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Agenda Item:
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2
June 28, 2016

Agenda Section

Proclamations/Presentation

Staff Contact

David Kelley, Assistant City Manager / Community Dev. Dir.

Agenda Item Title

Presentation by the County of Sonoma Permit and Resource Management Department (PRMD) on
community separators.

Summary

Community separators are lands designated by the County of Sonoma to serve as greenbelts between towns
and cities to protect rural character, prevent sprawl and maintain community identity. Community
separators are intended to be companion measures on County property to Urban Growth Boundaries for
Cities. According to the Sonoma County General Plan, Community Separators are lands that “function as rural
open space to separate cites and other communities, to contain urban development, and to provide city and
community identity by providing visual relief from continuous urbanization.” Currently, the Sonoma County
General Plan does not identify a community separator between the Cities of Healdsburg and Cloverdale.

Existing voter-backed measures that retain existing community separators in place, expire in 2016. Last year,
the Sonoma County Board of Supervisors voted unanimously to develop a ballot measure to renew voter
protections for existing community separators for the November 2016 general election. In December 2015,
the Board of Supervisors approved a Community Separators work plan and directed PRMD staff to: (1)
prepare a draft ballot measure to be placed on the November 2016 ballot to extend voter protections for
Community Separators; and (2) engage in a public outreach process to consider clarifying policies and adding
more lands to Community Separators. In March and April 2016, the Sonoma County Permit and Resource
Management Department (PRMD) held public workshops to gather community input on the ballot measure
and concurrent General Plan Amendment to designate priority lands identified in the Sonoma County
General Plan as community separators. PRMD held a Public Workshop in Cloverdale on April 6th. Attached is
a map reflecting the boundaries of the proposed new Community Separator between Cloverdale and
Healdsburg (Attachment 1) referred to by PRMD as the Cloverdale/Northeast County Separator.

The Sonoma County Planning Commission held a public meeting on the proposed Community Separators on
Thursday, June 23rd. PRMD is requesting that the Sonoma County Planning Commission recommend that the
Board of Supervisors call for an election and place the Community Separators Protection Ordinance on the
ballot, and recommend approval of General Plan map and text amendments and corresponding zoning
database changes. A copy of the PRMD agenda report to the Sonoma County Planning Commission is
attached (Attachment 2). The Board of Supervisors is expected to finalize the ballot measure to renew voter
protections for community separator in July or August to ensure it goes on the November 2016 ballot. A copy
of PRMD presentation is attached (Attachment 3).

Options

1) Receive a presentation by the County of Sonoma Permit and Resource Management Department (PRMD)
on community separators and provide feedback. This is a presentation only in order to provide feedback
and ask questions. No action required.
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Budget/Financial Impact

This action does not result in a budgetary/fiscal impact.

Subcommittee Recommendation

None.

Recommended Council Action

The Assistant City Manager recommends that the City Council hear the presentation from PRMD staff, allow
public comment and provide feedback.

Attachments:

1) Sonoma County Community Separator Map: Proposed Cloverdale/Northeast County Separator
2) Sonoma County Planning Commission Agenda Report on Community Separators.”
3) PRMD PowerPoint Presentation on Cloverdale/Northeast County Community Separator

cc:
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Attachment 1 – Proposed Community Separator Map: Cloverdale/Northeast County Separator
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                Sonoma County Planning Commission 
            S T A F F   R E P O R T 
 
          Sonoma County Permit and Resource Management Department 

2550 Ventura Avenue, Santa Rosa, CA 95403 
(707) 565-1900     FAX (707) 565-1103  

 
FILE: ORD15-0003 
DATE: June 23, 2016 
TIME: 1:05 p.m. 
STAFF: Misti Harris, Project Planner 
 
   Board of Supervisors Hearing will be 

held at a later date and will be 
noticed at that time. 

 
 

SUMMARY 
 

 
Applicant:   County of Sonoma 
 
Owner:  Various  
 
Location:  Countywide 
  APNs: Various Supervisorial District No.: All  
 
Subject:  Community Separators 
 
PROPOSAL: (1) A ballot measure for the November 2016 general election to maintain 

voter-approved protections to lands within Community Separators;   
  (2) Amend the General Plan maps and text to designate new or expanded 

Community Separators and correct inconsistencies, clarify intent and 
strengthen policies; and, 

  (3) Rezone parcels within designated Community Separators to add the SR 
(Scenic Resources) combining district.   

 
Environmental 
Determination: Categorical Exemption, Public Resources Code Section 15168(c)(2).  

Expansion of Community Separators was addressed in the General Plan 
2020 EIR. 

 
General Plan: Open Space Maps and Element, Land Use Element, Agricultural Resources 

Element, Circulation and Transit Element, Public Facilities and Services 
Element, and Glossary. 

 
Zoning:  N/A 
 
RECOMMENDATION: Recommend that the Board of Supervisors call for an election and place the 

Community Separators Protection Ordinance on the ballot, and recommend 
approval of General Plan map and text amendments and corresponding 
zoning database changes. 
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BACKGROUND 

 
History 
 
Community Separators are described in the General Plan as rural open space lands adjacent to a city or 
unincorporated community that provide visual separation between cities or unincorporated communities 
to maintain community identities, prevent sprawl, and protect natural resources.  Community Separators 
were originally identified in the 1978 General Plan, and were designated as a Scenic Resource in the 
1989 Sonoma County General Plan in the Open Space Element.  
 
Today, Community Separators are designated on the General Plan Open Space maps that protect our 
scenic and biotic resources through General Plan policies that are implemented through the use of 
combining zones (also known as overlay zones).  Combining zones are often used to reflect certain 
resources, but generally do not change the uses allowed by the underlying base zone. For example, 
Scenic Corridors and Scenic Landscape Units are designated on the General Plan maps and 
implemented by adding the SR (Scenic Resources) combining zone.  Riparian corridors are also 
designated on the General Plan maps and implemented by adding the RC (Riparian Corridor) combining 
zone.  Community Separators do not affect the underlying land use designations or the allowable land 
uses under the base zone.  All uses allowed in the base zoning district can occur in Community 
Separators.  Community Separators generally have an agricultural or resource land use designation with 
a maximum density of 1 dwelling unit per 10 acres.  Approximately 17,065 acres are currently designated 
as Community Separators. 
 
Community Separators do not prevent development.  Each property within a Community Separator can 
still be developed with the appropriate entitlements and environmental review in compliance with the base 
zone.  Lands designated as Community Separators are identified in the Open Space Maps in the Open 
Space and Resource Conservation Element of the General Plan, and zoned with the SR (Scenic 
Resources) overlay zone.  Within the Scenic Resources zone, Design Review is required for new or 
expanded development to preserve the visual quality of the site. 
 
The General Plan Open Space and Resource Conservation Element describes Community Separators as 
follows: 
  

“A characteristic which distinguishes Sonoma County from many parts of the San Francisco 
Bay Area is the continued existence of separate, identifiable cities and communities. Some 
land areas need to remain open or retain a rural character in order to avoid corridor-style 
urbanization. Community Separators are lands that function as rural open space to separate 
cities and other communities, to contain urban development, and to provide city and 
community identity by providing visual relief from continuous urbanization. Community 
Separators enhance the identities of individual cities and communities. As Community 
Separators are rural areas that have open space characteristics, many of these areas are 
also scenic. The lands within Community Separators are frequently subject to pressure for 
development because they are close to developed areas and major roads.” 

 
There are several General Plan policies applied to lands within Community Separators to achieve the 
purpose and functions described above: 

• Avoid increases in residential density and maintain a maximum density of 1 dwelling unit per 10 
acres; 

• Avoid commercial and industrial land uses except as otherwise allowed by the base zoning 
district; 

• Require Design Review, except for agricultural exempt structures; 
• Avoid extension of sewer and water; and 
• Preserve open space and trees. 
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There are eight Community Separators designated in the General Plan 2020 Open Space Maps (Figures 
OSRC-5a through OSRC-5i).  The existing Community Separators and approximate sizes are listed 
below. 
 

Table 1 Existing Community Separators 
Name and Location Acreage 
Petaluma/Novato 2,755 
Petaluma/Rohnert Park 3,360 
Rohnert Park/Santa Rosa 1,650 
Santa Rosa/Sebastopol 1,400 
Windsor/Larkfield/Santa Rosa 2,000 
Windsor/Healdsburg 1,200 
Northeast Santa Rosa 3,300 
Glen Ellen/Agua Caliente 1,400 
Total 17,065 

 
In 1996, the voters of Sonoma County adopted an ordinance to further protect lands within Community 
Separators adjacent to a city with an urban growth boundary.  In 1998, the voters adopted a second 
ordinance to apply these protections to lands within the Petaluma/Novato Community Separator.  These 
ordinances require voter approval to amend the General Plan Land Use Maps to increase the land use 
intensity or density, or to reduce the size of a Community Separator on the Open Space Maps.  These 
ordinances were adopted as Ordinance No. 5003R and No. 5145R and are commonly called “Measure 
D.”  Both ordinances passed with approximately 70% approval and expire at the end of this year and 
2018, respectively.   
 
In December 2015, the Board of Supervisors approved the Community Separators work plan and directed 
staff to: (1) prepare a draft ballot measure to be placed on the November 2016 ballot to extend voter 
protections for Community Separators; and (2) engage in a robust public outreach process to consider 
clarifying policies and adding more lands to Community Separators per General Plan program 6, below. 
 

“Open Space and Resource Conservation Program 6: Expansion of Community 
Separator Lands Program Description: Develop and implement a public involvement 
program to identify and consider designation of additional lands around each community in 
the County as Community Separator. Include broad community and landowner participation 
in identifying potential lands and provide timely notification to all owners of property proposed 
for designation. The highest priority for this program would be some of the Priority Greenbelts 
designated in the Sonoma County Agricultural Preservation and Open Space District’s 
Acquisition Plan that are generally located close to urban boundaries, lands between the 
Cities of Rohnert Park and Cotati and the Penngrove community, and lands between the 
Cities of Healdsburg and Cloverdale. The possible designation of lands near Cloverdale 
would be accomplished in cooperation with that City’s effort to establish a voter approved 
Urban Growth Boundary (Policy reference: NA).” 

 
The Board direction for the Work Plan was to consider a 30-year horizon for the ballot; apply voter 
protections to unincorporated communities and do not tie voter protections to Urban Growth Boundaries; 
and consider amending the General Plan to expand existing or add new Community Separators and 
clarify and strengthen the policies to ensure internal consistency.  The deadline for calling the election to 
get the Community Separator measure on the ballot is August 9th.  A hearing before the Board of 
Supervisors is tentatively set for July 12th to meet the ballot deadline.  
 
Public Outreach  
 
Staff conducted an extensive public outreach effort that included meeting with five key interest groups, 
city staff, and City Councils; public workshops; a project webpage; a web-based subscription service; and 
a dedicated email address.  Four public workshops were held in the spring of 2016 in Petaluma, Santa 
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Rosa, Kenwood, and Cloverdale to provide information and receive comments from the public.  Notices of 
the workshops on expansion of Community Separators were published in the Press Democrat.  Three 
press releases were issued and stories were published by the Cloverdale Reveille, Kenwood Press, and 
Sonoma County Gazette.  Social media posts were generated and shared by the Sierra Club, Neighbors 
to Preserve Rural Sonoma County, KRCB FM Radio 91, Santa Rosa Southeast Greenway Campaign, 
Greenbelt Alliance, and Sonoma County Conservation Action.  Staff presented to the City of Sebastopol, 
Town of Windsor, and City of Cotati and will present to the Cities of Cloverdale and Rohnert Park before 
the Board hearing. 
 
Dozens of community groups with diverse views and interests were contacted and staff made 
presentations to those interested groups, including NORBAR Government Affairs, SCWA Flood Control 
Advisory Committee, and Santa Rosa Chamber of Commerce Advocacy group.  Informational updates 
and notices have continued to be emailed to over 220 interested parties.   
 
In accordance with SB 18, staff initiated tribal consultation with federally recognized tribes on March 15, 
2016.  Each tribe has 90 days to request consultation and/or respond.  The 90-day deadline is June 13, 
2016.  To date, only one tribe responded; that tribe had no concerns but requested notification if any 
cultural resources are discovered.   
 
Staff received 78 letters from the public, including cities and non-profit organizations.  Nearly all were in 
support of the measure, and many recommended specific areas for expansion.  These letters are 
included as Attachments C and D.  Through individual communication and public workshops, staff has 
contacted the Greenbelt Alliance, Attainable Housing Coalition, Sonoma State University’s Center for 
Community Engagement, and www.savesonomacounty.org.  
 
Public hearing noticing requirements for General Plan amendments and rezoning are described in 
Government Code Sections 65353 and 65854, respectively.  General Plan amendments must be noticed 
in a newspaper of general circulation.  Rezoning must be noticed in the newspaper; additional noticing is 
required if the rezoning affects the permitted uses of property.  The proposed rezoning to add the SR 
(Scenic Resources) combining district to some properties will not affect permitted uses of those 
properties.  Therefore, publishing the notice in the newspaper satisfies State law noticing requirements. 
 
The Board directed staff to conduct a robust public outreach process.  There has been substantial public 
interest in this project.  To maintain the robust outreach, noticing for this Planning Commission hearing 
was achieved by the following methods: 

• 1/8 page ad in the Press Democrat 
• Legal ad in the Healdsburg Tribune, Sonoma West Times and News, Sonoma Index-Tribune, and 

the Petaluma Argus-Courier; 
• Posting at the County Clerk, County Administration Building, City Hall for all nine cities, 

Geyserville Post Office, Penngrove Post Office, Graton Post Office, Forestville Post Office, and 
Guerneville Post Office; 

• Project webpage; 
• Web-based subscriber list (GovDelivery);  
• Mailed notice to all nine Sonoma County cities and adjacent counties; 
• Mailing to owners of affected properties; and 
• Press releases. 

KEY ISSUES 
 
Staff has identified three key components of this planning initiative.  First, voter protections for Community 
Separator lands adjacent to cities with an Urban Growth Boundary expire at the end of 2016 (all 
Community Separators except Petaluma/Novato) and 2018 (Petaluma/Novato Community Separator).  To 
maintain voter protections without a gap in protection, a new ballot measure must be placed on the 
November 2016 ballot and approved by a simple majority of the voters.  Second, many stakeholders 
expressed a desire to strengthen some General Plan policies related to Community Separators.  Staff 
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considered those policy requests and reviewed policies pertaining to Community Separators for overall 
clarity and internal consistency. Third, General Plan Program 6 calls for a public process to consider 
additional expansion areas in certain areas, particularly the Open Space District’s Priority Greenbelts.  
Staff conducted a robust public outreach process and used the General Plan direction and the 
community’s input as the starting point for analyzing possible expansion areas.   
 
