underpinning is likely to fail, because of
dilapidation, deterioration, decay, faulty construction, infestations, the removal,
loss, or movement of a portion of the soil necessary to adequately support such
buildings or structures or portion thereof, or some other cause;

• 8.02.030(I)(7)-[a] building or structure, or any portion thereof, that, for any
reason whatsoever, is manifestly unsafe for the purpose for which it is used or
intended to be used;

• 8.02.030(I)(8)-[a] building or structure that has been so damaged by fire, wind,
earthquake, or flood, or has become so dilapidated or deteriorated that it
becomes an attractive nuisance to children who might play therein to their
danger, or affords a harbor for vagrants, criminals or immoral persons, or enables
persons to resort thereto for the purpose of committing nuisances or unlawful or
immoral acts;

• 8.02.030(I)(9)-[a] building or structure that has been constructed, now exists or is
maintained in violation of any requirements or prohibitions applicable to such
building or structure, or in violation of the building and housing code regulations
enforced by the city;

~ 8.02.030(I)(11)-[a] building or structure that, by reason of obsolescence,
dilapidation, deterioration, damage, substandard electric wiring, gas connections,
or heating apparatus, or similar conditions, is in such condition as to be a fire
hazard and is so situated as to endanger life or other buildings or property in the
vicinity, or provide a ready fuel supply to augment the spread and intensity of fire
arising from any cause;

• Dangerous Building as defined by California Building Code ~ 15.20.010 (Chapter
3, Section 302).

Ultimately, the violations were not corrected and the structure remained on the Property.

On May 12, 2016, the Ciry attorney's Office sought and was granted an Inspection and
Abatement Warrant from the Sonoma County Superior Court pursuant to California Code of
Civil Procedure section 1822.54. The Warrant authorized the City to inspect the Property and
to remove the unpermitted structure from the Property.

The Warrant was executed on May 24, 2016 and the structure was removed. On June 3, 2016
a Judgment was signed by the Court, confirming the City as the prevailing parry.

<~ugust 23, 2016 2
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II. City's Costs Relating to Abatement

The City has spent a great deal of time and effort in abating the nuisance conditions at 650-680
S. Cloverdale Boulevard. The following is a list of the costs associated with the abatement and
recovery of costs.

City Staff Time (See Exhibit A) $1,784.75
❖ Rafael Miranda, Associate Planner was the inspecting officer

involved in this case. He spent appro~mately 14.75 hours in
inspections, communications, and research relating
to the Property. Also, the City Finance Manager assisted with
preparation of the Cost Report for this item
and the Police Chief provided a Declaration for the Inspection
and Abatement Warrant.

Contractor (See E~iibit B) $2,170.00
❖ The contractor, Andersen Backhoe and Excavating,

removed the structure and hauled the debris from the site.

Attorneys' Fees (See Exhibit C) $4,783.19
❖ The City Attorney prepared correspondence to the Property

owner, prepared the legal documents and filed with court,
traveled to and appeared in court for the hearing on the
Ex Parte Application for an Inspection and Abatement
Warrant, prepared a Judgment and communicated with
staff.

TOTr~L 8._737.94

Attached as Exhibit D are pictures of the structure before it was removed on May 24, 2016.
The structure was fairly dilapidated before abatement and thus it took approximately two to
three hours to remove. Attached as Exhibit E is a picture of the Property after removal of the
structure.

The City, pursuant to California Health and Safety Code section 38773.5 and Cloverdale
Municipal Code. sections 1.14.140 (D), seeks to recover its costs through a special assessment on
the Property. The City does not seek to recover any penalties through the special assessment.
2691629.1
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Contractor's License No. 340786

'~ ~ 11

~~~~~I V✓~1 ~~01~1 0 0 ~(~~~~~1~(~
~~ P.O. Box 221 Cloverdale, CA 95425 Phone C707) 894-2755

CITY OF CLOV~RpALE
RECEIVEDY~

~~ Invoice 17890 JUN 0 8 2016

6/5/16

City of Cloverdale
P.O. Box 217

Cloverdale, CA 95425

Billing for removal of shed at 650 S. Cloverdale,Bivd. on May 24,2016
Removal of all debris and haul away.

As per estimate. $2,170.00

Thank you for your business.
Bob Andersen Excavating
P.O. Box 221

Cloverdale, CA 95425

Exhibit B

Dump Trucks, Water Trucks, D4D Dozer, ~ Backhoe - Septic Systems, Trenching - Sand, Gravel, Shale, Loam b Soil Conditioner
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meyers ~ nave
555 12TH STREET, SUITE 1500
OAKLAND, CALIFORNIA 94607

510 808-2000

Tax 10 94-3050358

KAREN MASSEY, ASSISTANT CITY MANAGER
CITY OF CLOVERDA~E
124 N. CLOVERDALE BLVD
C~OVERDALE, CA 95425

CLIENT: CLOVERDALE, CITY OF

MATTER: 650 CLOVERDALE BOULEVARD/ABATEMENT WARRANT

OUR FILE NO: 315.126

INVOICE NO: 2016040483

REDACTED

May 20, 2016

FOR PROFESSIONAL SERVICES RENDERED THROUGH APRIL 30, 2016

DATE j~T DESCRIPTION RATE HOURS

04(06/16 JMS 260.00 0.30

04/06/i 6 DSB 230.00 1.20

04!07/16 DSB 230.00 0.20

04/08/16 DSB 230.00 1.50

Exhibit C
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CLOVERDALE, CITY OF

650 CLOVERDALE BOULEVARD/ABATEMENT WARRANT

OUR FILE NO: 315.126

INVOICE NO: 2016040483

May 20, 2016
Page 2

REDACTED

DATE j[~T

04/13/16 DSB

DESCRIPTION RATE HOURS

230.00 02Q

04/24/16 DSB

04/25/16 DSB

04/25/16 TZG

04/26/16 DSB

04/27/16 DSB

230.00 1.1 Q

230.00 3.00

115.00 0.90

230.00 0.30

230.00 Q.50

04/27/16 TZG 15.00 0.50
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CLOVERDALE, CITY OF May 20, 2016
650 CLOVERDALE BOULEVARDIABATEMENT WARRANT Page 3

OUR FILE NO: 315.126

INVOICE NO: 2016040483 REDACTED

DATE IfYIT DESCRIPTION RATE 'HOURS

04/28/16 DSB 230.00 0.60

04/29/16 DSB 230.00 0.20

TOTAL FEES 10.50 $2,263.00

TOTAL FEES AND COSTS ADVANCED $2,263.00
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m e e r s nave REDACTEDY
555 12TH STREET, SUITE 1500
OAKLAND, CALIFORNIA 94607

510 808-2000

Tax ID 94-3050358

KAREN MASSEY, ASSISTANT CITY MANAGER June 13, 2016
CITY OF CtOVERDALE
124 N. CLOVERDALE BLVD
CLOVERDALE, CA 95425

CLIENT: CLOVERDALE, CITY OF

MATTER: 650 CLOVERDALE BOULEVARD/ABATEMENT WARRANT

OUR FILE NO: 315.126

INVOICE NO: 2016050291

FOR PROFESSIONAL SERVICES RENDERED THROUGH MAY 31, 2016

~T~ ~ DESCRIPTION RATE HOURS

05/03!16 DSB 230.00 0.30

05/04/16 TZG 115.00 1.10

05/05/16 TZG 115.00 0.60

05/06/16 DSB 230.00 0.80

05/06/16 DSB 230.00 020
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CLOVERDALE, CITY OF

650 CLOVERDALE BOULEVARD/ABATEMENT WARRANT

OUR FILE NO: 315.126

INVOICE NO: 2016050291

June 13, 2016
Page 2

REDACTED

DATE ~( T DESCRIPTION RATE HOURS

05/06/16 DSB

05/09/16 JMS

05/09/16 TZG

05/09/16 DSB

05/12(16 DSB

05/12/16 DSB

05/12/16 DSB

230.00 0.50

260.00 0.30

1 15.00 0.10

230.00 0.20

230.00 2.50

230.00 3.70

230.00 0.30

05/25/16 DSB 230.00 0.50
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CLOVERDALE, CITY OF June 13, 2016
650 CLOVERDALE BOULEVARD/ABATEMENT WARRANT Page 3

OUR FILE NO: 315.126 

REDACTED
lNVO~CE NO: 2016050291

DATE INIT DESCRIPTION RATE HOURS

05/26/16 DSB

05/26/16 DSB

05/26/16 TZG

TOTAL FEES

230.00 0.30

230.00 020

115.00 0.40

12.00 $2,516.00

COSTS ADVANCED

DATE DESCRIPTION AMOUNT

05/31/16 MONTHLY POSTAGE 4.19

TOTAL COSTS ADVANCED

TOTAL FEES AND COSTS ADVANCED $2,520.19
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1

CITY OF CLOVERDALE

CITY COUNCIL

RESOLUTION NO. 065 -2016

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CLOVERDALE
CONFIRMING THE COST REPORT RELATING TO ABATEMENT OF

NUISANCE CONDITIONS AT 650-680 S. CLOVERDALE BOULEVARD AND
AUTHORIZING IMPOSITION OF SPECIAL ASSESSMENT ON PROPERTY

WHEREAS, in November, 2015, City Staff contacted the owner of property located at 650-680
South Cloverdale Boulevard, City of Cloverdale, regarding violations of the Cloverdale
Municipal Code and California Building Code that existed on the Property; and

WHEREAS, the City specifically requested the demolition and removal of the unpermitted
structure on the property; and

WHEREAS, in an effort to achieve compliance, City Staff sent letters to the Property owner
requesting that the structure be removed in November, December and again in February. City
Staff made numerous efforts to achieve voluntary compliance and removal of the nuisance
conditions on the property but was unsuccessful; and

WHEREAS, on March 8, 2016 the City of Cloverdale issued a Notice of Violation to the
Property owner for numerous violations of Municipal Code section 8.02.030 and California
Building Code; and

WHEREAS, the property owner did not demolish and remove the unpermitted structure on
the property; and

WHEREAS, the City Attorney’s Office sought and was granted an Inspection and Abatement
Warrant from the Sonoma County Superior Court and on May 24, 2016 and the structure was
removed; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to Municipal Code section 1.14.130, City Staff has submitted a Cost
Report that reflects the appropriate and reasonable costs expended by the City to abate the
nuisance conditions on the property and has provided appropriate notice to the property owner
of the hearing related to this matter; and

WHEREAS, the City expended funds to obtain the Inspection and Abatement Warrant which
may be recovered pursuant to Government Code section 38771 et seq., and Municipal Code
Chapters 1.11 and 1.14 through a special assessment on the property; and

WHEREAS, a special assessment can be imposed as an alternative to the lien procedure, to
recover costs of enforcement or administration or expenses associated with the abatement of
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any nuisance levied in accordance with Chapters 1.10 through 1.15. Any special assessment
imposed on real property may be collected at the same time and in the same manner as ordinary
municipal taxes are collected, and are subject to the same penalties and the same procedure and
sale in case of delinquency as is provided for ordinary municipal taxes.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the City Council of the City of Cloverdale
does hereby find, determine, and declare as follows:

1. The Cost Report attached hereto as Exhibit A is confirmed.
2. The Finance Manager, or her designee, is hereby authorized to impose a special

assessment on the property located at 650-680 S. Cloverdale Boulevard.

It is hereby certified that the foregoing Resolution No. 065-2016, was duly introduced and duly
adopted by the City Council of the City of Cloverdale at its regular meeting held on the 23rd day
of August, 2016, by the following roll call vote:

AYES:
NOES:
ABSENT:
ABSTAIN:

APPROVED: ATTESTED:

_______________________________ _____________________________
MaryAnn Brigham, Mayor Linda Moore, Deputy City Clerk

2691601.1
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P.O. Box 217 • 124 North Cloverdale Blvd. • Cloverdale, CA 95425-0217 • Telephone (707) 894-2521 • FAX (707) 894-3451

(Rev. 07/12)

City Council/Successor Agency
Agenda Item Summary

Agenda Item:
Meeting Date:

5
August 23, 2016

Agenda Section

New Business

Staff Contact

Paul Cayler, City Manager

Agenda Item Title

Discussion and Possible Action on Resolution No. 067-2016, Authorizing City Manager to Execute the First
Amendment to Lease Agreement between the City of Cloverdale and NorCal Skydiving, LLC, to Require
Tenant Improvements Including American with Disabilities Act (ADA) Compliant Parking Space and Accessible
Pathway

Summary

In June 2015, the City Council approved a renewed lease agreement with NorCal Skydiving at the Cloverdale
Municipal Airport for a skydiving business. As a provision of that lease agreement, NorCal Skydiving agreed
to reconfigure their office trailer building deck to be compliant with the requirements under the Americans
with Disabilities Act of 1990 (ADA). NorCal Skydiving retained a contractor and prepared plans to make their
deck ADA compliant. The cost for construction due to project complexity was determined to be beyond
financial means of NorCal Skydiving. As an alternative, NorCal Skydiving is proposing to remove their office
trailer and deck, and install a paved ADA complaint parking space with an accessible pathway to their nearby
rented hanger space (Hanger No. Four). The improvements will also include an ADA toilet for all airport
users. The purpose of this item is review and potentially approve an amendment to the lease agreement
which will allow for NorCal Skydiving to construct alternative ADA compliant facilities. Also, NorCal Skydiving
will no longer be using the office trailer, and thus will be abandoning their existing Conditional Use Permit
(CUP), which permits the office trailer. NorCal Skydiving will have the trailer and existing deck removed from
the airport by the proposed deadline. The deadline to complete the proposed work is November 30, 2016.
The proposed agreement amendment does not modify any other terms of conditions of the lease
agreement, such as term or compensation.

Options

1) Adopt the attached resolution that authorizes the City Manager to execute the First Amendment to the
Lease Agreement between the City of Cloverdale and NorCal Skydiving ; or

2) Reject the proposed lease amendment.

Budget/Financial Impact

None.

Subcommittee Recommendation

The Airport Subcommittee reviewed the proposed amendment to the lease agreement, and recommended
that the lease amendment be brought to the City Council for approval.

Recommended Council Action

The City Manager recommends that the City Council adopt the attached resolution that authorizes the City