BALLOT MEASURE 
 
Project Scope 
 
The Board gave direction to staff in December 2015 to prepare a ballot measure for the November 2016 
election.  The Board directed staff to consider a 30-year horizon (rather than the 20-year horizon in the 
previous ballot measures); and to consider applying voter protections to unincorporated communities 
without applying only to cities with Urban Growth Boundaries.   
 
The critical path for this work effort is placing a ballot measure on the November 2016 ballot to extend 
voter protections for Community Separators.  The deadline for the Board of Supervisors to call for an 
election is August 9, 2016.  Election Day is November 8, 2016.  Every registered voter in Sonoma County 
may vote on this measure. 
 
Analysis  
 
The current voter protections were approved in 1996 and 1998 and are commonly called “Measure D.”  
These voter protections are an existing check in the system to prevent sprawl.  Measure D requires voter 
approval for any General Plan Amendment to increase land use intensity or density within a Community 
Separator.  The following four exceptions to voter requirements for General Plan amendments are 
allowable with approval by the Board of Supervisors: 
 

a. Creating additional Community Separators; 
b. Adding additional area to Community Separators; 
c. Both adding and deleting area from a Community Separator with no net loss in area; or 
d. Changing the Community Separator land use designations so as to maintain or improve the open 

space character of Community Separator lands in a manner that is consistent with the purpose of 
the ballot measure. 

 
The current protections only apply to Community Separators adjacent to cities with a voter-approved 
Urban Growth Boundary.  This was an incentive for cities to adopt Urban Growth Boundaries by offering 
additional protections just outside their city limits.  Every city in Sonoma County now has an Urban 
Growth Boundary.  The current measure does not apply to Community Separators adjacent to 
unincorporated communities, including the Community Separator between Glen Ellen and Agua Caliente.   
 
The proposed ballot measure (provided in Exhibit A attached to the draft resolution) would extend voter 
protections, with a few differences.  First, the voter protections would apply to all Community Separators, 
including those adjacent to unincorporated communities.  Second, the new measure would apply 
protections regardless of whether a city has adopted an Urban Growth Boundary.  Third, the exceptions 
to voter requirements are proposed to be modified.  The current ballot measure includes four exceptions, 
which are specific instances where the Board of Supervisors can modify the boundaries of Community 
Separators or land use designations of property within Community Separators without a vote of the 
people.  The proposed exceptions are more limited in some ways, but have been expanded to explicitly 
allow amendments for affordable housing to accommodate future housing element updates and reflect 
exceptions that are included in many Urban Growth Boundary measures. 
 
Staff included five exceptions in the proposed ballot measure where the Board of Supervisors may amend 
the General Plan without going back to voters to:   
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 (1)  Add lands to Community Separators;   
 (2)  Remove lands within Community Separators only if it includes additional lands of equivalent area, 

open space, value, and function;  
 (3)  change Land Use to reduce land use density and/or intensity;  
 (4)  Correct mapping errors, and,  
 (5)  Remove land from a Community Separator if needed for affordable housing.   
 
To ensure the proposed ballot measure is accurately reflected in the General Plan, staff proposes one 
new and one revised General Plan policy.  The new Policy LU-3e states that the boundaries of Urban 
Service Areas cannot be expanded to include lands designated Community Separators without a vote of 
the people.  Revised Policy OSRC-1k similarly states the boundaries of Community Separators cannot be 
reduced and the Land Use designations of properties within Community Separators cannot be changed to 
increase their density or intensity without a vote of the people, except in the instances described above.  
Both proposed policies are located in the ballot measure ordinance (see Attachment A). 
 
The table below provides a summary of the differences between the existing and proposed measures. 
 

Table 2 Ballot Measure Comparison 
Existing ballot measure Proposed ballot measure 
20-year life 30-year life 
Applies to Community Separators associated 
with cities with an Urban Growth Boundary 

Applies to all Community Separators, including 
those adjacent to unincorporated communities 

Exceptions to 
(1)  designate additional Separators 
(2)  add land to an existing Separator 
(3)  add and remove with no net loss of area  
(4) change General Plan land use 

designations to maintain or improve 
open space character in Community 
Separators 

Exceptions to 
(1)  designate additional Separators 

 (2) add and remove with no net loss of area or 
open space value and function 

(3) reduce density or intensity of development in 
Community Separators 

(4) correct mapping errors, and  
(5) construct affordable housing 

Specifies freeway interchange and frontage 
road design criteria, including bicycle lanes, in 
the Petaluma/Novato Community Separator. 

Not included.  This exception was related to a 
failed tax measure and is no longer applicable.   

 
Staff Recommendation  
 
Staff recommends the Planning Commission recommend the Board of Supervisors call for an election to 
place the Community Separators Protection Ordinance as shown in Attachment A.   
 
 
Policy Options  
 
Planning Commission may consider the following alternative options in reviewing the draft ballot measure. 
 
Option 1:  Staff recommendation 

 
Staff recommends the ballot measure as drafted in Attachment A.  The ballot measure would be valid for 
30 years and apply to all lands within Community Separators.  It includes five exceptions allowing the 
Board of Supervisors to add lands; remove lands only if additional lands are added to maintain the area, 
value, and function of the Community Separator; amend Land Use designations of property within 
Community Separators to reduce intensity or density; correct mapping errors; and allow affordable 
housing if needed to meet housing requirements. 
 
Option 2:  Delay ballot measure until 2018 

Page 9



Staff Report – ORD15-0003 
June 23, 2016 

Page 7 
 
 
Staff prepared a ballot measure for the November 2016 election at the direction of the Board of 
Supervisors.  However, the Commission could recommend the Board of Supervisors wait until both 
existing ballot measures expire and prepare the proposed ballot measure for the November 2018 
election. 
 
Option 3:  Modify or eliminate exceptions 
 
Staff included exceptions that offer a limited amount of flexibility to accommodate unforeseen 
circumstances while still maintaining the intent of the voter protections.  The Commission could modify 
any or all of these exceptions, or not allow any exceptions to the voter-approved protections in the ballot 
measure.   
 
Option 4:  Reduced or increased life of ballot measure 
 
The Commission could recommend the ballot measure have a longer or shorter life than 30 years, as 
requested by the Board of Supervisors.  A 20 year lifespan, for instance, would be similar to the original 
ballot measure. 
 
GENERAL PLAN MAP AMENDMENTS AND ZONE CHANGES 
 
Staff spent an extensive amount of work effort communicating with the public directly, conducting 
workshops, maintaining a project webpage, and presenting to City Councils and interest groups.  The 
public consistently expressed the importance of focusing on city-centered growth, preventing sprawl, and 
maintaining open spaces.  Several individuals and groups requested that Community Separator lands 
also be used to protect natural resources, such as groundwater recharge, stormwater detention, and 
wildlife corridors.  While not unanimous, there is broad public support for adding lands to Community 
Separators throughout the County.  The large area of potential lands for inclusion and potential policy 
shifts require extensive analysis, both parcel-specific and at the policy level.  Staff looked to General Plan 
Program 6, which directs the County to consider expanding Community Separators into Priority 
Greenbelts, between Healdsburg and Cloverdale, and between Cotati/Rohnert Park and Penngrove with 
public input to define the scope of this planning initiative.   
 
Designation Criteria 
After receiving public input, staff identified designation criteria to determine if parcels were appropriate for 
inclusion in Community Separators.  Staff strived to create broad, connected areas that function as a unit 
to separate developed areas or areas subject to development pressure. The following criteria were 
utilized to identify proposed areas. 
 

1. 1 dwelling unit per 10 acres maximum density.  Consistent with General Plan policy OSRC-
1a, a maximum density of 1 dwelling unit per 10 acres is required to maintain the integrity of the 
Community Separator.  Properties with higher densities were not included to avoid downzoning. 

2. Agricultural or Resource General Plan land use designation, including Timber Production 
(TP), Resources and Rural Development (RRD), Land Intensive Agriculture (LIA), Land 
Extensive Agriculture (LEA), Diverse Agriculture (DA), Rural Residential (RR), or 
Agricultural Residential (AR).  Consistent with OSRC-1b, parcels with a commercial or 
industrial land use designation were excluded from Community Separators.  Parcels with a 
public/quasi-public designation were also excluded because development within this designation 
tends to be more intense in nature, inconsistent with the intent of Community Separators.   

3. No subdivision potential, or subdivision potential with a density of 1 dwelling unit per 10 
acres.  Staff analyzed all parcels proposed for inclusion in Community Separators to ensure that 
they would not eliminate subdivision potential of any property.  A parcel with subdivision potential 
with a density of 1 dwelling unit per 10 acres or less is consistent with General Plan policy OSRC-
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1a.  Generally, staff focused on areas with parcels of 5 acres or larger, though there are smaller 
historic parcels located within the larger agricultural and resource areas.   

4. Outside of Urban Service Areas.  Several General Plan policies focus development within 
Urban Service Areas and prohibit extension of water or sewer services into lands within a 
Community Separator.  Therefore, all proposed Community Separator lands are outside existing 
or planned areas of sewer service or City limits. 

5. Logical extension or completion of a Community Separator.  When a parcel did not fit neatly 
into the above criteria for a Community Separator, staff designated parcels to create a contiguous 
Community Separator or maintain separation from an urban boundary.  Identifiable boundaries 
such as Urban Service Areas, Urban Growth Boundaries, major roads, and parcel lines were 
used identify Community Separators.   

 
Analysis 
 
Staff considered expansion in three main areas as directed by General Plan Program 6:  Priority 
Greenbelts, land between the cities of Cotati/Rohnert Park and Penngrove, and lands between the cities 
of Healdsburg and Cloverdale.  
 
Priority Greenbelts 
 
The Open Space District identified potential acquisition areas called “Priority Greenbelts” in its 
Connecting Communities and the Land 2006.  The acquisition plan is simply a method of prioritizing sites 
for possible acquisition of conservation easements by the Open Space District.  The acquisition plan is 
not a regulatory tool and the District works only with willing sellers.  Priority Greenbelts remain in place 
regardless of whether or not they are located within a Community Separator.  Designation of Community 
Separators in the County General Plan does not affect the District’s priorities for acquisition of 
conservation easements as the designation does not affect development rights.  The Open Space District 
has acquired conservation easements within Community Separators, including the Cotati Highlands (APN 
046-181-023) just west of Cotati, Balletto Ranch (APN 060-010-040) on Occidental Road, and the 
Deloach property (APN 086-170-051) between Windsor and Healdsburg.  Staff considered Priority 
Greenbelts and included parcels with 30% to 50% of more area within the Greenbelt.   
 
Specific Community Separators  
 
Staff evaluated the area south of Cotati/Rohnert Park and north of Penngrove for Community Separator 
designation, paying particular attention to the land south of Cotati at that Council’s request.  Many 
stakeholders requested that parcels between Cotati/Rohnert Park and Penngrove be included in 
Community Separators to maintain groundwater recharge, protect the headwaters of Lichau Creek, and 
maintain a sense of separation between the Cotati/Rohnert Park border and the unincorporated 
community of Penngrove.   
 
Staff considered the area between Healdsburg and Cloverdale.  Stakeholders at the Cloverdale workshop 
generally supported adding a new Community Separator between these two cities.  Several members of 
the public requested protecting the scenic hillsides to the east and west of Cloverdale, designating 
properties between Cloverdale and Asti as Community Separators, and extending the proposed 
Community Separator west into Dry Creek Valley. 
 
Finally, staff reviewed the lands among Sebastopol, Graton, and Forestville as requested by the Board 
and public.  Stakeholders interested in expanding Community Separators focused on the west side of 
Sebastopol. 
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Housing 
 
Keeping land available for housing is always a consideration when considering land use regulations.  
Local jurisdictions receive a Regional Housing Needs Allocation (RHNA) every seven years from the 
Association of Bay Area Governments.  The RHNA identifies how many housing units should be built at 
which income levels based on population projections.  Cities and counties are required by State law to 
designate and zone sufficient land to accommodate their share of the Regional Housing Need.  The 
County’s Regional Housing Need has decreased significantly as planning practice and regional planning 
methodology has moved toward city-centered growth.  The County’s Regional Housing Need decreased 
from 6,799 housing units in 2001 to 1,364 housing units in 2007.  The current Regional Housing Need is 
936 housing units for the period between 2014 and 2023.  
 
The Housing Element identifies underutilized or vacant sites appropriate for development of affordable 
housing.  Additional commercial sites are identified as Housing Opportunity sites with an overlay zone.  
Every identified housing site is located within an Urban Service Area consistent with the County’s strong 
city-centered growth policies. (Refer to Housing Element Tables 3-2 through 3-7).  None of the housing 
sites needed to meet the County’s share of the Regional Housing Need are located within a proposed 
Community Separator. 
 
Proposed Community Separators 
 
Proposed map amendments are described below by Planning Area.   
 
At this time, the maps are available online only through a map viewer at: http://arcg.is/1IhLRSO.   The 
map viewer is an interactive tool allowing the Commission and the public to see the relationship of the 
parcels to the underlying land use, parcelization, urban service area/urban growth boundaries, Scenic 
Landscape Units and other protective easements.   
 
The Planning Commission’s recommendation will be reflected in updated General Plan Open Space 
Maps and presented to the Board of Supervisors after input from the Planning Commission.  Figure 1, 
below, is an overview from the viewer. Urban Service Areas are designated with a red line.  Priority 
Greenbelts are shown in solid green.  Existing Community Separators are shown with orange diagonal 
lines, and proposed Community Separators are indicated with solid orange.  When using the viewer, you 
may pick which layers are visible under the “Layers” tab on the left.  You may also choose to use an 
aerial or streets map by clicking on the box in the upper right corner.  You can navigate by entering an 
address in the search box or panning with the cursor, similar to Google Maps.  The map viewer also 
shows existing Scenic Landscape Units, existing conservation easements, parcel numbers, parcel sizes, 
General Plan designations, and allowable densities.  Some of the data is only visible when zoomed in at a 
smaller scale. 
 
All parcels proposed for designation as Community Separators can also be found in a table by Assessor’s 
Parcel Number (APN) on the County’s website.  http://www.sonoma-
county.org/prmd/docs/community_separators/index.htm  
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Figure 1 Map Viewer Example 

 
 
 
There are nine Planning Areas identified in the General Plan and shown in Figure 2, below.  The nine 
Planning Areas are listed below. 
 