Manager to execute the First Amendment to the Lease Agreement with NorCal Skydiving at the Cloverdale
Municipal Airport.

Attachments:

1. Resolution No. 067-2016.
2. Proposed Lease Agreement Amendment.

cc:
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REV 1/2013
Page 1

CITY OF CLOVERDALE
CITY COUNCIL

RESOLUTION NO. 067-2016

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CLOVERDALE AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER TO
EXECUTE THE FIRST AMENDMENT TO LEASE AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE CITY OF CLOVERDALE AND NORCAL

SKYDIVING, LLC FOR LEASED PREMISES LOCATED AT THE CLOVERDALE MUNICIPAL AIRPORT

WHEREAS, City and NorCal Skydiving entered into a lease agreement on June 30, 2015, for approximately 2.28
acres and improvements of the Cloverdale Municipal Airport, Cloverdale, California, to be used for limited
service commercial operations; and

WHEREAS, NorCal Skydiving’s use of Leased Premises included operating an office in a trailer located at the
Airport for which they obtained a Conditional Use Permit; and

WHEREAS, NorCal Skydiving will no longer be using the office trailer and will thus be abandoning the CUP; and

WHEREAS, the 2015 Lease Agreement makes reference to and requires compliance with the CUP as condition of
the Lease; and

WHEREAS, the NorCal Skydiving will install an American with Disabilities Act (ADA) paved parking space and
accessible pathway to their hanger, as well as install and maintain a ADA complaint toilet for all airport users;
and

WHEREAS, the City and NorCal Skydiving agree that the 2015 Lease Agreement should be amended to
accurately reflect NorCal Skydiving’s operations including removing references to the CUP, reducing property
being leased, and incorporating language regarding the improvements Lessee will be required to complete in
order to operate in their new location at the Airport; and

WHEREAS, all other terms and conditions of the lease agreement are unchanged, and remain in full force and
effect.

BE IT RESOLVED that the City Manager is hereby authorized to execute the First Amendment to the Lease
Agreement between the Norcal Skydiving, LLC and the City of Cloverdale.

It is hereby certified that the foregoing Resolution No. 067-2016, was duly introduced and adopted as amended
by the City Council of the City of Cloverdale at its regular meeting held on the 23rd day of August, 2016, by the
following voice vote: (-ayes, -noes)

AYES:
NOES:
ABSENT:
ABSTAIN:

Approved: Attested:

___________________________ _________________________________
Mary Ann Brigham, Mayor Linda Moore, Deputy City Clerk

2697651.1
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FIRST AMENDMENT TO LEASE AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE CITY OF CLOVERDALE AND NORCAL
SKYDIVING LLC FOR LEASED PREMISES LOCATED AT THE CLOVERDALE MUNICIPAL AIRPORT

This First Amendment to Lease Agreement (“Amendment”) is made and entered into as of the _____ day of

August, 2016, by and between the City of Cloverdale, a California municipal corporation, hereinafter referred

to as (“City”) and NorCal Skydiving, LLC, a California limited liability company (No. 200814010063),

hereinafter referred to as (“Lessee”).

RECITALS

WHEREAS, City and Lessee entered into a lease agreement (“2015 Lease Agreement”) on June 30, 2015

for approximately 2.28 acres and improvements of the Cloverdale Municipal Airport, Cloverdale, California

(“Airport”), to be used for limited service commercial operations; and

WHEREAS, Lessee’s use of Leased Premises included operating an office in a trailer located at the Airport

for which they obtained a Conditional Use Permit (“CUP”) (Resolution No. 008-2009); and

WHEREAS, Lessee will no longer be using the office trailer and will thus be abandoning the CUP and will

now only be leasing the premises described in Exhibit A-1 (“Leased Premises”); and

WHEREAS, the 2015 Lease Agreement makes reference to and requires compliance with the CUP as

condition of the Lease; and

WHEREAS, Parties agree that the 2015 Lease Agreement should be amended to accurately reflect Lessee’s

operations including removing references to the CUP, reducing property being leased, and incorporating

language regarding the improvements Lessee will be required to complete in order to operate in their new

location at the Airport.

NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS AGREED TO AS FOLLOWS:

AGREEMENT

1. The Parties agree to modify Section 1 “LEASED PREMISES” of the 2015 Lease
Agreement to remove references to Conditional Use Permit. Section 1 is hereby amended to read as
follows:

“City, for and in consideration of all the covenants, conditions, and agreements set forth in this Lease

to be kept and performed by Lessee and by City, does hereby lease unto Lessee, on all the conditions,

covenants, terms and agreements hereinafter set forth, approximately 2.2 acres and improvements (“Leased
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Page 2 of 3

Premises”), as described in Exhibit A-1, attached hereto to this First Amendment and incorporated herein.

This Lease is contingent upon and is dependent on any revocable operating License (“License”) that may

be applied for and granted to Lessee by City as set forth in Exhibit D, attached hereto and incorporated in

this Lease. Lessee’s failure to hold a valid License shall be immediate grounds for City to terminate this

Lease. Termination of this Lease due to Lessee’s failure to hold a valid revocable operating License shall be

at the sole discretion of City.”

2. Section 5 of the Lease Agreement, “ON-SITE IMPROVEMENT” shall be amended to
read as follows:

“Any tenant improvements shall be constructed in conformity with all applicable laws, ordinances,

rules and regulations, including, if applicable, as a result of City or other public funding and/or City ownership

and control of construction of the tenant improvements, California prevailing wage requirements contained in

section 1720 and following of the California Labor Code. Lessee shall be responsible for obtaining any

permits or other entitlements required by City, or any other agency, before commencing construction of any

improvements to the Leased Premises. Lessee must submit the design of any proposed tenant

improvements to City for approval before commencing construction of the improvements. Upon completion,

any and all tenant improvements will be deemed part of the Leased Premises and property of City. The

improvements are detailed below and as further described in Exhibit A-1, attached hereto to this First

Amendment and incorporated herein.

Lessee shall be responsible for installing the following improvements by November 30, 2016:

A. Remove office trailer and deck, and return Leased Premises to original condition.

B. Install a paved handicapped parking space with proper signage that is compliant with Americans

with Disabilities Act (“ADA”) regulations.

C. Install a paved and marked pathway from the new paved handicapped parking space to Hanger

Space #4

D. Install an operational handicapped accessible portable bathroom that is consistent with ADA

regulations. Lessee shall be responsible for maintaining said bathroom, including servicing and cleaning.

Lessee agrees that said portable bathroom is NOT exclusive for Lessee customers only, and may be used

by all Airport visitors.”

3. Exhibit A in the 2015 Lease Agreement is hereby replaced in its entirety by Exhibit A-1,
attached to this First Amendment.

4. All other terms and conditions in the 2015 Lease Agreement shall remain in full force and
effect to the extent they are not in conflict with this Amendment.
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Page 3 of 3

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Parties have executed this Amendment on the day and year first above

written.

CITY OF CLOVERDALE LESSEE

By
Paul Cayler, City Manager Jimmy Halliday, President

NorCal Skydiving, LLC

ATTEST:

Linda Moore, Deputy City Clerk

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Jose M. Sanchez, City Attorney

2672155.4
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City Council/Successor Agency
Agenda Item Summary

Agenda Item:
Meeting Date:

6
August 23, 2016

Agenda Section

New Business

Staff Contact

Paul Cayler, City Manager

Agenda Item Title

Consideration of a Resolution No. 068- 2016, Authorizing the Submittal of the Fiscal Year 2016,
Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) Grant Application, Acceptance of an Allocation of Funds and
Execution of a Grant Agreement with the California Department of Transportation, Aeronautics
Division for an Airport Improvement Program Matching Grant for Further Work to Conduct
Environmental Assessment of Obstruction Removal.

Summary

The City owns and operates a public airport and is eligible to apply for approximately $150,000 each
year from the Federal Aviation and Administration for primarily improving safety, security and
capacity, and is allowed to roll over annual grants up to three years. The City, in coordination with
the FAA, has prepared the Fiscal Year 2016 grant application. The proposed project requests
$137,169 from the FAA with $8,383 matching funds from the City and $6,858 from the State. Final
grant amounts may vary slightly depending on submission of final paperwork to FAA. The City
recently completed an Obstruction Evaluation and Mitigation Report using a FAA grant. Twenty-one
obstructions were identified in the Threshold Siting Surface that require mitigation. The proposed
grant project consists of further work to remove obstructions that are located on and off the airport