1. Sonoma Coast/Gualala Basin 

2. Cloverdale/Northeast County 

3. Healdsburg and Environs 

4. Russian River Area 

5. Santa Rosa and Environs 

6. Sebastopol and Environs 

7. Rohnert Park – Cotati and Environs 

8. Petaluma and Environs 

9. Sonoma Valley 
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Figure 2 Planning Areas 

 
 
Area 1:  Sonoma Coast/Gualala Basin  
 
There are no existing Community Separators, no cities, and no unincorporated communities at risk for 
development in this area.  Staff recommends no changes in this Planning Area. 
 
Area 2:  Cloverdale/Northeast County 
 
Lands immediately east of Cloverdale and south along both sides of Highway 101 are recommended for 
inclusion into Community Separators.  The two parcels between Cloverdale and Asti are included, as 
requested by the public and because they meet the following designation criteria: land use designation, 

Page 14



Staff Report – ORD15-0003 
June 23, 2016 

Page 12 
 
density, minimum lot size, no subdivision potential, and a location next to an urban area but outside of 
Cloverdale’s Urban Growth Boundary and Sphere of Influence.  The Geyserville Urban Service Area is 
excluded.  The proposed Community Separator between Cloverdale and Healdsburg includes lands 
primarily designated as agricultural and extends south to the end of this Planning Area and ends on the 
northern boundary of the City of Healdsburg.  Staff extended the Community Separators to easily 
identified boundaries, such as roads or waterways, to the east and west.  This area is identified as the 
“Healdsburg/Geyserville/Cloverdale” Community Separator in the proposed amendments to the Open 
Space and Resource Conservation Element.  Most of the parcels in the proposed Community Separator 
were already designated as part of a Scenic Landscape Unit and, therefore, already have an SR (Scenic 
Resources) overlay zone.  

Figure 3 Cloverdale/Northeast County 
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Area 3:  Healdsburg and Environs 
 
The proposed Community Separator on this map starts at the northernmost part of this Planning Area 
along Highway 101, south to Healdsburg city limits.  Most parcels located between Healdsburg and 
Windsor are currently designated Community Separator.  The proposed expansion area includes several 
parcels just north of Windsor to close the gap, larger parcels within the Priority Greenbelts northeast and 
northwest of Windsor, and parcels within Priority Greenbelts east of Windsor. 
 

Figure 4 Healdsburg and Environs 
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Area 4:  Russian River Area 
 
This Planning Area includes the land between Forestville and Graton, which was suggested by the public 
for possible inclusion into a Community Separator.  This area is generally designated as agriculture with a 
10 to 40 acre density.  However, there are three pockets of residential land with a 2 to 6 acre density 
along and near Highway 116.  Parcelization has already occurred in this area; parcels generally range 
from approximately 0.50 acre to 30 acres.  The majority of parcel sizes range from 1 to 3 acres.  The 
pockets of higher density combined with relatively small lot sizes would not meet the Community 
Separator designation criteria; therefore, staff did not include this area as a proposed Community 
Separator.  There are no recommended changes in the Russian River Planning Area.   
 

Figure 5 Russian River Area 

 
Area 5:  Santa Rosa and Environs 
 
The Community Separator between Windsor and Larkfield is proposed for expansion to include Priority 
Greenbelt parcels.  The Community Separator between Santa Rosa and Sebastopol is proposed to 
include the Priority Greenbelt parcels adjacent to eastern Santa Rosa city limits and most parcels within 
the Priority Greenbelt between Santa Rosa and Sebastopol to the western boundary of this Planning 
Area.  These parcels are primarily designated agricultural.  The exceptions are parcels owned by the City 
of Santa Rosa for wastewater irrigation.  These parcels are within Santa Rosa city limits, so the County 
has no land use jurisdiction.  The Priority Greenbelts southeast and south of Santa Rosa are also 
recommended for inclusion.   
 
There are several parcels within the Urban Service Areas that are proposed to be removed as mapping 
errors with additional lands proposed to be designated to ensure there is no net loss in area, function or 
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values.  The first area is a 10 acre parcel in Larkfield (APN 058-090-01) which was dedicated for a park 
as part of the Saddlebrook Subdivision.  This parcel is within the Larkfield Urban Service Area, has a land 
use designation of Public/Quasi-public, and is partially developed with outdoor recreation fields.  
Therefore, staff recommends this parcel be removed from the Community Separator.   
 
The second area is approximately 50 parcels in size at the eastern boundary of Santa Rosa city limits 
bounded by Highway 12 and the Santa Rosa Urban Service Area.  These parcels were erroneously 
added to the Community Separator.  All parcels are proposed for removal given their location within an 
Urban Service Area.   
 
Within the Airport area, the Sonoma Country Day School, a portion of the Airport Apartments, and a 
mobile home park are currently within a Community Separator.  The apartments and school were 
removed from the Community Separator by action of the Board in 1996, prior to the ballot measure.  The 
mobile home park is proposed to be removed as it is already developed and is a remnant from the prior 
designation. 
 

Figure 6 Santa Rosa and Environs 

 
 
Area 6:  Sebastopol and Environs 
 
There are no Community Separators currently designated in this Planning Area.  To maintain a 
continuous separation between Sebastopol and Santa Rosa, the proposed expansion area includes 
Priority Greenbelts northeast, east, and southeast of Sebastopol.  It does not include the City-owned 
Village Park/Tomodachi Park property (APN 060-060-001 and 004-063-017) because these parcels are 
included in the City of Sebastopol’s Sphere of Influence. 
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The Board of Supervisors and the public were interested in considering lands between Sebastopol and 
Graton for possible inclusion into a Community Separator.  Land between the Graton Urban Service Area 
and Occidental Road is generally designated Agriculture with a 20 acre density and could be designated.  
The intersection of Highway 116 and Occidental Road is surrounded by Commercial and Industrial land.  
The remaining land south of Occidental Road to Sebastopol city limits is primarily designated Residential 
with 2 to 5 acre densities.  Approximately half this area does not meet the designation criteria due to land 
use designations and higher densities.  Designating the other half as Community Separator, even if the 
parcels meet the designation criteria, would result in a fragmented Separator.  Therefore, staff does not 
recommend including the area between Sebastopol and Graton.   
 

Figure 7 Sebastopol and Environs 
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Area 7:  Rohnert Park – Cotati and Environs 
 
The Priority Greenbelt just north of the existing Community Separator between Santa Rosa and Rohnert 
Park contains parcels designated as Residential with densities of 3 to 5 acres.  These parcels do not 
meet the maximum density requirement of 1 dwelling unit per 10 acres.  Several parcels have subdivision 
potential.  Therefore, staff does not recommend this area as a proposed Community Separator expansion 
area.    
 
The Priority Greenbelts east and southeast of Rohnert Park and west of Cotati are recommended for 
inclusion in Community Separators. This area includes the portion of the Valley House parcel not located 
within the Rohnert Park Urban Growth Boundary or Urban Service Area.  Staff received extensive input to 
add this parcel to Community Separators because of development pressure and its importance as a 
groundwater recharge area.  The property meets the designation criteria, so staff concurs with this 
request.     
 
The City of Cotati requested the area south of Cotati to Penngrove be included in Community Separators.  
Public input through workshops and letters included the same request to maintain separation between 
Cotati and Penngrove and preserve the groundwater recharge area and headwaters of Lichau Creek.  
Parcels in that area have higher densities, generally in the 2 to 5 acre range, and smaller sizes, generally 
in the 1 to 10 acre range.  Given the densities greater than 1 dwelling unit per 10 acres and small parcel 
sizes, staff does not recommend including this area as Community Separator.   
 
Several parcels currently designated as Community Separator near Cotati are within the Urban Service 
Area.  These parcels are proposed to be removed to correct this error with additional lands around Cotati 
proposed to be designated to ensure there is no net loss in area, function or values.  With the exception 
of several parcels north of the Penngrove Urban Service Area, land south of Rohnert Park and east of the 
railroad tracks meets the designation criteria and staff recommends including this land in the expansion 
area.   
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Figure 8 Rohnert Park – Cotati and Environs 
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Area 8:  Petaluma and Environs 
 
The existing Community Separator extends from the County line along Highway 101 north to Petaluma. 
The Community Separator is proposed to expand to the north, east, and south to include the Priority 
Greenbelts.    
 

Figure 9 Petaluma and Environs 

 
 

Page 22



Staff Report – ORD15-0003 
June 23, 2016 

Page 20 
 
Area 9:  Sonoma Valley 
 
An expansion of the existing Community Separator between Glen Ellen and Agua Caliente is proposed to 
incorporate approximately five acres of Priority Greenbelt between the existing Community Separator and 
the Sonoma Valley Urban Service Area.   This Community Separator is the only existing one between 
unincorporated communities. 
 
The Sonoma Developmental Center is within this Planning Area, west of the existing Community 
Separator.  The Center is a State-owned residential care treatment facility currently being closed and 
considered for future uses.  The site comprises nearly 1,000 acres of land; the main campus is 
approximately 165 acres.  The eastern portion of the site is developed on the relatively flat area along 
Arnold Drive.  Most of the site is undeveloped, with scenic hills extending west and partially bounded by 
Jack London State Historic Park.  The Sonoma Developmental Center is designated Public/Quasi-public 
due to State ownership and long-standing institutional use.  However, this large site has beautiful scenic 
quality, lies adjacent to the Sonoma Valley Urban Service Area, and is adjacent to existing public park 
land and the Glen Ellen/Agua Caliente Community Separator.  The site is an important watershed and 
groundwater recharge area and a critical wildlife corridor.  Those factors, in combination with the site’s 
uncertain future, prompted staff to recommend the undeveloped portion of the Sonoma Developmental 
Center be included in a Community Separator.   
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Figure 10 Sonoma Valley 

 
 
 
Staff Recommendation  
 
Recommend that the Board of Supervisors amend the General Plan Open Space Maps to correct errors, 
designate new and expand existing Community Separators as shown in Attachment E, Exhibit B and the 
map viewer.  
 
Policy Options 
 
The Planning Commission may consider the following options in reviewing the draft map amendments. 
 
Option 1: Staff recommendation 
 
Staff recommends the Planning Commission recommend the Board of Supervisors amend the General 
Plan Open Space Maps as shown in the Community Separators map viewer (http://arcg.is/1IhLRSO), 
rezone to add the SR (Scenic Resources – Community Separator) combining district to the newly 
included parcels, and remove the SR (Scenic Resources – Scenic Landscape Unit) as proposed.  As 
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recommended, 1,291 parcels would be added to Community Separators a total increase of 41,515.09 
acres.  Of these properties, 799 parcels totaling 25,601.60 acres are currently located within a Scenic 
Landscape Unit and have an implementing combining district of SR (Scenic Resources).  Those 799 
parcels would be removed from the Scenic Landscape Unit and added to Community Separators. 
 
Properties added to Community Separators would need Design Review approval for exterior changes to 
existing structures or new structures.  Any potential General Plan Amendment to modify density or land 
use intensity would have to be consistent with Community Separator policies.  If the ballot measure 
passes, a General Plan amendment to increase density or intensity would require a vote of the people.   
 
Option 2: Adjust the proposed boundaries 
 
The Commission may choose to adjust any the proposed Community Separator boundaries.  Staff 
recommends using the designation criteria as guidance to maintain a consistent recommendation, 
although the Commission could change the criteria.   
 
Option 2a: Add the area south of Cotati and west of the railroad tracks 

 
The Commission may want to recommend the land south of Cotati and west of the railroad tracks be 
included in Community Separators, as requested by the City of Cotati.  If these lands were included in the 
Community Separator, the density of 1 dwelling unit per 10 acres would be applied to any request to 
subdivide.  As noted above, the parcels in this area are designated with higher densities of 3 to 5 acres 
per unit.  However, nearly all the parcels area already less than 5 acres and, therefore, have no further 
development potential.  Designating these lands would not affect their development potential, but would 
add a requirement for Design Review for new construction.   
 
Option 2b: Add lands south of Graton and north of Sebastopol  
 
The Commission may want to recommend land between Graton and Sebastopol be included in 
Community Separators.  If so, the Commission should identify specific parcels for staff to map and 
present to the Board of Supervisors.   
 
Option 2c: Add lands north of Graton and south of Forestville 
 
The Commission may want to recommend land between Forestville and Graton be included in 
Community Separators.  If so, the Commission should identify specific parcels for staff to map and 
present to the Board of Supervisors.   
 
 
GENERAL PLAN POLICY AMENDMENTS  
 
Project Scope 
 
Staff reviewed the General Plan policies applicable to Community Separators for consistency, clarity, and 
to strengthen city-centered growth policies.  The Board specifically directed staff to re-evaluate Policy 
OSRC-1c to clarify and limit exceptions that allow the Board to approve General Plan amendments 
without voter approval.    
 
Analysis 
 
The proposed changes to General Plan policies relevant to Community Separators are compiled in 
Attachment E, Exhibits C through H.  Staff’s recommended changes are shown in bold italic for new 
language and strikethrough for deletion.  The entire General Plan section is provided for context.  The 
proposed modifications to the text in each Element are summarized below.  Each modified section, 
objective, or policy is also identified. 
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Open Space and Resource Conservation 
 
Amendments are proposed in Sections 2 and 2.1; Objectives OSRC-1.2 and 1.3; Policies OSRC-1c, 1d, 
1f, 1h, 1j, and 1k; and Program 6. 
 
The designation criteria are added and a description of each Community Separator is updated to reflect 
the proposed mapping changes.  Objective OSRC-1.2 and related policies clarify that Community 
Separators should not be designated in Urban Service Areas, Urban Growth Boundaries, or Spheres of 
Influence.  Policy OSRC-1c removes the option for the Board of Supervisors to approve General Plan 
amendments increasing density or intensity, and instead provides criteria for development of lands within 
Community Separators.  Several related policies are amended to reflect this change.  Objective OSRC-
1.3 is amended to include groundwater recharge as an important function of lands within a Community 
Separator, and related policies are updated accordingly.  The policies referencing the current ballot 
measures are updated to reflect the draft ballot measure.   
 
Land Use 
 
Amendments are proposed in Section 3.7; Objective LU-18.2; and Policies LU-5a, 5b, 5c, 5d, 9a, and 
16x. 
 
Many amendments in this section are intended to achieve consistency with revised OSRC-1c, including 
Policy LU-16x, which applies to the Vintners Inn site.  Several references to “urban services” have been 
changed to “sewer services” to clarify that only sewer services should be avoided in Community 
Separators.  As defined in the General Plan Glossary, “Urban services” includes fire, police, roads, transit, 
and similar services that should not be limited in Community Separators.  Any reference to the ballot 
measures is updated to reference the “voter-approved Community Separators Protection Ordinance” for 
clarity.   
 
Agricultural Resources 
 
Amendments are proposed to Policy AR-2a to eliminate the reference to OSRC-1c and correctly 
reference sewer services. 
 