property with some obstructions in close proximity to the Russian River. Several of the obstructions
are located in the river bank itself. The location of these obstructions necessitate increased scrutiny
pertaining to removal methods, and mitigation options that may include replanting and other
restoration in the riverbank areas. The project is recommended in the Airport Layout Plan (ALP)
currently under FAA review. The preparation of an Environmental Assessment (EA) for obstruction
removal is required to assess potential impacts on cultural resources, wetlands, and Federally listed
threatened and endangered species. The EA must be in compliance with the National
Environmental Protection Act (NEPA)

The City coordinates the grant program with the FAA by maintaining and revising annually a five
year Capital Improvement Program and by preparing and submitting annual grant applications. The
preliminary draft grant applications are submitted to the FAA earlier in the year with the final grant
application to be submitted typically by August 1 of each year. The proposed project is to start with
execution of the grant agreement and extends to September 30, 2017. The grant application period
expires on August 31, 2016 with the last remaining component being the City Council authorizing
resolution.

Options

1) Adopt the attached resolution authorizing the submittal of the Fiscal Year 2016 FAA grant application,
acceptance of an allocation of funds and execution of a grant agreement with the California Department
of Transportation, Aeronautics Division for an Airport Improvement Program (AIP) Matching grant; or

2) Reject the attached resolution and do not pursue a Fiscal Year 2016 FAA grant application for further
work on obstruction removal at the airport.
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Budget/Financial Impact

By signing the grant agreement, the City obligates General Fund monies in the amount of $8,383.
Staff costs in administering the project can be charged to the project (accounted for within the total
project cost) up to $3,045. Final grant amounts may vary slightly depending on submission of final
paperwork to FAA.

Subcommittee Recommendation

None.

Recommended Council Actions

Adopt Resolution No. 068-2016, authorizing the submittal of the FY 2016 FAA grant application,
acceptance of an allocation of funds and execution of a grant agreement with the California
Department of Transportation, Aeronautics Division for an Airport Improvement Program matching
grant.

Attachments:

1. Resolution No. 068-2016

2. FAA AIP Application

cc:
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City Of Cloverdale
City Council

Resolution No. 068-2016

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CLOVERDALE AUTHORIZING THE SUBMITTAL OF AN
FAA AIRPORT IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM GRANT APPLICATION FOR FURTHER WORK ON ENVIRONMENTAL

ASSESSMENT TO REMOVE OBSTRUCTIONS AT THE CLOVERDALE MUNICIPAL AIRPORT

WHEREAS, the City of Cloverdale and the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) are parties to Federal
Airport Improvement Program (AIP) Grant No. 3-06-0045-008-2014 for Obstruction Survey and Obstruction Mitigation
Plan, which was completed and submitted to the FAA; and

WHEREAS, the City of Cloverdale is eligible for a further Airport Improvement Program Grants to continue work
to study and prepare an environmental assessment for obstruction removal that complies with the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA); and

WHEREAS, for the City of Cloverdale to remain eligible for the Federal grant, the FAA requires the City Council to
adopt a resolution authorizing the submission of an application for an AIP grant.

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the City Council of the City of Cloverdale, State of California:

1. Authorizes filing the application for a FAA AIP grant for the work of Obstruction Removal Environmental
Assessment in compliance with NEPA; and

2. Authorizes execution of an FAA AIP Grant Agreement for Obstruction Removal Environmental Assessment.

3. Authorizes application and acceptance of California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) matching
grants for the Obstruction Removal Environmental Assessment.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the City Council of the City of Cloverdale does hereby authorize Paul Cayler, Cloverdale
City Manager, to sign any documents required to apply for and accept these subject funds on behalf of the City of
Cloverdale.

It is hereby certified that the foregoing Resolution No. 068-2016, was duly introduced and adopted as amended by the
City Council of the City of Cloverdale at its regular meeting held on the 23rd day of August, 2016, by the following voice
vote: (-ayes, -noes)

AYES:
NOES:
ABSENT:
ABSTAIN:

Approved: Attested:

______________________________ _________________________________
Mary Ann Brigham, Mayor Linda Moore, Deputy City Clerk
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City Council
Agenda Item Summary

Agenda Item:
Meeting Date:

7
August 23, 2016

Agenda Section

New Business

Staff Contact

Paul Cayler, City Manager

Jose M. Sanchez, City Attorney

Agenda Item Title

Ordinance No. 709-2016, Amending Cloverdale Municipal Code Section 2.04.010 to Increase Council Member
Compensation

Summary

At a City Council meeting earlier this year, Council Member Wolter requested that Staff provide a summary
of options related to City Council compensation. Staff presented the information under this Staff Report to
the Finance Committee. After deliberation, the Finance Committee directed staff to prepare the attached
Ordinance and bring the Ordinance before the entire Council for consideration and possible action.

California Government Code Section 36516(a) provides that council members in cities with a population up
to 35,000 may receive $300 per month in salary. On March 25, 1998, the City Council of Cloverdale adopted
an ordinance setting the salary for the Council Members at $300 per month. This was an increase from the
Council’s previous compensation of $150 per month. Council Member salaries have stayed at $300 per
month since 1998.

Under Government Code Section 36516(a)(4), the City Council can adopt an ordinance increasing council
members’ salaries by a maximum of five percent (5%) of the salary amount per calendar year from the
operative date of the last adjustment of salary in effect when the ordinance or amendment is enacted. It has
been 17 years since the operative date of the last adjustment of salary (presumably December 1998). The
proposed ordinance would increase Council Members’ salaries by five percent (5%) of $300 for each year
since 1998. Accordingly, the proposed ordinance will increase Council Members’ salaries $255 per month,
for a new salary of up to $555 per month.

The City Council has the option of adopting the attached ordinance implementing the $255 per month
increase to Council Compensation, or decide to implement an amount less than the two hundred fifty five.
The $255 serves as a maximum allowed.

Any salary increase adopted by the City Council cannot take effect until after one or more members of the
City Council begins a new term. (Gov’t Code § 36516.5.) For this reason, a salary increase adopted now
would not take effect until Council Members are sworn in after the 2016 election – expected to be at the
regular Council Meeting of December 13, 2016.

Budget/Financial Impact

Adoption of this Ordinance will increase City Council Compensation from $300 per month to $555 per month.

Subcommittee Recommendation: None

Council discussed compensation during the budget process with consensus to proceed with the proposed
ordinance.
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[Type text]

Recommended Council Action

Consider adopting Ordinance No. 709-2016, Amending Cloverdale Municipal Code Section 2.04.010 to
Increase Council Member Compensation

Attachments:

1. Ordinance No. 709-2016, of the City of Cloverdale, Amending Cloverdale Municipal Code Section
2.04.010, “Compensation for Council Members,” to Increase Council Member Compensation

2. Ordinance No. 525-98

2690366.3
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Page 1 of 2

CITY OF CLOVERDALE
CITY COUNCIL

ORDINANCE NO. 709-2016

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF CLOVERDALE AMENDING CLOVERDALE
MUNICIPAL CODE SECTION 2.04.010 “COMPENSATION FOR COUNCIL

MEMBERS” TO INCREASE COUNCIL MEMBER COMPENSATION

WHEREAS, California Government Code Section 36516(a) provides that council members in
cities with a population up to 35,000 may receive three hundred dollars ($300) per month in
salary; and

WHEREAS, on March 25, 1998, the City Council of the City of Cloverdale adopted Ordinance
No. 525-98 setting the compensation for Council Members in the amount of three hundred
dollars ($300) per month in accordance with the Government Code. The new compensation was
effective as of December 1998; and

WHEREAS, under Government Code Section 36516(a)(4), the City Council can adopt an
ordinance increasing council members’ salaries by a maximum of five percent (5%) of the salary
amount per calendar year from the operative date of the last adjustment of salary in effect when
the ordinance or amendment is enacted; and

WHEREAS, members of the City of Cloverdale’s Council have not received an increase in
compensation since Ordinance No. 525-98 was adopted in 1998; and

WHEREAS, under Government Code Section 36516(a)(4), Council’s salary can be increased by
five percent (5%) of three hundred dollars ($300) for the past seventeen years resulting in an
increase of two hundred and fifty-five dollars ($255) per month; and

WHEREAS, Government Code Section 36516.5 states that a salary increase cannot become
effective until at least one council member begins a new term of office; and

WHEREAS, two Council members are up for election in November of 2016; and

WHEREAS, the City Council desires to increase council members’ salaries as provided for in
Government Code Sections 36516(a)(4), 36516(c) and 36516.5.

THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CLOVERDALE DOES ORDAIN AS
FOLLOWS:

SECTION 1. Amendment to Section 2.04.010.

The Cloverdale Municipal Code, Chapter 2.04, “City Council,” Section 2.04.010 is amended as
follows:

“2.04.010 Compensation for Council Members.
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From and after the effective date of the ordinance adopting this section (Ordinance
No. 709-2016), each member of the City Council shall receive the sum of five hundred and fifty-
five dollars ($555) per month compensation pursuant Government Code Section 36516.”

SECTION 2. Effective Date of Salary Increase.

Pursuant to Government Code Sections 36516(c) and 36516.5, members of the City Council of
the City of Cloverdale shall receive a total salary of five hundred and fifty-five dollars ($555) per
month beginning on the date council members are sworn into office on December 13, 2016
following certification of the November 2016 election.

SECTION 3. Severability.

If any section, subsection, sentence, clause, or phrase of this ordinance is for any reason held to
be unconstitutional or invalid, such decision shall not affect the validity of the remaining portion
of this ordinance. The City Council hereby declares that it would have passed this ordinance and
every section, subsection, sentence, clause or phrase thereof, irrespective of the fact that any one
or more sections, subsections, sentences, clauses, or phrases be declared unconstitutional or
invalid.

SECTION 4. Effective Date of Ordinance.

This Ordinance shall become effective upon one or more members of the City Council of the
City of Cloverdale beginning a new term of office pursuant to Government Code Section
36516.5. This Ordinance shall be published once before the expiration of fifteen (15) days after
said passage, with the names of the Council Members voting for or against the same, in a
newspaper of general circulation published in the County of Sonoma, State of California.

I hereby certify that the foregoing is a true and complete copy of an ordinance duly and regularly
adopted by the City at a regular meeting thereof held on August 23, 2016, by the following vote:

PASSED, APPROVED AND ADOPTED this 23rd day of August, 2016 by the following roll
call vote:

AYES:
NOES:
ABSTAIN:
ABSENT:

APPROVED: ATTEST:

________________________________ _________________________
MaryAnn Brigham, Mayor Linda Moore, Deputy City Clerk

2690163.3
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City Council
Agenda Item Summary

Agenda Item:
Meeting Date:

8
August 23, 2016

Agenda Section

New Business

Staff Contact

David J. Kelley, Assistant City Manager/Comm. Dev. Director

Agenda Item Title

Adopt a Resolution No. 066-2016, accepting the Five Year and Annual AB 1600 Report of development
impact fee activity for fiscal years 2011-12, 2012-13, 2013-14, 2014-15 and 2015-16.

Summary

In accordance with to the Mitigation Fee Act, Government Code 66000 et seq., the City of Cloverdale levies
development impact fees to finance the planning, design, construction and acquisition of public
improvements including facilities and equipment necessary to accommodate future growth and
development within the City. The imposition of development impact fees is intended to address the impacts
of new residential, commercial and industrial development and enable the city to fund infrastructure
improvements necessary to serve the increase in population associated with growth. The nexus studies that
provided the basis for the establishment and original amount of the City of Cloverdale’s development impact
fees are attached (Attachment 2 and 3). The City of Cloverdale’s development impact fees were updated
from time to time by Resolution of the City Council and adjusted annually as provided for in the resolutions.
A copy of the 2016 Development Impact Fee Schedule is attached (Attachment 4).

One of the mandated accounting guidelines, as stated in Government Code 66006(a), provides that the City
shall establish separate capital accounts for each type of public improvement funded by development impact
fees. When collected, the development impact fees are deposited into their respective special capital facility
accounts. The City maintains separate capital accounts for Public Facilities including public safety (Police),
Civic Center and the Corporation Yard, parks and recreation facilities, Quimby Act parkland acquisition, Non-
Quimby Act parkland acquisition, administration, water capacity, wastewater capacity, street and
thoroughfares, storm drainage, fire facilities, and heath care facilities. The latter two development impact
fees for fire and health care facilities are levied by the City on behalf of other special districts (e.g. Cloverdale
Fire Protection District and the Alexander Valley Health Care District ) that require facilities (e.g. Fire Station
and Health care/medical facilities/offices) necessary to continue to meet service requirements.

Annual Reporting Requirements
For each account or fund established under the Mitigation Fee Act, the City of Cloverdale is required within
180 days after the last day of the fiscal year to make available to the public the following information:
1. A brief description of the type of fee in the account or fund.
2. The amount of the fee.
3. The beginning and ending balance of the account or fund.
4. The amount of the fees collected and the interest earned.
5. An identification of each public improvement on which fees were expended and the amount of the

expenditures on each improvement, including the total percentage of the cost of the public
improvement that was funded with fees.

6. An identification of an approximate date by which the construction of the public improvement will
commence if the local agency determines that sufficient funds have been collected to complete financing
on an incomplete public improvement.
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7. A description of each interfund transfer or loan made from the account or fund, including the public
improvement on which the transferred or loaned fees will be expended, and, in the case of an interfund
loan, the date on which the loan will be repaid and the rate of interest that the account or fund will
receive on the loan.

8. Any required refunds made.

Five-year Reporting Requirements
In addition to the above reporting requirements, every five years following the first deposit into the account
or fund and every five years thereafter, Section 66001(d)(1) of the Government Code requires that for each
separate account or fund established pursuant to AB 1600, the local agency shall make the following
additional findings:
1. Identify the purpose to which the development impact fees are to be put.
2. Demonstrate a reasonable relationship between the fee and the purpose for which it is charged.
3. Identify all sources and amounts of funding anticipated to complete financing incomplete improvements.
4. Designate the approximate dates on which the funding in “3” is expected to be deposited into the

appropriate account or fund.

Attach to this agenda report is a resolution (Attachment 1) that describes the purpose to which the City of
Cloverdale’s adopted development impact fees are to be put and demonstrates the reasonable relationship
between the fees and the purpose for which they is charged. Finance Manager Joanne Cavallari prepared a
five-year accounting of the City of Cloverdale’s special capital facility accounts for each of the development
impacts fees for the five-year period including fiscal years 2011-12, 2012-13, 2013-14, 2014-15 and 2015-16.
The five-year accounting record is identified as Exhibit “A” to the attached resolution accepting the Five Year
and Annual AB 1600 Report of development impact fee activity The attached resolution in conjunction with
Exhibit “A” to the resolution is intended to serve as the Five Year and Annual AB 1600 Report of development
impact fee activity for fiscal years 2011-12, 2012-13, 2013-14, 2014-15 and 2015-16.

Exhibit “A” to the resolution include tables showing the change in fund balance for each of the separate
capital facility impact fee accounts for the five-year period from July 1, 2011 to June 30, 2016, a description
of each the development fee types, beginning and ending balance of the account or fund, the amount of the
fees collected and the interest earned and identifies each public improvement on which fees were expended.
In addition, the AB 1600 report indicates that no interfund transfers or loans were made from any of the
impact fee accounts identified except for a fund transfer from the Water Impact Fee Account to the Water
Enterprise Account to reimburse the Water Enterprise fund for the cost of construction of new water wells
constructed to serve new development in the City of Cloverdale. There were no refunds of development
impact fees collected, pursuant to Government Code Section 66001(e), nor were there any allocations of
unexpended revenues collected, pursuant to Government Code Section 66001(f).

Government Code Section 66000 et seq. mandates that any fees imposed by a local agency as a condition of
approving a development project must be reviewed annually and every five years by the local agency at a
noticed public meeting. The City of Cloverdale received a request from the Building Industry Association (BIA)