Circulation and Transit 
 
Amendments are proposed to Policy CT-4g to eliminate reference to the current ballot measures, which 
would be replaced by the proposed ballot measure.   
 
Public Facilities and Services 
 
Amendments are proposed to Policies PF-1f and 1h to eliminate the reference to OSRC-1c. 
 
Glossary 
 
A definition of “Community Separator” is suggested for clarity. 
 
Recommendation and Options  
In addition to the staff recommendations, the Planning Commission may consider the following options in 
reviewing the draft General Plan text amendments. 
 
Option 1: Staff recommendation 
 
Recommend that the Board of Supervisors adopt the General Plan Text Amendments for the Open 
Space and Resource Conservation Element, Land Use Element, Agricultural Resources Element, 
Circulation and Transit Element, Public Facilities and Services Element, and the Glossary as shown in 
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Attachment E, Exhibits C through H.  The recommend changes provide clarity, internal consistency, and 
stronger policies for city-centered growth consistent with the intent of General Plan Program 6. 
 
Option 2: Recommend alternative text amendments 

 
The Commission may want to modify certain policies or other text pertaining to Community Separators.  If 
so, the Commission should work within the scope of the project consistent with General Plan Program 6. 
 
Option 3: Delay policy changes until the General Plan update 
 
The Commission may choose to recommend that the policy changes pertaining to Community Separator 
boundaries be amended as part of the General Plan update process.  The Board is expected to scope the 
General Plan Update in late 2017, although it will take several years to complete the update. 
 
Environmental Determination 
 
The Program Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for Sonoma County General Plan 2020, certified by the 
Board of Supervisors in 2008, disclosed, evaluated and proposed mitigation for potential environmental 
impacts of General Plan policies. Potential impacts of Community Separator protection measures were 
analyzed in the Visual Resources and Cumulative Impacts sections of the EIR. The EIR found that 
potential visual impacts to lands within Community Separators is less than significant because the 
General Plan policies and programs provide adequate mitigation.  The General Plan text and map 
amendments to expand Community Separators would not reduce or eliminate any existing standards or 
policies in the General Plan or Area Plans.  
 
The General Plan text and map amendments and rezoning to expand Community Separators would not 
result in any new significant impacts, or a substantial increase in the severity of any previously-identified 
impacts, due to substantial changes changed circumstances, or new information of substantial 
importance that was not known and could not have been known at the time of certification of the General 
Plan Program EIR in 2008. The Community Separators planning initiative is within the scope of the 
General Plan covered by the Program EIR, and would not have effects that were not examined in the 
Program EIR. As a result, pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15168(c)(2), no new environmental 
document is required. The Program EIR for the General Plan 2020 is available for review at the PRMD 
office and online at http://www.sonoma-county.org/prmd/gp2020/gp2020eir/index.htm.   
  
 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
 
Staff recommends that the Planning Commission hold a public hearing on the proposed ballot measure, 
General Plan map and text amendments, and Zoning Database amendments, and at the conclusion of 
the hearing adopt the Draft Resolution recommending that the Board take the following actions: 
 

1. Call for an election to place the Community Separators Protection Ordinance on the November 8, 
2016 ballot (Attachment A). 

2. Amend the General Plan Open Space Maps to add certain parcels within Priority Greenbelts, 
between Healdsburg/Geyserville/Cloverdale, and north of Penngrove into Community Separators 
(Attachment E, Exhibit B). 

3. Amend the General Plan text to strengthen protections, provide internal consistency, and provide 
clarity (Attachment E, Exhibits C through H). 

4. Amend the Zoning Database to add the SR (Scenic Resources) combining district to parcels 
added to Community Separators (Attachment B). 

FINDINGS FOR RECOMMENDED ACTION 

1. The proposed amendments are consistent with the County’s General Plan in that they implement 
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Open Space and Resource and Conservation Implementation Program 6.  The proposed 
changes to General Plan Open Space Maps and related text further the General Plan’s goals, 
objectives, and policies which provide for the expanded Community Separator areas as set forth 
in the Open Space and Resource Conservation Element.  The project is also consistent with the 
County’s Area and Specific Plans in that the proposed expansion areas do not change land use. 

2. The Program Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for Sonoma County General Plan 2020, 
certified by the Board of Supervisors in 2008, disclosed, evaluated and proposed mitigation for 
potential environmental impacts of General Plan policies. Potential impacts of Community 
Separator protection measures were analyzed in the Visual Resources and Cumulative Impacts 
sections of the EIR. The EIR found that potential visual impacts to lands within Community 
Separators is less than significant because the General Plan policies and programs provide 
adequate mitigation.  The General Plan text and map amendments to expand Community 
Separators would not reduce or eliminate any existing standards or policies in the General Plan 
or Area Plans.  
 
The General Plan text and map amendments to expand Community Separators would not result 
in any new significant impacts, or a substantial increase in the severity of any previously-identified 
impacts, due to substantial changes in the project or its circumstances, or new information of 
substantial importance that was not known and could not have been known at the time of 
certification of the General Plan Program EIR in 2008. Because no land use changes are 
proposed, the proposed Project is within the scope of the General Plan covered by the Program 
EIR, and would not have effects that were not examined in the Program EIR. As a result, 
pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15168(c)(2), no new environmental document is required. 
The Program EIR for the General Plan 2020 is available for review at the PRMD office and online 
at http://www.sonoma-county.org/prmd/gp2020/gp2020eir/index.htm.   
 

3. The proposed rezoning to add the SR (Scenic Resources) combining zone to designated parcels 
is consistent with the General Plan policies related to Community Separators.  The rezoning 
would not affect allowable densities of lands, nor the underlying uses in the base zone. 

 
ATTACHMENTS 
 
ATTACHMENT A:  Draft Community Separators Protection Ordinance (ballot measure) 
ATTACHMENT B:  Draft Ordinance Amending the Zoning Database 
 Exhibit A:    Parcel List 
ATTACHMENT C:   Agency Comment Letters 
ATTACHMENT D:   Public Comment Letters 
ATTACHMENT E:  Draft Resolution  
 Exhibit B:    General Plan Open Space Map Amendments 
 Exhibits C - H:  General Plan Text Amendments 
 
On file for Review: General Plan 2020 Program EIR.  This document may be reviewed at PRMD or 
online at: http://www.sonoma-county.org/prmd/gp2020/gp2020eir/index.htm   
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COMMUNITY SEPARATORS

 History

 Functions

 Project

 Public Input
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HISTORY

 1978 General Plan mapped Critical Community 
Separators

 Established in 1989 General Plan Open Space Element

 1992 LAFCO Policy 

 Deny annexation in Community Separators

 1996 BOS called for Ballot Measure

 1996 First Ballot Measure Approved

 Added protections for Separators adjoining UGBs

 1998 Second Ballot Measure Approved

 Expanded Petaluma/Novato Separator Page 31



BALLOT MEASURE

Requires voter approval for:

Changes in land use to increase 
density or intensity

Reduction in the size of Community 
Separators

Restrictions Expire in 2016 and 2018
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EXISTING COMMUNITY SEPARATORS

 Petaluma/Novato

 Petaluma/Rohnert Park

 Rohnert Park/Santa Rosa

 Santa Rosa/Sebastopol

 Windsor/Larkfield

 Windsor Healdsburg

 Northeast Santa Rosa

 Glen Ellen/Agua Caliente

Adjacent to Cities Unincorporated Communities
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GENERAL PLAN

PURPOSE 

AND 

FUNCTIONS

 Separate cities and other communities

 Contain urban development

 Provide visual relief from 
urbanization

 Preserve community identity

 Maintain open space

 Protect rural character
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COMMUNITY SEPARATORS

GENERAL 

PLAN 

POLICIES

 Avoid increases in residential density

 Maintain less than1 unit per 10 acres

 Avoid Commercial/Industrial Uses

 Other than Permitted in Ag/Resource Zones 

 Design Review required

 Agricultural structures are exempt

 Avoid extension of sewer and water

 Preserve open space and trees
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COMMUNITY SEPARATORS

 Designated in the General Plan 
 Open Space and Resource Conservation Element

 Designation Does Not Expire

 Policies Do Not Expire

 Development Allowed per Zoning

 Scenic Resource (SR) Zoning
 Requires design review
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BOARD DIRECTION

 Work plan approved December 2015

 Ballot measure November 2016

 30-year sunset

 Expand Community Separators

 Emphasize acquisition areas (Priority Greenbelts)
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BALLOT MEASURE

 Proposed ballot measure

 30-year life

 “Unhooked” from Urban Growth Boundaries

 Exceptions include building purely affordable 

housing and correcting mapping errors
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Sonoma County (Existing) Page 39



Sonoma County (Proposed) Page 40



Cloverdale (Proposed) Page 41



Healdsburg/Geyserville/Cloverdale (Proposed) Page 42



GENERAL PLAN POLICIES

 Strengthen city-centered growth policies

 Policy OSRC-1c

 Ensure internal consistency

 Amend for clarity
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PUBLIC INPUT

 Workshops

 Hearings

 Voting (ballot measure)

 Webpage

 www.sonoma-county.org/CommunitySeparators
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Questions?

 www.sonoma-county.org/CommunitySeparators

 PRMD-CommunitySeparators@sonoma-county.org
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(Rev. 07/12)

City Council/Successor Agency
Agenda Item Summary

Agenda Item:
Meeting Date:

3
June 28, 2016

Agenda Section

Proclamations/Presentation

Staff Contact

David Kelley, Assistant City Manager / Community Dev. Dir.

Agenda Item Title

Presentation by the State Water Resources Control Board – Division of Drinking Water about the Six Acres
Water Company Public Water System and request to consolidate the district with the City of Cloverdale’s
water system.

Background

Six Acres Water Company (“Six Acres”) is a small water company consisting of approximately 22 homes
situated east and adjacent to South Cloverdale Blvd., south of Lile Lane in the unincorporated area
immediately outside of the City of Cloverdale. Six Acres is regulated as a Public Water System under the
Safe Drinking Water Act. The State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) – Division of Drinking Water
has regulated Six Acres as a Public Water System, since 1993. According to the SWRCB Division of Drinking
Water, Six Acres has not been in compliance with applicable drinking water regulations during that time and
enforcement actions have been taken for missed source chemical monitoring and bacteriological
monitoring.

Summary

Effective June 24, 2015, Senate Bill 88 (Statutes 2015, Chapter 27) added Sections 116680 - 116684 to
California Health & Safety Code, addressing consolidation of public water systems. This legislation provides
the SWRCB authority to order consolidation with a receiving water system where a public water system, or a
state small water system within a disadvantaged community, consistently fails to provide an adequate supply
of safe drinking water (Attachment 1 - Frequently Asked Questions on Mandatory Consolidation or Extension
of Service for Water Systems). By way of a letter to Six Acres dated January 5, 2016 (Attachment 2), the
SWRCB strongly encouraged the System and the City to work out voluntary consolidation of their public
water systems. The letter goes on to state, “However, if a timely voluntary consolidation is not achieved, the
State Water Board may determine to exercise its authority pursuant to Health & Safety Code Section 116682,
subdivision (a) to achieve consolidation of System with the City's public water system.”

The SWRCB is requesting that the City of Cloverdale and Six Acres mutually agree to consolidate. SWRCB staff
developed a Frequently Asked Questions (FAQ) about consolidation of the Six Acres Water Company and the
City of Cloverdale Water System (Attachment 3) that covers various issues related to consolidation of Six
Acres. SWRCB staff is going to provide an overview of Six Acres including the deficiencies that have resulted
in their request to consolidate Six Acres with the City of Cloverdale (Attachment 4). In addition, the
presentation will cover funding sources that are available to cover portions of the various planning and
technical assistance costs (Attachment 5). Finally, SWRCB staff is seeking feedback on their request that the
City Council authorize staff to work with technical assistance providers on Six Acres consolidation project
with the intention of submitting a funding application for consideration of Six Acres with the City of
Cloverdale.
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Options

Receive a presentation by the State Water Resources Control Board – Division of Drinking Water on about the
Six Acres Water Company Public Water System. This is a presentation only in order to provide feedback and
ask questions. No action required.

Budget/Financial Impact

This action does not result in a budgetary/fiscal impact.

Subcommittee Recommendation

None.

Recommended Council Action

The Assistant City Manager recommends that the City Council hear the presentation from staff at the State
Water Resources Control Board – Division of Drinking Water about the Six Acres Water Company, allow
public comment and provide feedback.

Attachments:

1) Frequently Asked Questions on Mandatory Consolidation or Extension of Service for Water Systems
2) SWRCB letter to Six Acres dated January 5, 2016
3) Frequently Asked Questions about consolidation of the Six Acres Water Company and the City of

Cloverdale Water System.
4) State Water Resources Control Board – Division of Drinking Water PowerPoint Presentation
5) Proposition 1 (Prop 1) Technical assistance (TA) Funding Overview

cc:
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Frequently Asked Questions on 

Mandatory Consolidation or Extension of 

Service for Water Systems 

 
 

Why are water systems encouraged to consolidate? 

The State Water Resources Control Board is committed to ensuring all Californians have 
access to safe, clean, and affordable water for human consumption. Achieving this goal can be 
particularly challenging for small and disadvantaged communities that lack the resources to 
fund basic capital costs, let alone the ongoing costs of maintenance, energy, treatment and 
personnel needed to operate what are sometimes very complex systems.  
 
Consolidating public water systems and extending service from existing public water systems 
to communities and areas which currently rely on under-performing or failing small water 
systems, as well as private wells, reduces costs and improves reliability. It does this by 
extending any development costs to a larger pool of ratepayers.   
 
Water provided by public water systems is subject to regulation by the United States 
Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) and the State of California. Requirements include 
regular monitoring and testing for contaminants. Consolidating or extending service from a 
public water system to a community otherwise served by unreliable systems or unregulated 
private wells advances the goal of a reliable, accessible supply of safe drinking water for all 
California residents.  
 
The authority to regulate public water systems under the state and federal Safe Drinking Water 
Acts (the Division of Drinking Water program) was transferred from the State Department of 
Public Health to the State Water Board July 1, 2014. Historically, the Division of Drinking Water 
asked public water systems to voluntarily consolidate when appropriate. To date, a number of 
systems have voluntarily consolidated, and many of these projects were funded by the 
Drinking Water State Revolving Fund Program, or the proceeds from the sale of state bonds 
(Proposition 84). 
 
However, there remain many systems which could benefit by consolidation. The situation has 
been exacerbated by the current severe drought and the water emergencies that a number of 
disadvantaged communities and small water systems are facing throughout the state. 
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Why is mandatory consolidation being implemented now?  

As the number of failing water systems climbed in 2014 and 2015 due in large part to the 
State’s continuing drought conditions, Governor Edmund G. Brown Jr. signed Senate Bill 88 
(Statutes 2015, Chapter 27), authorizing the State Water Board to require systems that 
consistently fail to meet standards to consolidate with, or obtain service from, a public water 
system. Senate Bill 88 is crafted to expedite permanent solutions for failing water systems and 
those that have run out of water due to the drought.   
 
Roughly 2 percent of public water systems do not reliably deliver drinking water that meets all 
state and federal drinking water standards. Through consolidation and extension of service the 
number of systems relying on contaminated water sources, unreliable or inadequate sources 
of supply, or having no water at all will be reduced or eliminated.   
 

How does the State Water Board approach consolidations?  

Public water systems experiencing chronic water quality failures or unreliable supplies are first 
provided technical assistance to analyze the problem and recommend a course of action.  
Enforcement may also be necessary to achieve compliance with Safe Drinking Water Act 
requirements. Lacking progress, the State Water Board may initiate discussions with the 
system and neighboring/adjacent public water systems regarding consolidation. These 
discussions will examine many factors such as: 
 

 the capacity of a neighboring system to supply water to the affected community; 

 the geographical separation of the two systems; 

 the cost of required infrastructure improvements;  

 the costs and benefits to both systems; and 

 access to financing for the consolidated entity.  
 
Consolidation may involve the actual physical consolidation of the participating water systems 
(physical consolidation), just the management of the participating water system (managerial 
consolidation), or both.  If voluntary consolidation cannot be negotiated in a reasonable time 
period, the State Water Board may direct mandatory consolidation or a mandatory extension 
of service pursuant to Health & Safety Code section 116682.  In this case, consolidation 
letters will be sent to the consistently failing water system (subsumed system) and to the 
receiving system notifying them that they have six months to develop a plan for voluntarily 
consolidation. 
 
A similar approach is taken when a residential area, not served by a public water system, is 
identified as a potential candidate for receiving an extension of service from an existing public 
water system. 
 

What liability relief is provided by Senate Bill 88? 

Senate Bill 88 added section 116684 to the Health and Safety Code, limiting the liability of 
water systems, wholesalers, or any other agencies that deliver water to consolidated water 
systems. This liability relief is available regardless of whether the consolidation occurs through 
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the mandatory consolidation process or through a voluntary act. These new liability relief 
provisions will protect water systems involved in consolidations and remove a barrier that 
previously limited voluntary consolidations.  
 

What happens if systems do not consolidate after six months?  

If the two systems have not developed a plan for consolidation within six months, the Board 
may then order the two systems to consolidate.  
 

What is the process for mandatory consolidation? 

Before ordering a mandatory consolidation, the State Water Resources Control Board must 
find all of the following: 
 

 The subsumed system consistently fails to provide safe drinking water; 

 All reasonable efforts to negotiate consolidation or extension of service were made; 

 Consolidating, or extending service, is technically and economically feasible; 

 There is no pending local agency formation commission process that is likely to resolve 
the problem in a reasonable amount of time; 

 Water rights and water contract concerns have been adequately addressed; 

 Consolidating or extending service is determined to be the most efficient and cost-
effective means for providing an adequate supply of safe drinking water; and 

 The capacity of the proposed interconnection needed to accomplish the consolidation is 
large enough to serve additional customers. 

 
Consultation with local and state agencies along with outreach to customers within the affected 
service areas must occur before ordering the consolidation or extension of service.    

 

How will mandatory consolidations be paid for? 

The State Water Board will provide funding from Proposition 1, the Drinking Water State 
Revolving Fund (DWSRF) and monies made available from the emergency drought relief 
package, for consolidation or extension of service, including infrastructure improvements. The 
costs for consolidation or extension of service are largely location and situation specific and 
will require a study of specific infrastructure improvements for each project. 
 

How does the State Water Board enforce an order for mandatory 

consolidation? 

The authority for ordering mandatory consolidation is included in the California Safe Drinking 
Water Act and may be enforced by the State Water Board pursuant to Article 9 of the Health & 
Safety Code, including sections 116650 (citations) and 116655 (compliance order). 
 
 
 
(This FAQ sheet was last updated on Sept. 11, 2015) 
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CONSOLIDATION of the SIX ACRES WATER COMPANY with the CITY OF 

CLOVERDALE WATER SYSTEM 
FREQUENTLY ASKED QUESTIONS 

(rev. 06.22.16) 
 
The purpose of this water consolidation project is to provide a permanent, safe, and reliable 
water supply to the homes currently in the Six Acres Water Company water system (Six 
Acres).  This is proposed to occur by consolidating the Six Acres Water Company water 
system with the City of Cloverdale water system.  Effective June 24, 2015, Senate Bill 88 
(Statutes 2015, Chapter 27) added Sections 116680 – 116684 to the California Health & 
Safety Code, addressing consolidation of public water systems.   

Water Related Concerns 

Q1: I thought that our water system has been in compliance for over 50 years and that 
our system has been conducting all required water quality testing.  It seems that 
as time has passed, new regulations and rules have required that there be a 
Mutual Water Company Board, written records of complaints, and other 
managerial requirements.  Why can’t we continue as we have for the last 50 plus 
years? 

A: Six Acres Water Company is regulated as a Public Water System under the Safe 
Drinking Water Act.  The State has regulated Six Acres as a Public Water System, since 
1993.  Six Acres has not been in compliance with applicable regulations during that 
time.  In that time, enforcement actions have been taken for missed source chemical 
monitoring and bacteriological monitoring.  Concern regarding the shallow well, 
monitoring and reporting violations, and other deficiencies have been documented 
through citations and letters.  It is true that new technical and managerial requirements 
continue to be added for public water systems and as new regulations take effect, the 
water system must comply with all current regulations.   
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Consolidation of the Six Acres Water Company with the City of Cloverdale Water System 
Frequently Asked Questions 
 

2 
 

Q2. If Six Acres Water Company does not consolidate its water system with the City 
of Cloverdale’s water system, will it be the Six Acres Water Company 
homeowners’ responsibility to fix the system at their cost, including maintaining 
a mutual water company board, upgrading treatment, etc.?    

A:  Yes, currently the homeowners in the Six Acres Water Company are and will continue 
to be responsible for operating and maintaining the water system to meet all applicable 
regulations.  

COSTS 

Q3:  Who will pay for construction of the water & sewer lines if consolidation occurs? 

A:  As part of Senate Bill 88, the State Water Resources Control Board must make funds 
available to the City of Cloverdale for the costs of completing the consolidation of the 
two water systems.  The State Water Resources Control Board – Division of Financial 
Assistance (DFA) has funding sources for water system infrastructure and will work with 
water systems to apply for funding.  The DFA contact for the Six Acres project is Lucio 
Orellana (916) 445-2493. 

Costs associated with items other than the water infrastructure, such as sewer services 
must be funded by other sources.   

Some other sources of financial assistance and contacts are listed below:  

Community Development Block Grant Program – (CDBG) 
Jon Diedesch 
916.263.2561 

United States Department of Agriculture Rural Development 
Quinn Donovan 
707.536.0248 

Information on other funding sources can also be found at the California Financing 
Coordinating Committee (CFCC) website: http://www.cfcc.ca.gov/  

Q4:  How will the share of costs be determined? Will it be based on how far the 
residence is from the main water line or will it be a shared cost?  

A:  The costs will be determined for the Six Acres Water Company as a whole.  Costs will 
not be based on the individual home or its distance to the main water line. 

Page 63

http://www.cfcc.ca.gov/


Consolidation of the Six Acres Water Company with the City of Cloverdale Water System 
Frequently Asked Questions 
 

3 
 

ANNEXATION or OUTSIDE SERVICE AREA AUTHORIZATION 
For the Six Acres Water Company to receive water from the City of Cloverdale, Six Acres 
would either annex to the City of Cloverdale or receive water through an Outside Service Area 
Authorization. 

Q5:  If Six Acres annexes with the City of Cloverdale will all homes be connected to 
the City of Cloverdale sewer? 

A: At this point, it is too early in the process to know. 

Information regarding connection to the City of Cloverdale sewer system can be found 
in the Cloverdale Municipal Code Chapter 13 Section 13.12.020, which can be viewed 
at http://www.codepublishing.com/CA/Cloverdale/ 

Q6: If annexation and consolidation occurs, will all Six Acres residences have the 
same services?  For example, if I want a water and sewer connection and my 
neighbor only wants water, is that an option?  

A:  All Six Acres residences would have access to the same services.   

 See answer to Q5 for information regarding the Cloverdale Municipal Code and 
connecting to city sewer. 

Q7: If annexation occurs, what type of zoning would apply to Six Acres? 

A: Pre-zoning would occur as part of annexation.  Based on the General Plan Land Use 
Map, the area is zoned R-2 (Two-family residential).  This designation allows for a 
variety of development types such as single-family attached or detached units, small lot 
single-family, and renter/owner opportunities such as duplexes and triplexes, or low 
density rental units.  

Q8: If annexation occurs what happens if my present use does not conform to City 
zoning? 

A: Section 18.02.090 of the City of Cloverdale Zoning Ordinance addresses 
nonconforming uses.  The City of Cloverdale Zoning Ordinance can be found online at: 

http://www.cloverdale.net/DocumentCenter/View/1670 
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Consolidation of the Six Acres Water Company with the City of Cloverdale Water System 
Frequently Asked Questions 
 

4 
 

Q9: If Six Acres connects to City of Cloverdale water without annexation, would that 
restrict Six Acres homeowners ability to build on their properties?   

A:  Under state law, the Sonoma Local Agency Formation Commission (LAFCO) has the 
authority to determine whether a city or district can extend service (e.g. water or sewer) 
to territory outside the city or district’s jurisdictional boundary.  The City of Cloverdale 
would be the agency seeking approval from LAFCO to serve the Six Acres area, 
through an Outside Service Area Authorization (OSAA).  

Sonoma LAFCO’s policy allows OSAAs upon written documentation of a threat to public 
health and safety (such as failed water supplies or water quality) and is granted only for 
existing development and uses.  If landowners are seeking to develop vacant property, 
or change the use or intensity of existing development, and require municipal services 
to do so, then annexation, not an OSAA, is the appropriate means of accessing those 
services. 

It should be noted that landowners granted municipal services through an OSAA lose 
their eligibility to protest a future annexation application that includes their property. 

FUTURE DEVELOPMENT 

Q10:  Is the Six Acres Water Company - Cloverdale water consolidation related to the 
development of the vineyard property to the east of Six Acres?   

A:  The reason that the State Water Resources Control Board – Division of Drinking Water 
is encouraging the Six Acres Water Company and the City of Cloverdale to work out an 
agreement for voluntary consolidation is due to deficiencies in the Six Acres Water 
Company water system.   

Q11: If Six Acres brings its water system up to meet Safe Drinking Water Standards 
would that eliminate any future possibility of City annexation? 

A: No. 

OTHER 

Q12:  What will be decided at the June 28th Cloverdale City Council meeting? 

A: At the June 28, 2016 City Council meeting, the State Water Resources Control Board- 
Division of Drinking Water will present information to the City Council regarding the 
proposed consolidation of the Six Acres Water Company water system and the City of 
Cloverdale water system.  The State will request that City Council authorize its staff to 
work with the State’s  technical assistance providers to have a funding application 
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Consolidation of the Six Acres Water Company with the City of Cloverdale Water System 
Frequently Asked Questions 
 

5 
 

submitted on behalf of Six Acres Water Company for consolidation with the City of 
Cloverdale water system.  This will be a presentation of information and the topic is not 
on the agenda for action at this meeting. 

Q13:  Does the City of Cloverdale have the water capacity to serve Six Acres? 

A:  As part of Senate Bill 88, the State Water Resources Control Board must make funds 
available to the City of Cloverdale for the costs of completing the consolidation of the 
water systems, including, but not limited to, replacing any capacity lost as a result of the 
consolidation.  Determining the necessary source capacity will be part of the planning 
stage of the consolidation project. 

Q14:  Have other public water systems been contacted regarding consolidation in the 
Cloverdale area?  

A:  At this time no other water systems have been contacted regarding consolidation with 
the City of Cloverdale.   

Q15: Is the Six Acres consolidation being recommended so that "no islands" exist 
down to Asti? 

A: See the answer to Question Q10.  The Six Acres water consolidation with the City of 
Cloverdale is being recommended due to deficiencies in the Six Acres water system.  
The annexation would include those twenty-two properties within the service area of the 
Six Acres Mutual Water Company and does not involve territory further to the south of 
the City. 

In 2014, LAFCO did approve amendment of the City’s sphere of influence to include an 
area to the south (part of what was called the Industrial Exception Area).  Inclusion of 
territory within a sphere of influence allows that territory to be eligible for annexation to 
the City; however, for annexation to occur, other criteria must be met. 

 

 

 

 

 

4900608 
160622 Six Acres FAQ.docx 
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Six Acres Water Company 
Consolidation Proposal

Janice Thomas, P.E.  
Sonoma District Engineer

And

Marianne Watada, P.E.
Associate Engineer
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SWRCB Division of Drinking Water 
Mission

• Safe and reliable drinking water
• Jurisdiction: ≥15 homes or ≥25 people
• Water systems have numerous requirements

– Administrative
– Technical
– Financial
– Reporting
– Monitoring
– Operational
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Six Acres WC
22 homes
November 24, 2015 Inspection
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Six Acres WC Inspection November 24, 2015 - Findings
• The MWC has not maintained it’s legal status as an 

incorporated association (1964)  
• No Board or bylaws; required to have board members that 

have attended a 2-hour course on duties
• Overdue source chemical monitoring
• Unmetered connections; no map of distribution system
• Well deficiencies

Page 70



Six Acres well
• No concrete surface seal
• No well drillers log on file; Well does not have a 50 foot 

annular seal; Well reported to be only 36 feet deep
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Six Acres WC Treatment Site
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Deficiencies
• Mutual Water System has not maintained its legal status with 

the Secretary of State
• No Mutual Water Company Board or Bylaws
• Overdue Source Chemical Monitoring
• Shallow well with no surface seal and have not investigated 

whether the well is under the direct influence of surface 
water

• Inadequate treatment
– Have not begun monitoring and reporting to ensure 4-log 

virus inactivation through disinfection
– Using non-NSF 60 certified sodium hypochlorite solution

• Total coliform in the well and distribution system from 
inspection sample; system did not confirm and missed routine 
bacteriological sampling Page 73



Consolidation Definition

• Full consolidation – all water to Six Acres 
supplied by City of Cloverdale.  The existing 
well is severed from the water system.
– Outside Service Area Authorization
– Annexation
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Consolidation Authority

• Senate Bill 88
• “…limit the liability of a consolidated water 

system, wholesaler, or any other agency in the 
chain of distribution that delivers water to a 
consolidated water system”

• Sent voluntary letter on January 5, 2016
• Met Cloverdale City Manager Feb 29, 2016
• LAFCO consultation on March 3, 2016
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Outreach

• City Staff meeting on February 29, 2016
• Public Meeting at Six Acres on April 25, 2016
• Emailed residents
• Collected concerns
• Informal internal survey of Six Acres 63% in 

favor of water from Cloverdale
• Monthly newsletter to residents
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Technical and Financial Assistance

• Technical Assistance for application, LAFCO 
process

• Funding for planning, construction, staff time
• Funding staff visited Six Acres on February 25, 

will be here July 13-15
• Disadvantaged community eligible for 100% 

planning grant up to $500,000
• Construction financing depends on rates, MHI
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Why Cloverdale & Six Acres?