to receive a copy of this report. A copy of the report was provided to the BIA and a copy of the report was
posted on the City website at least 15 days prior to the Council meeting.

Options

1. Adopt the resolution accepting Five Year and Annual AB 1600 Report of development impact fee activity
for fiscal years 2011-12, 2012-13, 2013-14, 2014-15 and 2015-16.
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2. Direct staff to revise the AB 1600 report and bring back to City Council for further review and
consideration.

3. Provide Staff with other direction as determined appropriate by the Cloverdale City Council in order to
comply with Government Code Section 66000 et seq.

Budget/Financial Impact

There is no budget/fiscal impact related to the proposed action.

Recommended Council Action

Adopt Resolution No. 066-2016, accepting the Five Year and Annual AB 1600 Report of development impact
fee activity for fiscal years 2011-12, 2012-13, 2013-14, 2014-15 and 2015-16.

Attachments:
1. Resolution No. 066-2016, with Exhibit “A” – AB 1600 Report of development impact fee activity for

Fiscal year 2011-12, 2012-13, 2013-14, 2014-15 and 2015-16
2. City of Cloverdale Mitigation Fee Act and Quimby Act In-Lieu Fee Report, January 14, 2011
3. City of Cloverdale Interim Development Impact Fee for Public Facilities, October 28, 1992
4. City of Cloverdale 2016 Development Impact Fee Schedule

cc:
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CITY OF CLOVERDALE
CITY COUNCIL

RESOLUTION NO. 066-2016

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CLOVERDALE ACCEPTING THE FIVE YEAR AND
ANNUAL AB 1600 REPORT OF DEVELOPMENT IMPACT FEE ACTIVITY FOR FISCAL YEAR 2011-12, 2012-

13, 2013-14, 2014-15 AND 2015-16

WHEREAS, the City of Cloverdale levies development impact fees to finance the design, construction and
acquisition of public infrastructure improvements including facilities and equipment necessary to accommodate
future growth and development within the City pursuant to Government Code section 66000 et seq.;

WHEREAS, said fees collected are deposited into a special and separate capital account for each type of
improvement funded by development fees;

WHEREAS, the City maintains separate funds for public facilities including public safety, Civic Center and
Corporation Yard, parks and recreation facilities, Quimby Act parkland acquisition, Non-Quimby Act parkland
acquisition, administration, water capacity, wastewater capacity, street and thoroughfares, storm drainage, fire
facilities, and heath care facilities;

WHEREAS, the City is required within 180 days after the last day of each fiscal year to make available to the
public information for the fiscal year regarding these fees under Government Code section 66006;

WHEREAS, in addition to the above annual reporting requirements, every five years following the first
deposit into the account or fund and every five years thereafter, Government Code Section 66001(d)(1) requires
that for each separate account or fund established pursuant to AB 1600, the local agency shall make additional
findings;

WHEREAS, City staff has prepared this resolution and a report ("AB 1600 Report") that contains the
information including findings required by Government Code Section 66001(d)(1) and Government Code Section
66006;

WHEREAS, no interfund transfers or loans were made from any of the accounts identified in the AB 1600
Report except for a transfer from the Water Impact Fee Account to the Water Enterprise Account to pay for wells
constructed to serve new development in the City of Cloverdale; and

WHEREAS, there were no refunds of development impact fees collected pursuant to Government Code
§66001(e), nor were there any allocations of unexpended revenues collected pursuant to Government Code
§66001(f); and

WHEREAS, the AB 1600 Report was made available for review on August 9, 2016, fifteen (15) days prior to
the date that the Council considered the AB 1600 Report; and

WHEREAS, no interested persons have requested notice of the time and place of the meeting for review
of the AB 1600 Report pursuant to Government Code Section 66006 (b)(2); consequently, no notices of the
availability of the AB 1600 Report were mailed.
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NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CLOVERDALE FINDS AND RESOLVES AS FOLLOWS:

Section 1.

A. In accordance with Government Code section 66006, the City has conducted an annual review of its
development impact fees and capital infrastructure programs and the City Council has reviewed the AB
1600 Report attached hereto as Exhibit A and incorporated herein by this reference.

B. The City Council hereby approves, accepts and adopts the AB 1600 Report.

Section 2. That the following findings are made as required under the Government Code Section
66001(d)(1) and 66006:

A. The development impact fees identified in Exhibit “A” have been accumulated beyond five years for
the construction of public infrastructure and public facilities such as a new Police Station, additional
parkland including new park and recreation improvements, new water and wastewater plant and
system improvements including new water wells, new traffic and street improvements including traffic
signals, new storm drain improvements, new fire facilities including a new fire station and new health
care facilities.

B. As described in the City of Cloverdale Mitigation Fee Act and Quimby Act In-Lieu Fee Report, January
14, 2011, and City of Cloverdale Interim Development Impact Fee for Public Facilities, October 28, 1992,
and any subsequent updates to those reports and Development Impact Fee schedules, a reasonable
relationship exists between future commercial and residential development and the need for additional
public infrastructure improvements and facilities including public facilities and equipment such as a new
Police Station, additional parkland including park and recreation equipment and facilities including a
new skate park and dog park, water and wastewater system improvements including new water wells,
street and thoroughfare (traffic) improvements including traffic signals, roadway and intersection
improvement and drainage improvements due to the following:

1) increased risk of loss of life and property damage that can occur without sufficient public
infrastructure and facilities such as a new Police Station, City Hall and Corporation yard;

2) Increased demand for Parks and Recreation facilities to service the recreation and health needs
of a growing population that can impact existing parks without additional parkland and
recreation facilities;

3) Increased demand for water and wastewater capacity in accordance with adopted Water and
Wastewater Master Plans to serve the need of new residential, commercial and industrial
development necessary for the economic health of the City of Cloverdale and the quality of life
of tis residents;

4) Increased traffic from new residential and commercial development resulting in a reduction in
the Level of Service below service levels required in the City of Cloverdale General Plan;

5) Increased runoff and potential flooding resulting from the increases in impervious surfaces
from new residential, commercial and industrial development;

6) Increased the need for administrative services from new development with the City of
Cloverdale;

7) Increased demand for fire and life safety facilities necessary to house firefighters and
equipment needed to adequately serve population growth in accordance with adopted
standards; and

8) Increase demand for health care facilities to respond to the health and wellness needs of a
growing population resulting from new residential, commercial and industrial development in
the City of Cloverdale.
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C. New public infrastructure and public facilities such as a Police Station, Fire Station, City Hall, Corporation
yard, parkland including park and recreation equipment and facilities, water and wastewater system
improvements, traffic (street and thoroughfare) improvements, and drainage improvements will
enable the City to meets the needs of a growing community in accordance with the standards of the
General Plan and adopted Master Plans necessary to serve future residential and commercial
development within the City of Cloverdale.

Section 3. Effective Date. The resolution shall take effect immediately upon adoption.

Section 4. Severability. If any section, subsection, sentence, clause, phase or portion of this Resolution is
for any reason held invalid or unconstitutional, such decision shall not affect the validity of the remaining portions
of this Resolution.

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

IT IS HEREBY CERTIFIED that the foregoing Resolution No. 066-2016 was duly introduced and legally adopted by
the City Council of the City of Cloverdale at its regular Meeting held on this 23rd day of August, 2016, by the
following roll call vote: (Ayes– 0; Noes-0)

AYES:
NOES:
ABSENT:
ABSTAIN:

Approved Attested

______________________________ ____________________________________
Mary Ann Brigham, Mayor Linda Moore, Deputy City Clerk

Exhibit A – AB1600 Five year and Annual Report of development impact fee activity for Fiscal year 2011-12,

2012-13, 2013-14, 2014-15 and 2015-16
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CITY OF CLOVERDALE 500 502 504 506 508 510 512 514 515 620 650 100 100

REPORT OF IMPACT FEES STORM PARKS PUBLIC CIVIC CORP PUBLIC FIRE HEALTH CARE

JULY 1, 2011 TO JUNE 30, 2012 ADMIN THOROUGHFARE DRAIN QUIMBY ACT NON-QUIMBY SAFETY CENTER YARD FACILITIES WATER SEWER DISTRICT DISTRICT

Beginning Balance 07/01/2011 (12,626)$ 301,042$ 49,470$ 248,828$ 12,876$ 455,102$ 107,002$ 465,913$ -$ 14,487$ 234,026$ -$ 877$

Revenues

Fees - - - - - - - - - 409 1,268 - -

Interest 335 1,774 135 9 4 1 213 129 - 5 111 - -

Other - - - - - - - - - - - - -

335 1,774 135 9 4 1 213 129 - 414 1,379 - -

Expenditures

Project Planning, Design, Engineering, Support - - - - - - - - - - - - -

Capital Projects - - - - - - - - - - - -

Kleiser Park Project 10,000

Plaza Improvements 13,530

Clark Street Park Camera 14,425

Debt Service - - - - - - - - - - - -

1996 WWTP Expansion - Principal Payment 71,463

1996 WWTP Expansion - Interest Payment 12,882

Other - - - - - - - - - - - - -

- - - 37,955 - - - - - - 84,345 - -

Net Revenue (Expenditures) 335$ 1,774$ 135$ (37,946)$ 4$ 1$ 213$ 129$ -$ 414$ (82,966)$ -$ -$

Ending Balance 06/30/2012 (12,291)$ 302,816$ 49,605$ 210,882$ 12,880$ 455,103$ 107,215$ 466,042$ -$ 14,901$ 151,060$ -$ 877$
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CITY OF CLOVERDALE 500 502 504 506 508 510 512 514 515 620 650 100 100

REPORT OF IMPACT FEES STORM PARKS PUBLIC CIVIC CORP PUBLIC FIRE HEALTH CARE

JULY 1, 2012 TO JUNE 30, 2013 ADMIN THOROUGHFARE DRAIN QUIMBY ACT NON-QUIMBY SAFETY CENTER YARD FACILITIES WATER SEWER DISTRICT DISTRICT

Beginning Balance 07/01/2012 (12,291)$ 302,816$ 49,605$ 210,882$ 12,880$ 455,103$ 107,215$ 466,042$ -$ 14,901$ 151,060$ -$ 877$

Revenues

Fees - - - - - - - - - - - - -

Interest - 1,311 92 390 24 842 198 862 - 28 279 - -

Other - - - - - - - - - - - - -

- 1,311 92 390 24 842 198 862 - 28 279 - -

Expenditures

Project Planning, Design, Engineering, Support - - - - - - - - - - - - -

City Park Tree Evaluation 4,950

Capital Projects - - - - - - - - - - - -

Debt Service - - - - - - - - - - - -

1996 WWTP Expansion - Principal Payment 73,464

1996 WWTP Expansion - Interest Payment 10,875

Other - - - - - - - - - - - - -

- - - 4,950 - - - - - - 84,339 - -

Net Revenue (Expenditures) -$ 1,311$ 92$ (4,560)$ 24$ 842$ 198$ 862$ -$ 28$ (84,060)$ -$ -$

Ending Balance 06/30/2013 (12,291)$ 304,127$ 49,697$ 206,322$ 12,904$ 455,945$ 107,413$ 466,904$ -$ 14,929$ 67,000$ -$ 877$
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CITY OF CLOVERDALE 500 502 504 506 508 510 512 514 515 620 650 100 100

REPORT OF IMPACT FEES STORM PARKS PUBLIC CIVIC CORP PUBLIC FIRE HEALTH CARE

JULY 1, 2013 TO JUNE 30, 2014 ADMIN THOROUGHFARE DRAIN QUIMBY ACT NON-QUIMBY SAFETY CENTER YARD FACILITIES WATER SEWER DISTRICT DISTRICT

Beginning Balance 07/01/2013 (12,291)$ 304,127$ 49,697$ 206,322$ 12,904$ 455,945$ 107,413$ 466,904$ -$ 14,929$ 67,000$ -$ 877$

Revenues

Fees - - 2 - - - - - - 466,144 9,038 - -

Interest - 1,770 75 312 20 690 163 707 416 240 - -

Other - - - - - - - - - - - 1 -

- 1,770 77 312 20 690 163 707 - 466,560 9,278 1 -

Expenditures

Project Planning, Design, Engineering, Support - - - - - - - - - - - - -

Capital Projects - - - - - - - - - - - - -

Water Well #11 224,962

Debt Service - - - - - - - - - - - -

1996 WWTP Expansion - Principal Payment 75,521

1996 WWTP Expansion - Interest Payment 757

Other

Transfer from General Fund (12,291) - - - - - - - - - - - -

(12,291) - - - - - - - - 224,962 76,278 - -

Net Revenue (Expenditures) 12,291$ 1,770$ 77$ 312$ 20$ 690$ 163$ 707$ -$ 241,598$ (67,000)$ 1$ -$

Ending Balance 06/30/2014 -$ 305,897$ 49,774$ 206,634$ 12,924$ 456,635$ 107,576$ 467,611$ -$ 256,527$ -$ 1$ 877$
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CITY OF CLOVERDALE 500 502 504 506 508 510 512 514 515 620 650 100 100

REPORT OF IMPACT FEES STORM PARKS PUBLIC CIVIC CORP PUBLIC FIRE HEALTH CARE

JULY 1, 2014 TO JUNE 30, 2015 ADMIN THOROUGHFARE DRAIN QUIMBY ACT NON-QUIMBY SAFETY CENTER YARD FACILITIES WATER SEWER DISTRICT DISTRICT

Beginning Balance 07/01/2014 -$ 305,897$ 49,774$ 206,634$ 12,924$ 456,635$ 107,576$ 467,611$ -$ 256,527$ -$ 1$ 877$

Revenues

Fees - - - - - - - - - - - - -

Interest - 1,572 77 318 20 702 165 719 - 741 247 - -

Other - - - - - - - - - - - - -

- 1,572 77 318 20 702 165 719 - 741 247 - -

Expenditures

Project Planning, Design, Engineering, Support - - - - - - - - - - - - -

Capital Projects - - - - - - - - - - - - -

New Playground Equipment 11,138

Debt Service - - - - - - - - - - - - -

Other - - - - - - - - - - - - -

- - - - 11,138 - - - - - - - -

Net Revenue (Expenditures) -$ 1,572$ 77$ 318$ (11,118)$ 702$ 165$ 719$ -$ 741$ 247$ -$ -$

Ending Balance 06/30/2015 -$ 307,469$ 49,851$ 206,952$ 1,806$ 457,337$ 107,741$ 468,330$ -$ 257,268$ 247$ 1$ 877$
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CITY OF CLOVERDALE 500 502 504 506 508 510 512 514 515 620 650 100 100

REPORT OF IMPACT FEES STORM PARKS PUBLIC CIVIC CORP PUBLIC FIRE HEALTH CARE

JULY 1, 2015 TO JUNE 30, 2016 ADMIN THOROUGHFARE DRAIN QUIMBY ACT NON-QUIMBY SAFETY CENTER YARD FACILITIES WATER SEWER DISTRICT DISTRICT

Beginning Balance 07/01/2015 -$ 307,469$ 49,851$ 206,952$ 1,806$ 457,337$ 107,741$ 468,330$ -$ 257,268$ 247$ 1$ 877$

Revenues

Fees 15,934 83,459 3,404 - 252,268 - - - 132,738 162,180 565,128 51,391 3,895

Interest 14 1,927 82 325 246 795 188 788 - 913 830 - -

Other - - - - - - - - - - -

Total Revenues 15,948 85,386 3,486 325 252,514 795 188 788 132,738 163,093 565,958 51,391 3,895

Expenditures

Project Planning, Design, Engineering, Support - - - - - - - - - - - -

Thyme Square Appraisal Fee 3,500

Capital Projects - - - - - - - - - - - -

Scoreboard at Ball Fields 8,151

Debt Service - - - - - - - - - - - -

Note Payable for Fire House Building 42,655

1996 WWTP Expansion - Principal Payment 81,445

1996 WWTP Expansion - Interest Payment 2,894

Other

Paid to Fire & Healthe Care Districts - - - - - - - - - - - 8,519 4,000

Total Expenditures - - - 8,151 - 3,500 - - - - 84,339 51,174 4,000

Net Revenue (Expenditures) 15,948$ 85,386$ 3,486$ (7,826)$ 252,514$ (2,705)$ 188$ 788$ 132,738$ 163,093$ 481,619$ 217$ (105)$

Ending Balance 06/30/2016 15,948$ 392,855$ 53,337$ 199,126$ 254,320$ 454,632$ 107,929$ 469,118$ 132,738$ 420,361$ 481,866$ 218$ 772$
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P.O. Box 217 • 124 North Cloverdale Blvd. • Cloverdale, CA 95425-0217 • Telephone (707) 894-2521 • FAX (707) 894-3451

(Rev. 04/10)

City Council
Agenda Item Summary

Agenda Item:
Meeting Date:

9
August 23, 2016

Agenda Section

New Business

Staff Contact

Joanne Cavallari, Finance Manager

Agenda Item Title

Annual Adoption of a Resolution to Approve the Ad Valorem 2016/2017 Tax Rate for Inclusion on Property
Tax Bills to Fund PERS Retirement Expense

Summary

In 1974, Cloverdale voters approved a tax to pay for Public Employees’ Retirement System expenses. A tax
rate must be computed and approved by the City Council each year and transmitted to the County Auditor-
Controller’s Office for inclusion on the property tax bills. Staff has computed the tax rate of $0.122 per one
hundred dollars of assessed value using fiscal year 2016/2017 Certified Values provided by the County, the
projected PERS retirement expenses, the PERS rates for safety and miscellaneous members, and the reserve
requirement of $500,000.

The value of benefits added after the voters approved the tax has been subtracted from the PERS rates
before calculating the City’s tax requirements. These “after added” benefits are paid by other available
revenues in the enterprise funds, and by contributions from the employees. Also, the City has twelve “New
Members” that are required under state law to pay 50% of the cost of their benefits, which reduces the
amount of tax required from the voters.

In Fiscal Year 2015/2016 the formula used by the City to calculate the tax rate was based on requirements of
$874,745 in tax revenues. However, the actual revenues received from property taxes were $741,800, a
deficit of about $132,000. This revenue deficit was partially offset by Redevelopment Property Tax Trust Fund
residual distributions of about $65,000. As a result, the fund balance reserve dropped to $458,000.

Staff conducted a review of the past ten years of data and found that the actual property tax revenue
received by the City has consistently been below the calculation every year. We believe this was disregarded
because the calculation is based on the budgeted retirement expenses which were higher than the actual
expenses each year, so the reserve balance remained within the desired level.

The revenue deficit is due to an adjustment to the Assessed Valuation made by the County of Sonoma, which
shifts a portion of the property tax to the RDA Successor Agency. Staff has been working with the County to
revise our formula to take this adjustment into consideration so that revenues more closely match the
requirements of the City.

The new rate of $0.122 is a 32% increase from last year’s rate of $0.093. This is a substantial increase for our
taxpayers. If the Council were to consider lowering the reserve level to $400,000 the tax rate would drop to
10.7%. This is still an increase of 15%, but much lower than what would be necessary if we retain the
$500,000 reserve.

Staff has prepared two alternatives for the Council’s consideration.

Option 1 sets the tax rate at 12.2% of assessed value and provides reserves of $500,000.

Option 2 sets the tax rate at 10.7% of assessed value and provides reserves of $400,000.

Options

1) Set the tax rate at 12.2% per $100 of assessed value to maintain reserves of $500,000.

2) Set the tax rate at 10.7% per $100 of assessed value and lower the reserves to $400,000.
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Budget/Financial Impact

Option 1 will generate about $797,582 for the PERS retirement program expenses.

Option 2 will generate about $697,582 for the PERS retirement program expenses.

An additional $189,600 is estimated to be received from other funding sources, and about $196,000 will be