• Adjacent boundaries
• Water quality problems
• We have approached other small systems in 

Santa Rosa which have met with the City and 
funding staff.

• South Cloverdale MWC – no plans
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Next Steps

• We would like to continue with consolidation 
without exerting authority

• Request that City Council authorize staff to 
work with technical assistance providers on 
Six Acres consolidation project with the 
intention of submitting a funding application
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Resources

• Prop 1 Technical Assistance (flyer)
• Consolidation Fact Sheet (flyer)
• SB88 (text)
• CFCC Funding Fair (website)
• Copy of January 5, 2016 letter
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Proposition 1 (Prop 1) Technical assistance (TA) is implemented by the State Water Resources Control Board’s Office of 
Sustainable Water Solutions (Office). The Office promotes permanent and sustainable drinking water and wastewater 
treatment solutions to ensure effective and efficient provision of safe, clean, affordable, and reliable drinking water and 
wastewater treatment services, focusing on addressing financial and technical assistance needs. Prop 1 TA is available to 
help small (less than 10,000 people) disadvantaged (median household income [MHI] < 80% statewide MHI) 
communities (small DACs) develop, fund, and implement Prop 1-eligible capital improvement projects.  
 

HOW TO APPLY FOR TA: The Office is continually accepting Requests for TA. An electronic form can be obtained at: 
http://www.waterboards.ca.gov/water_issues/programs/grants_loans/proposition1/docs/ta_request_form.pdf. The 
form can be submitted by anyone, including representatives from the community or system needing TA, or by staff from 
State of local agencies, TA Providers, etc.  Completed forms should be emailed to DFA-TArequest@waterboards.ca.gov.   
 

PROJECT TYPES. Prop 1 TA efforts will be focused on 
development of projects for the following Prop 1 
funding programs: 

 Drinking Water.* Infrastructure improvements to 
correct system deficiencies & improve drinking 
water quality: 
o Treatment systems 
o Distribution systems & water storage 
o Interconnections, extension of service, 

consolidation 
o Water sources 
o   Water meters 

 
 

 Wastewater.* Infrastructure improvements to 
correct system deficiencies & prevent pollution: 
o   Wastewater treatment & discharge facilities  
o   Replacement or rehabilitation of local sewers 
o   Septic to sewer projects 

 
 

 Groundwater. Projects that prevent or cleanup the 
contamination of groundwater that serves or has 
served as a source of drinking water: 
o Wellhead treatment 
o Installation of extraction & treatment systems 
o Source removal 
o Groundwater recharge to prevent 

contamination of wells 
o Groundwater injection to prevent seawater 

intrusion 
 

 Storm Water. Multiple benefit projects designed 
to infiltrate, filter, store, evaporate, treat, or retain 
storm water or dry weather runoff: 
o  Green infrastructure 
o  Rainwater & storm water capture projects 
o  Storm water treatment facilities 

POTENTIAL ASSISTANCE TYPES AVAILABLE: 

 Project coordination and development 
o Application assistance 
o Rate studies 
o Income surveys 
o Facilitate discussions with regulatory agencies, 

funding agencies, & between nearby communities  
 

 Legal assistance 
o Entity formation 
o Agreements for the transfer of facilities or provision 

of water supply sources;  
o Land acquisition or access agreements 
o Review of existing debts & preparation of bond 

counsel opinions 
o Negotiations on behalf of small systems to 

consolidate into a nearby system, buy water, 
purchase land, etc. 

 

 Engineering and environmental analysis 
o Preliminary engineering & project report 

preparation 
o Plans & specifications 
o Water quality testing  

o California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) 
documents 

 

 Leak detection/water audits 
 

 

CONTACT US: 

If you have further questions, please contact: 
 

Ms. Meghan Tosney 
(916) 341-5729 

meghan.tosney@waterboards.ca.gov 
 

Office Website: 
http://www.waterboards.ca.gov/water_issues/programs

/grants_loans/sustainable_water_solutions 
 

 

* Assistance with more general drinking water and wastewater capacity development needs outside the context of capital project 
development (e.g., compliance audits, rate studies and board or operator training) may be available for public water systems or 
wastewater systems through other TA programs. Please use the universal TA Request Form described above for all TA requests. 
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City Council
Agenda Item Summary

Agenda Item:
Meeting Date:

4
June 28, 2016

Agenda Section

Consent

Staff Contact

Joanne Cavallari, Finance Manager

Agenda Item Title

Adoption of Resolution No. 043-2016 Authorizing Signatures for the City of Cloverdale General Checking
Account held at the Exchange Bank

Summary

On May 24, 2016 the City Council adopted Ordinance No. 707-2016 amending Section 3.04.020 of the
Cloverdale Municipal Code to add the Assistant City Manager as an authorized signer on the general checking
account at Exchange Bank.

In accordance with procedures of Exchange Bank, a resolution is required to authorize signatures for the City’s
General Checking Account.

This resolution will authorize the following signatures on account number 1170024002 held at the Exchange
Bank, Cloverdale Branch:

Joseph Palla Mary Ann Brigham David J. Kelley
Carol Russell Robert M. Cox
Paul Cayler Augustine A. Wolter

Options: None recommended

Budget/Financial Impact

None.

Subcommittee Recommendation

N/A

Recommended Council Action

Adoption of Resolution No.043-2016 Authorizing Signatures for the City of Cloverdale General Checking
Account held at the Exchange Bank

Attachments:

1. Resolution number 043-2016 Resolution Authorizing Signatures for the City of Cloverdale General
Checking Account held at the Exchange Bank

cc:
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CITY OF CLOVERDALE
CITY COUNCIL

RESOLUTION NO. 043-2016

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF CLOVERDALE CITY COUNCIL AUTHORIZING
SIGNATURES FOR THE CITY OF CLOVERDALE GENERAL CHECKING ACCOUNT HELD AT THE

EXCHANGE BANK

WHEREAS, the City of Cloverdale maintains a checking account at the Exchange Bank,
Cloverdale Branch, for the purpose of transactions for the City’s receipts and disbursements.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the City Council of the City of Cloverdale does hereby
authorize the following signatures for the City of Cloverdale General checking account,
#1170024002, at the Exchange Bank:

Joseph Palla Mary Ann Brigham David J. Kelley
Carol Russell Robert M. Cox
Paul Cayler Augustine A. Wolter

It is hereby certified that the foregoing Resolution No. 043-2016 was duly introduced and duly
adopted by the City Council of the City of Cloverdale at its regular meeting held on the 28th day
of June, 2016, by the following roll call vote: (Ayes-; Noes-).

Ayes:
Noes:
Absent:
Recuse:

APPROVED: ATTESTED:

_____________________________ _____________________________
MaryAnn Brigham, Mayor Linda Moore, Deputy City Clerk
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City Council
Agenda Item Summary

Agenda Item:
Meeting Date:

5
June 28, 2016

Agenda Section

Consent

Staff Contact

Joanne Cavallari, Finance Manager

Agenda Item Title

Adoption of a Resolution of the City Council of the City of Cloverdale Approving the Budget for Fiscal
Year 2016-2017.

Summary

On May 17, 2016 the City Council held a budget workshop where they reviewed the first 2016-2017 draft

Budget in detail. Based on comments at the workshop, and on more up-to-date information, a few changes have
been made to the first draft. Funds were allocated to the development of Community Access TV; Council members’
compensation was increased from $300 per month to $555 per month effective January 1, 2017; additional money
was appropriated for downtown fixtures, facilities maintenance and body cameras for Police Officers.

For the current fiscal year ending June 30, 2016 General Fund revenues are expected to exceed expenditures
by about $230,000, resulting in a 15/16 ending fund balance of $1,127,763. Approximately $247,000 of the fund
balance is reserved for traffic safety, special projects, and equipment replacement. Approximately $880,000 is
unassigned.

At the budget workshop Council approved setting aside 30% of the 15-16 fund balance increase, about
$70,000, into a new restricted strategic reserve account. After the 15-16 audit is completed in the fall, City staff will
bring forward a resolution to set aside the restricted reserves. We estimate the ending unassigned fund balance will
be about $810,000 at the 15-16 fiscal year end, or 13% of annual expenditures.

Options:

1) Adopt the Budget for FY 2016-17 as presented.
2) Revise the Budget for adoption at a future meeting.

Budget/Financial Impact:

If approved, the City of Cloverdale will begin the Fiscal Year 2016-2017 with an adopted balanced budget.
The budget will be reviewed at mid-year to determine if adjustments are necessary.

Subcommittee Recommendation:

N/A

Recommended Council Action:

Adopt Resolution No. 044-2016, of the City Council of the City Of Cloverdale Approving the Budget for Fiscal
Year 2016/2017.

Attachments:

1. Resolution No. 044-2016, a Resolution of the City Council of the City of Cloverdale Approving the
Budget for Fiscal Year 2016-2017

2. Updated Summary of Fund Balances
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CITY OF CLOVERDALE
CITY COUNCIL

RESOLUTION NO. 044-2016

RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CLOVERDALE APPROVING
THE BUDGET FOR FISCAL YEAR 2016-2017

WHEREAS, the City Council reviewed and discussed the draft City Budget at a special meeting on
May 17, 2016; and

WHEREAS, the City Manager presented the proposed Fiscal Year 2016-17 Budget to the City
Council on June 28, 2016; and

WHEREAS, the City Council has reviewed the contents of the City Budget during a regular
meeting on June 28, 2016.

NOW, THEREFORE, the City Council of the City of Cloverdale does hereby approve the City of
Cloverdale Budget for Fiscal Year 2016-2017 as presented by the City Manager, and authorize the
allocation of funds, including inter-fund transfers, for Fiscal Year 2016-2017 in the sum of fifteen million,
two hundred eighty eight thousand, eight hundred twelve dollars ($15,288,812) for the City of
Cloverdale.

It is hereby certified that the foregoing Resolution No. 044-2016 was duly introduced and legally
adopted by the City Council of the City of Cloverdale and the Cloverdale Community Development
Agency Board at its regular meeting held on this 28th day of June 2016, by the following roll call vote:
( ayes - noes)

AYES in favor of:
NOES:
ABSENT:
ABSTAIN:

APPROVED: ATTESTED:

_____________________________ _________________________________
Mary Ann Brigham, Mayor Linda Moore, Deputy City Clerk
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Estimated Fund 2016-2017 Est Ending

Balance Operating Operating Debt Service Debt Service Gain Fund Balance

Fund # Fund Name 7/1/2016 Revenue Transfers In Expenses Transfers Out Principal Reserves (Loss) 6/30/2017

100 General $1,127,763 $4,667,705 $1,479,215 $6,002,261 $144,721 ($62) $1,127,701

200 Retirement Fund 515,209 930,730 945,137 (14,407) 500,802

205 Inclusionary Housing 628,524 1,100 9,368 80,884 (70,416) 558,108

210 Gas Tax 0 230,186 98,778 328,964 0 0 0

212 Measure M Sales Tax 61,151 70,000 0 70,000 131,151

224 CDBG 0 168,353 168,353 0 0 0

225 Clover Springs Endowment 256,746 0 256,746

231 Jefferson Springs 27,096 9,595 1,632 15,460 210 (4,444) 22,652

232 Vintage Meadows 16,443 56,239 5,155 63,063 933 (2,603) 13,840

233 The Cottages 16,137 78,117 8,222 86,278 1,231 (1,170) 14,967

234 Vineyards 14,395 7,886 1,272 11,789 159 (2,790) 11,605

235 Ioli Ranch (1,128) 5,028 470 4,774 77 648 (481)

236 Brookside Terrace 1,792 8,312 851 8,694 122 347 2,139

237 Sunrise Hills 2,984 21,049 2,002 20,776 268 2,007 4,991
270 Non Housing Bond Proceeds 3,846,622 0 3,846,622
275 Housing Bond Proceeds 1,925,636 0 1,925,636
500 Admin Impact Fees 15,400 0 15,400
502 Thoroughfare Impact Fees 308,780 0 308,780
504 Storm Drain Impact Fees 49,943 0 49,943
506 Quimby Act Impact Fees 199,191 0 199,191
508 Parks & Rec Impact Fees 12,967 0 12,967
510 Public Safety Impact Fees 458,400 0 458,400
512 Civic Center Impact Fees 107,990 0 107,990
514 Corp Yard Impact Fees 469,380 0 469,380
515 Public Facilities Impact Fee 127,900 0 127,900
600 Water Operations (133,172) 2,852,040 132,722 1,850,203 432,456 324,790 40,550 377,313 244,142
620 Water Impact Fees 481,515 0 481,515
630 Sewer Operations 2,204,288 1,914,400 102,068 1,913,891 270,852 81,973 (250,247) 1,954,041
650 Sewer Impact Fees 160,897 0 160,897
670 Airport Fund (99,456) 312,190 1,856 314,173 19,154 7,206 (26,487) (125,944)
700 RDA Successor Agency 0 2,087,708 61,701 1,293,418 89,991 766,000 0 0

Totals $12,551,994 $13,420,639 $1,905,312 $12,162,981 $1,905,312 $1,179,969 $40,550 $77,689 $12,629,682

Summary of Fund Balances

CITY OF CLOVERDALE
Final Budget

Fiscal Year 2016-2017
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City Council
Agenda Item Summary

Agenda Item:
Meeting Date:

6
June 28, 2016

Agenda Section

Consent

Staff Contact

Joanne Cavallari, Finance Manager

Agenda Item Title

Adoption of a Resolution Adopting the Appropriations Limit for Fiscal Year 16-17.

Summary

In November 1979, the people of California added Article XIII-B to the State Constitution, which placed
limitations on the appropriations of State and local governments. The Article was implemented by State
Legislation that defined the process to calculate the appropriations limit and required that cities adopt a
resolution setting an annual appropriations limit.

Only certain annual City budget appropriations from proceeds of taxes, as defined by the law and
accepted statewide guidelines, are subject to the limit. The appropriations limit amount is increased each year
by a formula that uses a combination of percent changes in Statewide Per Capita Income (PCI) or Non-
residential assessed valuation, if available, and City or County Population.

The base year was set as fiscal year 1978-1979 and the first appropriations limit was applied to the fiscal
year 1980-1981 budget. The law allows the City to make two choices when computing the appropriations limit:

o Inflation factor - choose between per capita income or increase in non-residential assessed valuation
due to new construction

o Population factor – choose between City population growth and County population growth.
Historically Cloverdale has used the per capita income and City population growth to calculate the limit.
As presented on the City’s Appropriations Limit Calculation Summary (Attachment A), the fiscal year

2016-2017 appropriations limit for the City is $8,774,019. After subtracting all exclusions, the fiscal year 2016-
2017 appropriations that are subject to the limit are $3,556,225. This amount is under the appropriation limit
by $5,217,794 or 59%.

As required by State Law, detailed worksheets supporting the appropriation limit calculations have been
available for review by the public in the Finance Department.

Options:

None Recommended

Budget/Financial Impact:

There is no financial impact in fiscal year 2016-2017 since the Appropriations Limit is higher than the
Appropriations subject to the Limit.

Subcommittee Recommendation:

N/A

Recommended Council Action:

Adopt a Resolution of the City Council of the City Of Cloverdale Adopting the Appropriation Limit for
Fiscal Year 2016-2017.

Attachments:

1. Draft Resolution No. 045-2016, Adopting the Appropriation Limit for fiscal year 2016-2017
2. Appropriation Limit Calculation
3. May 2016 Price and Population information from the Department of Finance

cc:
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CITY OF CLOVERDALE
CITY COUNCIL

RESOLUTION NO. 045-2016

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CLOVERDALE ADOPTING THE APPROPRIATION
LIMIT FOR FISCAL YEAR 2016-17

WHEREAS, the people of California on November 6, 1979, added Article XIII-B to the State Constitution
placing various limitations on the appropriations of the State and local governments; and

WHEREAS, the State Legislature adopted Chapters 1205/80 and 60/90 which implemented Article
XIII-B and amendments; and

WHEREAS, the provisions of the amendments have been interpreted by a coalition of statewide
organizations, and for cities, the League of California Cities has issued revised guidelines to recalculate
the appropriations limit; and

WHEREAS, Section 7902 of the Government Code provides the process in which to calculate the
appropriations limit and Section 7910 of the Government Code requires cities to adopt a resolution
setting the annual appropriation limit at a regularly scheduled meeting or a noticed special meeting;
and

WHEREAS, the City of Cloverdale has complied with the provisions of Article XIII-B in determining the
appropriations limit for Fiscal year 2016-17; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CLOVERDALE AS FOLLOWS:

1) The annual adjustment factors used to calculate the FY 2016-17 appropriations limit shall be
the change in State Per Capital Income (5.37%) and January 2016 City population (0.3%).

2) The FY 2016-17 appropriation limit shall be $8,774,019.
3) The FY 2016-17 Adopted Budget appropriations subject to the appropriation limit are

$3,556,225.

It is hereby certified that the foregoing resolution was duly introduced and duly adopted by the City
Council of the City of Cloverdale at its regular meeting held on the 28th day of June, 2016, by the
following roll call vote:

AYES IN FAVOR:
NOES:
ABSENT:
ABSTAIN:

Approved: Attested:

______________________________________ _____________________________________
Mary Ann Brigham, Mayor Linda Moore, Deputy City Clerk
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GANN REVENUE LIMITATION EXHIBIT A
ARTICLE XIIIB, CALIFORNIA CONSTITUTION

Part 1 - Revenue 2016-2017

Limit: Base/Prior Year 8,301,960

% Change in California Per Capita Income (1) (3) 5.37

Converted to a ratio 1.0537

Growth in Non-Residential Assessed Valuation (2)

% Population Change - City (1) (3) 0.3

Converted to a ratio 1.003

% Population Change - County (1) 0.53

Converted to a ratio 1.0053

Calculation of Factor for 2016-2017: 1.0568611
1.0537 x 1.003 = 1.0568611

New Limit 8,774,019
8,301,960 x 1.0568611

(1) State of California, Department of Finance Estimates, May 2016

(2) Information not available from County Assessor

(3) Factors chosen for computation

Part 2 - Appropriations Subject to Limit

Appropriations Subject to Limit 3,556,225

2016-2017 Revenue Limit 8,774,019

Amount of Unbudgeted, Authorized Appropriations 5,217,794

2016/2017
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City Council/Successor Agency
Agenda Item Summary

Agenda Item:
Meeting Date:

7
June 28, 2016

Agenda Section

Consent

Staff Contact

Joanne Cavallari, Finance Manager

Agenda Item Title

Consideration and Adoption of Resolution 046-2016 approving an Amended Administrative Agreement
between the County of Sonoma and the City of Cloverdale relating to the collection of assessments from the
local lodging providers pursuant to the enabling County Ordinance of 2004.

Summary

In April of 2004, the Sonoma County Lodging Association formed the Sonoma County Tourism Business
Improvement Area (BIA). The purpose of the BIA is to provide a sufficient and stable source of funding to
support effective long-term tourism marketing efforts. The BIA enables Sonoma County to compete more
successfully against other tourist destination areas to attract visitors to Sonoma County. The BIA is funded by
collecting 2% assessments from members of the lodging industry who generate more than $350,000 annually
in gross revenues. Assessments are collected at the same time lodging providers are remitting their
Transient Occupancy Taxes to the City. In July of 2004, by resolution, the City Council consented to the
inclusion of the City of Cloverdale within the Sonoma County Tourism Business Improvement Area and
authorized the collection and remittance of assessments in accordance with the 2004 County Ordinance. At
the same time, the Council approved the execution of an administrative agreement between the City and
County to establish terms and conditions for the collection and remittance of the assessments authorized by
the BIA to the County of Sonoma. Each participating city retains a modest administrative fee from the
assessments levied to offset any costs associated with collecting and remitting the assessments to the
County. The administrative responsibilities of both the City and the County are described in the
administrative agreement. From time to time these agreements need to be updated and the term extended
as is requested as a part of this resolution and amended administrative agreement. This amendment extends
the term to 2018, but not does change the amount of the assessments.

Options

Approve or disapprove the resolution.

Budget/Financial Impact

None

Subcommittee Recommendation

The Finance Subcommittee reviewed this agreement at their meeting of June 23, 2016 and has
recommended that it be brought before the Council for adoption.

Recommended Council Action

Adopt Resolution XXX-2016, a Resolution of the City Council of the City of Cloverdale Adopting the Sonoma
County Business Improvement Area Amended Administrative Agreement

Attachments:

1. Resolution 046-2016 with attachment Exhibit A, titled “Amended Administrative Agreement for
Collection of Assessments for Sonoma County Tourism Business Improvement Area.”

cc:
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CITY OF CLOVERDALE
CITY COUNCIL

RESOLUTION NUMBER 046-2016

RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CLOVERDALE ADOPTING THE SONOMA
COUNTY BUSINESS IMPROVEMENT AREA AMENDED ADMINISTRATIVE AGREEMENT

WHEREAS, the Board of Supervisors of the County of Sonoma approved an Ordinance
forming the Sonoma County Tourism Business Improvement Area (“BIA”) in accordance with the
Parking and Business Improvement Area Law of 1989 (Streets and Highways Code Sections
36500, et seq. [the “Law”]); and

WHEREAS, the Ordinance provides for collection of the assessments by a consenting City,
with remittance to the County and reimbursement of expenses from assessment proceeds in
accordance with the terms of an administrative agreement; and

WHEREAS, the Law requires consent of the City Council before the area of the BIA may
be extended to include the territorial limits of this City; and

WHEREAS, in July of 2004 the City Council adopted Resolution No. 55-2004 consenting to
inclusion within the Sonoma County Business Improvement Area and authorizing collection and
remittance of assessments to the County; and

WHEREAS, the City collects Transient Occupancy Taxes (“TOT”) from the same lodging
establishments within its territorial jurisdiction that will be subject to this assessment;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the City Council of the City of Cloverdale directs
collection and remittance of the assessments authorized by the BIA to the County of Sonoma in
accordance with the provisions of the terms and conditions of an administrative agreement
attached as Exhibit A

It is hereby certified that the foregoing Resolution No. 046-2016 was duly introduced and legally
adopted by the City Council of the City of Cloverdale at its regular meeting held on this 28th day
of June, 2016 by the following roll call vote: (x-x)

AYES IN FAVOR:
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:

8

June 28, 2016

Agenda Section

Consent

Staff Contact

Joanne Cavallari, Finance Manager

Agenda Item Title

Consideration of Resolution No. 047-2016, Authorizing the City Manager to issue a Purchase Order to
WesTech Engineering, Inc. for Clarifier Media and Related Supplies in an Amount Not to Exceed $32,000.00.

Summary:

The City’s Senior Water Treatment Plant Operator has requested that a purchase order be issued to
replace the clarifier media at the Water Treatment Plant.

A quote has been received from WesTech Engineering to supply the necessary material and supplies.

Section 3.08.030 (B) of the City’s Municipal Code, provides exemption from the competitive bidding
requirements where the city’s requirements can be met solely by a single proprietary article or process. The
material is a specialty item, and WesTech Engineering, Inc. is the only supplier of the media.

The attached quote from WesTech for the media and supplies is for $28,049.00 but this does not
include sales or other taxes. We have added additional funds to cover the taxes and are requesting a not-to-
exceed amount of $32,000.00.

Options:

None recommended. This purchase is essential to the proper operation of the treatment plant.

Budget/Financial Impact

This purchase is included in the 15/16 budget under expense account 600-40-800-49130-000, Construction
(Filter Units).

Subcommittee Recommendation

The Finance, Administration, and Police Subcommittee reviewed the attached quote at their meeting of June
23rd and recommended it be brought to the full Council.

Recommended Council Action:
Adopt Resolution No. XXX-2016, A Resolution of the City Council of the City Of Cloverdale Authorizing the City
Manager to issue a Purchase Order to WesTech Engineering in an Amount Not to exceed $32,000.00 for the
Purchase of Clarifier Media for the Water Treatment Plant.

Attachments:

1. Resolution No. 047-2016, Authorizing the City Manager to Issue a Purchase Order to WesTech
Engineering, Inc.

2. Quotation from WesTech Engineering
cc:
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CITY OF CLOVERDALE
CITY COUNCIL

RESOLUTION NO. 047-2016

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CLOVERDALE AUTHORIZING

THE CITY MANAGER TO ISSUE A PURCHASE ORDER TO WESTECH ENGINEERING FOR

CLARIFIER MEDIA AND RELATED SUPPLIES FOR THE WATER TREATMENT PLANT

WHEREAS, the City of Cloverdale operates a water treatment plant; and

WHEREAS, he clarifier media at the water treatment plant needs to be replaced; and

WHEREAS, Section 3.08.030 (B) of the City’s Municipal Code, provides exemption from
the competitive bidding requirements where the City’s requirements can be met solely by a single
source; and

WHEREAS, the City has received a quote from WesTech Engineering, Inc. for the
necessary media and supplies; and

WHEREAS, the media material is a specialty item, and WesTech Engineering, Inc. is the
only supplier of the product; and

WHEREAS, the purchase of the filter media will allow the City to supply the community
with a safe and reliable source of drinking water.

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

Authorizes the City Manager to issue a Purchase Order in a not-to-exceed amount of
$32,000.00 to WesTech Engineering, Inc. for Clarifier Media and related supplies for the
Cloverdale Water Treatment Plant.

It is hereby certified that the foregoing Resolution No. 047-2016 was duly introduced and adopted
as amended by the City Council of the City of Cloverdale at its regular meeting held on the 28th
day of June, 2016, by the following voice vote: -Ayes, -Noes, -Absent

AYES IN FAVOR:
NOES:
ABSENT:
ABSTAIN:

Approved: Attested:

_____________________________ __________________________
Mary Ann Brigham, Mayor Linda Moore, Deputy City Clerk
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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:

9
June 28, 2016

Agenda Section

Consent

Staff Contact

Paul Cayler, City Manager

Agenda Item Title

Claim Against the City – Denise Bleuel

Summary

On June 8, 2016, the City received a claim from Denise Bleuel via Attorney Michael Fiumara for the wrongful
death related to the suicide of Quoyah Carson Tehee, which occurred on December 9 - 10, 2015.

Options

None.

Budget/Financial Impact

None.

Subcommittee Recommendation

None.

Recommended Council Action

By motion order, reject claim from Denise Bleuel.

Attachments:

1) Claim received from Denise Bleuel via Attorney Michael Fiumara received on June 8, 2016.

cc:
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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. 01/09)

City Council
Agenda Item Summary

Agenda Item:
Meeting Date:

10
June 28, 2016

Agenda Section

Consent

Staff Contact

Vanessa Apodaca, Interim City Engineer

Agenda Item Title

Biosolids Removal Project: Consideration of Resolution No.048-2016, Awarding and Authorizing the City
Manager to Sign a Contract with Pipe and Plant Solutions, Inc. in the amount of $524,365 for Biosolids
Removal and approval of the overall project budget for this project.

Summary

The City’s Wastewater Treatment Plant (WWTP) utilizes a series of ponds for wastewater treatment. The
ponds are operated in series with the third pond being designed and operated to promote the settling of
stabilized wastewater treatment solids (biosolids). Biosolids accumulate in this pond slowly over a number of
years and disposal is not a necessary part of annual operations. However, the volume of accumulated
biosolids has now reached the point where it takes up a significant portion of the third pond and is affecting
treatment performance. The last time that biosolids were removed from this pond was approximately four
years ago.

The WWTP does not have facilities to process or dispose of the accumulated biosolids. Consequently, the
City needs to contract to have the accumulated biosolids removed from the pond, dewatered, and hauled
away to a reuse or disposal site. Pipe and Plant Solutions indicated that the biosolids would be removed via
dredge, similar to what was anticipated in the project design. Deferring this work will eventually lead to
violations of the WWTP NPDES permit and fines from the State. All wastewater biosolids handling and
disposal must be conducted in accordance with federal, State and local laws and regulations.