paid by employees and City contributions.

Subcommittee Recommendation

N/A

Recommended Council Action

Discuss the options presented, and Adopt Resolution No. 069-2016 Setting the Ad Valorem Tax Rate for Public
Employee Retirement System Retirement Benefits For Fiscal Year 2016/2017

Attachments:

1. Option 1: Resolution and Attachment A-PERS Rate Calculation setting the rate at 12.2%
2. Option 2: Resolution and Attachment A-PERS Rate Calculation setting the rate at 10.7%

cc:
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OPTION ONE
CITY OF CLOVERDALE

CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 069-2016

RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CLOVERDALE SETTING
THE AD VALOREM TAX RATE FOR PUBLIC EMPLOYEE RETIREMENT SYSTEM

RETIREMENT BENEFITS FOR FISCAL YEAR 2016-2017

WHEREAS, the City of Cloverdale has entered into a contract with the Public Employees'
Retirement System of the State of California for the provision of retirement and related benefits to the
employees of the City of Cloverdale, and pursuant to previously established voter authorization, the City
of Cloverdale is authorized to establish the levy for the current fiscal year in order to fund its
responsibilities under the contract; and

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council that an Ad Valorem tax rate for fiscal year
2016-2017 be levied upon property in the City of Cloverdale for the above purpose in an amount of $0.122
per one hundred dollars of full assessed valuation; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the County Assessor, Auditor, Tax Collector and other appropriate
officials of the County of Sonoma are hereby authorized and directed to spread the specified assessment
upon the tax rolls of all taxable property within the City of Cloverdale in the County of Sonoma, and to
receive, collect, and disburse the same in accordance with law and the agreement between the City of
Cloverdale and the County of Sonoma.

IT IS HEREBY CERTIFIED that the foregoing Resolution No. 069-2016 was duly introduced and
legally adopted by the City Council of the City of Cloverdale at its regular Meeting held on this 23rd day of
August 2016, by the following roll call vote: (ayes - noes)

AYES:
NOES:
ABSENT:
ABSTAIN:

Approved Attested

________________________________ ____________________________________
Mary Ann Brigham, Mayor Linda Moore, Deputy City Clerk
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OPTION ONE

Attachment A

City of Cloverdale PERS Retirement Tax Rate Calculation

Fiscal Year 2016-2017

Classic Members Miscellaneous Safety Total

Earnings subject to PERS - Classic Members 1,609,569$ 986,889$ 2,596,458$

16/17 PERS Rate - Employer Paid 15.880% 28.536%

Less After Added Benefits 2.510% 8.207%

Net PERS Rate to be Funded by Tax 13.370% 20.329%

Normal Contribution - Classic Members 215,199 200,625

Employer Payment of Unfunded Liability 225,911 229,035

Amount to be funded by Tax 441,110$ 429,660$ 870,770$

New Members Miscellaneous Safety Total

Earnings subject to PERS - New Members 563,283$ 311,128$ 874,411$

16/17 PERS Rate - Employer Paid 6.555% 12.082%

Net PERS Rate to be Funded by Tax 6.555% 12.082%

Normal Contribution - New Members 36,923$ 37,590$

Employer Payment of Unfunded Liability 10$ 51$

Amount to be Funded by Tax - New Members 36,933$ 37,641$ 74,575$

Amount to be Funded by Tax - Total 478,044$ 467,301$ 945,345$

Reserves for Rate Stabilization 500,000

Total Requirements 1,445,345$

Less Available Balance at July 1, 2016 (458,163)

Less Other Revenue Sources (Estimates based on prior year)

Unitary (149,600)

RPTTF Residual (30,000)

Supplemental Property Tax (9,000)

Unsecured Property Tax (1,000)

Total Tax Requirement for FY 2016-17 797,582$

Secured Unsecured Total

Property Values - Fiscal Year 2016-17 Tax Roll 974,156,285 35,913,387 1,010,069,672$

Less RDA Increment (356,243,949)$

Cloverdale DS Net Value 653,825,723$

Total Requirements 797,582$

Tax Rate (Requirements divided by DS Net Value times 100)

Property Tax Rate per $100 of Assessed Value 0.122
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OPTION TWO
CITY OF CLOVERDALE

CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 069-2016

RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CLOVERDALE SETTING
THE AD VALOREM TAX RATE FOR PUBLIC EMPLOYEE RETIREMENT SYSTEM

RETIREMENT BENEFITS FOR FISCAL YEAR 2016-2017

WHEREAS, the City of Cloverdale has entered into a contract with the Public Employees'
Retirement System of the State of California for the provision of retirement and related benefits to the
employees of the City of Cloverdale, and pursuant to previously established voter authorization, the City
of Cloverdale is authorized to establish the levy for the current fiscal year in order to fund its
responsibilities under the contract; and

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council that an Ad Valorem tax rate for fiscal year
2016-2017 be levied upon property in the City of Cloverdale for the above purpose in an amount of $0.107
per one hundred dollars of full assessed valuation; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the County Assessor, Auditor, Tax Collector and other appropriate
officials of the County of Sonoma are hereby authorized and directed to spread the specified assessment
upon the tax rolls of all taxable property within the City of Cloverdale in the County of Sonoma, and to
receive, collect, and disburse the same in accordance with law and the agreement between the City of
Cloverdale and the County of Sonoma.

IT IS HEREBY CERTIFIED that the foregoing Resolution No. 069-2016 was duly introduced and
legally adopted by the City Council of the City of Cloverdale at its regular Meeting held on this 23rd day of
August 2016, by the following roll call vote: (ayes - noes)

AYES:
NOES:
ABSENT:
ABSTAIN:

Approved Attested

________________________________ ____________________________________
Mary Ann Brigham, Mayor Linda Moore, Deputy City Clerk
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OPTION TWO

Attachment A

City of Cloverdale PERS Retirement Tax Rate Calculation

Fiscal Year 2016-2017

Classic Members Miscellaneous Safety Total

Earnings subject to PERS - Classic Members 1,609,569$ 986,889$ 2,596,458$

16/17 PERS Rate - Employer Paid 15.880% 28.536%

Less After Added Benefits 2.510% 8.207%

Net PERS Rate to be Funded by Tax 13.370% 20.329%

Normal Contribution - Classic Members 215,199 200,625

Employer Payment of Unfunded Liability 225,911 229,035

Amount to be funded by Tax 441,110$ 429,660$ 870,770$

New Members Miscellaneous Safety Total

Earnings subject to PERS - New Members 563,283$ 311,128$ 874,411$

16/17 PERS Rate - Employer Paid 6.555% 12.082%

Net PERS Rate to be Funded by Tax 6.555% 12.082%

Normal Contribution - New Members 36,923$ 37,590$

Employer Payment of Unfunded Liability 10$ 51$

Amount to be Funded by Tax - New Members 36,933$ 37,641$ 74,575$

Amount to be Funded by Tax - Total 478,044$ 467,301$ 945,345$

Reserves for Rate Stabilization 400,000

Total Requirements 1,345,345$

Less Available Balance at July 1, 2016 (458,163)

Less Other Revenue Sources (Estimates based on prior year)

Unitary (149,600)

RPTTF Residual (30,000)

Supplemental Property Tax (9,000)

Unsecured Property Tax (1,000)

Total Tax Requirement for FY 2016-17 697,582$

Secured Unsecured Total

Property Values - Fiscal Year 2016-17 Tax Roll 974,156,285 35,913,387 1,010,069,672$

Less RDA Increment (356,243,949)$

Cloverdale DS Net Value 653,825,723$

Total Requirements 697,582$

Tax Rate (Requirements divided by DS Net Value times 100)

Property Tax Rate per $100 of Assessed Value 0.107
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(Rev. 07/12)

City Council/Successor Agency
Agenda Item Summary

Agenda Item:
Meeting Date:

10
August 23, 2016

Agenda Section

Regular

Staff Contact

Mark Rincon, Public Works Director

Agenda Item Title

Discussion and Possible Action on the Appointment of Two Council Members to an Ad Hoc Committee for the
Purpose of Reviewing and Recommending Potential Changes to the Second Street City Park

Summary

Cloverdale City Councilmembers Palla and Wolter requested that the matter of establishment of an Ad Hoc
Committee for the purpose of exploring improvements to the Second Street Park be discussed by the City
Council. The Second Street Park, a.k.a. City Park, has multiple facilities and extensive use. The facilities
include a group barbeque area, children’s playground, restrooms, ball field, parking lot, scout building,
walking trails and open grassy area. There is a considerable amount of deferred maintenance at the park.
Recently, the Council budgeted funds for the City Park, which will go toward repaving the parking lot. The
purpose of the Ad Hoc Committee is to develop a vision for the park, and further potential maintenance and
improvements. An Ad Hoc Committee may be formed by the City Council in order to address matters of a
specific limited scope and time duration. Unlike a Standing Committee of the City Council, Ad Hoc
Committee does not have to comply with requirements for meeting agendas and minutes.

Options

1) Establish an Ad Hoc Committee for reviewing the City’s use and plan for Second Street Park; or 2) Reject the
establishment of an Ad Hoc Committee.

Budget/Financial Impact

None.

Subcommittee Recommendation

None.

Recommended Council Action

The City Manager recommends that by minute order the City Council form an Ad Hoc Committee of no more
than two City Council Members for the purpose of reviewing and making recommendations relating to the
City’s vision, use and plans for Second Street Park.

Attachments:

cc:
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