To address the issue, the City hired Brelje and Race Consulting Engineers to prepare an Assessment Report
and Bid Documents and provide Construction Management Services for the Wastewater Treatment Plant
Biosolids Removal Project (Project). The Assessment Report included estimating the amount of biosolids built
up in the pond, analyzing the substance to determine disposal options, and recommending solids removal
alternatives. The Assessment Report concluded there was approximately 485 dry tons of biosolids in Pond 3
to be removed, and that the solids are Class B, which means they could be disposed of by land applying and
mixing into the soil. Brelje and Race prepared construction documents and the project was advertised for
bids in accordance with the requirements of the California Public Contract Code and applicable requirements
of Chapter 3.12 of the Cloverdale Municipal Code and on June 9, 2016 bids were opened. Per the bid
documents, the award of the contract is to be based on the lowest responsive and responsible bid received.
At the bid opening two bids were received as follows:

Pipe and Plant Solutions, Inc.: $524,365
Synagro, Inc.: $535,080

The engineer’s estimate for the bid on the overall project is $527,875.
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Based on information received, Brelje and Race has examined the bid submitted by Pipe and Plant Solutions
and found it to be in conformance with the requirements of the bid documents. References from EBMUD
and City of San Jose were positive in regards to Pipe and Plant Solutions’ ability to do the work as well as
their dealings with this contractor. Based on the bids received and in accordance with the Public Contract
Code requirements, staff is recommending that Council authorize award of the Biosolids Removal Project to
Pipe and Plant Solutions, Inc. based on their low bid price of $524,365.

Schedule of Construction
It is anticipated that biosolids removal will begin in mid-July and the work will be completed within 60
working days.

Options

1. Approve Resolution authorizing the City Manager to sign a construction contract with Pipe and Plant
Solutions, Inc. for the Biosolids Removal Project based on their submittal of a bid of $524,365, approving
a budget of $597,875, and allowing the City Manager to execute any change orders in accordance with
project documents so long as the total project cost does not exceed total funding

2. Decline Resolution authorizing the City Manager to sign a construction contract with Pipe and Plant
Solutions and reject all bids received for the Biosolids Removal Project.

Budget/Financial Impact

Based on the bid received by Pipe and Plant Solutions, the following is the recommended overall budget for
this project:

Construction $524,365.00
Estimated Construction Management/Inspection/Testing $ 21,010.00
Construction Contingency (10%) $ 52,500.00

Total Estimated Construction Budget $ 597,875.00

The proposed construction contract will be funded through the Wastewater Fund.

Subcommittee Recommendation

N/A

Recommended Council Action

Move to approve Resolution No. 048-2016 awarding a construction contract with Pipe and Plant Solutions,
Inc. for the Biosolids Removal Project in the amount of $524,365, and authorizing the City Manager to
execute the contract and any change orders in accordance with project documents so long as the total
project cost does not exceed total funding, and establishing a budget of $597,875 for the project.

Attachments:

1. Draft Resolution No. 048-2016 Awarding Construction Contract, authorizing the City Manager to execute the
contract and any change orders in accordance with project documents, and establishing a budget of $597,875
for the project.

cc:

Page 150



CITY OF CLOVERDALE
CITY COUNCIL

RESOLUTION NO. 048-2016

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CLOVERDALE
AWARDING AND AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER TO SIGN

A CONTRACT WITH PIPE AND PLANT SOLUTIONS, INC FOR THE WASTEWATER TREATMENT PLANT
BIOSOLIDS REMOVAL PROJECT

WHEREAS, a bid package for biosolids removal for the Pond 3 Biosolids Removal Project (“Project”)
was completed and the project was noticed for public bidding in accordance with California Public Contract
Code Section 20162 and other applicable law; and

WHEREAS, bids for the project were opened on June 9, 2016 in accordance with California Public
Contract Code Section 4104.5, and other applicable laws; and

WHEREAS, two bids were received and the lowest responsive bid was from Pipe and Plant Solutions
in the amount of $524,365; and

WHEREAS, the design consultant has verified that Pipe and Plant Solutions, Inc.’s bid satisfies the
bidding requirements for the Project; and

WHEREAS, the design consultant has verified that Pipe and Plant Solutions, Inc. possesses a valid
California Contractor’s License, Class A, as required to qualify to perform the project; and

WHEREAS, the Project is Categorically Exempt from CEQA under Section 15301 Existing Facilities of
Title 14 of the California Code of Regulations which allows for the operation and maintenance of existing
public facilities.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY OF CLOVERDALE AS FOLLOWS:
1. The above recitals are true and correct and are hereby incorporated into this Resolution as findings

of the City Council of the City of Cloverdale.
2. In accordance with the Purchasing Ordinance and California Public Contract Code Section 20160 et

seq., and other applicable laws, the City Council of the City of Cloverdale hereby finds the bid of
Pipe and Plant Solutions for the Project to be the lowest, responsive bid and waives any
irregularities in such bid in accordance with applicable law.

3. The contract for the Project is hereby awarded to Pipe and Plant Solutions in the amount of
$524,365, conditioned on Pipe and Plant Solution’s timely executing the Project contract and
submitting all required documents, including, but not limited to, executed bonds/surety,
certificates of insurance, and endorsements, in accordance with the Project bid documents.

4. The City Manager is hereby authorized and directed to execute upon submission by Pipe and Plant
Solutions, all documents required pursuant to the Project bid documents for performance of the
Project.

5. The City Manager is hereby authorized to execute any change orders in accordance with project
documents so long as the total project cost does not exceed total funding.

6. City staff is hereby directed to issue a notice of award to Pipe and Plant Solutions, Inc.
7. The overall budget for the Project will be established at $597,875.
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8. All portions of this resolution are severable. Should any individual component of this Resolution be
adjudged to be invalid and unenforceable by a body of competent jurisdiction, then the remaining
resolution portions shall be and continue in full force and effect, except as to those resolution
portions that have been adjudged invalid. The City Council of the City of Cloverdale hereby
declares that it would have adopted this Resolution and each section, subsection, clause, sentence,
phrase and other portion thereof, irrespective of the fact that one or more section subsection,
clause sentence, phrase or other portion may be held invalid or unconstitutional.

It is hereby certified that the foregoing Resolution No. 048-2016, was duly introduced and duly adopted by
the City Council of the City of Cloverdale at its regular meeting held on the 28th day of June, 2016, by the
following vote:

AYES in favor of:
NOES:
ABSENT:
ABSTAIN:
APPROVED: ATTESTED:

_____________________________ _____________________________
MaryAnn Brigham, Mayor Linda Moore, Deputy City Clerk
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P.O. Box 217 • 124 North Cloverdale Blvd. • Cloverdale, CA 95425-0217 • Telephone (707) 894-2521 • FAX (707) 894-3451

City Council
Agenda Item Summary

Agenda Item:
Meeting Date:

11
June 28, 2016

Agenda Section

Consent

Staff Contact

Paul Cayler, City Manager/City Clerk

Agenda Item Title

Consideration of Resolution No. 049-2016, Calling for a General Municipal Election to Be Held on November
8, 2016, for the Election of Two Members of the City Council, Requesting the Sonoma County Board of
Supervisors to Consolidate the General Election with the Statewide Election to Be Held on November 8, 2016,
and Authorizing the Sonoma County Registrar of Voters to Conduct and Canvass the Results of the General
Municipal Election.

Summary

A General Municipal Election will be held on November 8, 2016 to elect two (2) members to the Cloverdale
City Council. Their terms are due to expire at the end of this year; both are for four (4) year terms. Per the
State of California Elections Code § 10220 and § 10224, candidates may take out and return nomination
papers between Monday, July 18, 2016 and Friday August 12, 2016. If an incumbent does not return his/her
nomination papers by this deadline, the nomination period will be extended to Wednesday, August 17, 2016
for non-incumbents. The City Clerk, acting as the City’s Elections Official, will issue and receive all related
nomination papers (Elections Code § 10227). The Deputy City Clerk may also perform this duty.

The purpose of this agenda item is to request the County Board of Supervisors to consolidate the General
Municipal Election with the Statewide General Election. This would allow the County to conduct the election
and canvass the results as provided by law.

Options

The City may consolidate its election with the County’s election, or it may conduct its own election. If the
City chooses a stand-alone election, it will be responsible for all costs for the Voter’s Pamphlet, polling
places, etc. If the City chooses a consolidated election, it will bear a pro-rated share of the costs of
conducting the election.

Budget/Financial Impact

Sonoma County estimates that the cost for each jurisdiction participating in the 2016 consolidated General
Election will be $1.75 – $2.30 per registered voter for Council member positions, with a total estimated range
of $7,140 – $9,384. The estimated cost for City ballot measures will be $.60 - $1.50 per registered voter. The
City does not anticipate having any local measures on the November 2016 ballot. The City’s share of the
November 2014 election came to $6,785. Costs of the election are borne by the City’s General Fund.

Subcommittee Recommendation

N/A

Recommended Council Action

Move to approve by title only Resolution No. xxx-2016 Calling for a General Municipal Election to Be Held on
November 8, 2016 for the Election of Two Members of the City Council, Requesting the Sonoma County
Board of Supervisors to Consolidate the General Election with the Statewide Election to Be Held on
November 8, 2016, and Authorizing the Sonoma County Registrar of Voters to Conduct and Canvass the
Results of the General Municipal Election.

Attachments:

1. Resolution No. 049-2016

cc:
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RESOLUTION NO. 049-2016

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CLOVERDALE
CALLING FOR A GENERAL MUNICIPAL ELECTION TO BE HELD ON

NOVEMBER 8, 2016, FOR THE ELECTION OF TWO (2) MEMBERS OF THE CITY
COUNCIL, REQUESTING THAT THE SONOMA COUNTY BOARD OF

SUPERVISORS CONSOLIDATE THE GENERAL MUNICIPAL ELECTION WITH
THE STATEWIDE GENERAL ELECTION TO BE HELD ON NOVEMBER 8, 2016

AND AUTHORIZING THE SONOMA COUNTY REGISTRAR OF VOTERS CONDUCT
AND CANVASS THE RESULTS OF THE GENERAL MUNICIPAL ELECTION

WHEREAS, under the provisions of the laws relating to general law cities in the State of
California, a Municipal Election shall be held on November 8, 2016, for the election of two (2)
members of the City Council; and

WHEREAS, Elections Code Section 10400 provides that the City Council may request that the
County Board of Supervisors consolidate said General Municipal Election with the statewide
general election; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to the provisions of Sections 10400, 10402 and 10403 of the Elections
Code of the State of California, it is in the best public interests of the City to consolidate the City
of Cloverdale General Municipal Election with the Statewide Election to be held on November
8, 2016; and

WHEREAS, the terms of two (2) members of the City Council will expire and the positions
must be filled; and

WHEREAS, Elections Code Section l2109 provides that the governing body of the City of
Cloverdale shall give notice of the designation of a central counting place for the voted ballots of
the Cloverdale General Municipal Election.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED THAT

1. The foregoing recitals are true and correct and are hereby adopted; and

2. The City Council of the City of Cloverdale hereby calls for a General Municipal Election to
be held on Tuesday, November 8, 2016; and

3. Pursuant to California Elections Code Section 10400, 10402, and 10403, it is in the best
public interest to consolidate the Cloverdale General Municipal Election with the Statewide
Election to be held on November 8, 2016.
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NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS FURTHER RESOLVED:

1. That pursuant to the requirements of Section 10403 of the Elections Code, the Board of
Supervisors of Sonoma County is hereby requested to consent and agree to the consolidation
of a General Municipal Election with the Statewide General Election on Tuesday,
November 8, 2016, for the purpose of the election of two (2) members of the City Council for
the term of office of four (4) years.

2. That the Sonoma County Registrar of Voters is authorized to conduct and canvass the results
of the General Municipal Election. That the County Registrar of Voters of Sonoma County is
authorized to specify the location for the tally of ballots and certify the results to the City
Clerk of the City of Cloverdale. The election shall be held in all respects as if there were only
one election, and only one form of ballot shall be used.

3. That in all particulars not recited in this resolution, the election shall be held and conducted as
provided by law for holding municipal elections.

4. That the City Clerk is hereby directed to file a certified copy of this resolution with the Board
of Supervisors and the Registrar of Voters of the County of Sonoma and enter this resolution
into the book of original resolutions.

5. That the City Manager is authorized and directed to compensate the County for the cost of
conducting the General Municipal Election for the City.

It is hereby certified that the foregoing Resolution No. 049-2016 was duly introduced and duly
adopted by the City Council of the City of Cloverdale at its regular meeting held on the 28th day
of June, 2016, by the following roll call vote: (Ayes-; Noes-).

Ayes:
Noes:
Absent:
Recuse:

APPROVED: ATTESTED:

_______________________________ _____________________________
MaryAnn Brigham, Mayor Linda Moore, Deputy City Clerk
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City Council
Agenda Item Summary

Agenda Item:
Meeting Date:

12
June 28, 2016

Agenda Section

Consent

Staff Contact

Paul Cayler, City Manager/City Clerk

Agenda Item Title

Consideration of Resolution No. 050-2016 Requiring each Candidate Filing a Candidate Statement of
Qualifications to Pay the Full Cost, Including Payment in Advance to the Local Agency an Estimated Pro Rata
Share, as a Condition of Having His or Her Statement Included in the Voter's Pamphlet

Summary

In preparation of the materials and Election Pamphlet for the November 8, 2016, General Election, staff
recommends consideration and adoption of a resolution requiring each candidate to pay the full cost of
his/her Candidate's Statement of Qualifications (SOQ) as determined by the Sonoma County Registrar of
Voters. This is a continuation of past practice, which ensures that the general public is not subsidizing the
costs of an individual candidate. There are provisions in the State Elections Code if a candidate alleges to be
indigent and cannot pay in advance.

Per the County, the estimated cost for printing and distributing an SOQ in English is $241. If the candidate
chooses to have the SOQ printed and distributed in both English and Spanish, the estimated cost is $582. The
pages of the Voter’s Pamphlet are divided into four sections, i.e., ¼ page. These estimates are based on an
SOQ being one (for English only) or two (for English and Spanish) sections of a page. Actual costs could be
significantly higher if there are not enough SOQs to fill a full page.

A deposit of $241 or $582 respectively is to be paid at the time the SOQ is filed with the City Clerk. If the costs
are less than estimated, a refund would be made when the actual costs are ascertained. If costs exceed the
County’s estimate, the City would bill the candidate for the overage.

Draft Resolution No. xxx-2016 would charge the candidate for the costs of producing and distributing his/her
SOQ in the voter’s pamphlet.

Options

Adopt the draft Resolution, allowing the City to recover the costs charged by the County for producing and
distributing a candidate’s SOQ. If a Resolution is not approved, the City would not be able to recover the
costs and the costs would therefore be borne by the general public via the City’s General Fund.

Budget/Financial Impact

Adoption of the resolution will result in cost recovery, ensuring that each candidate is fiscally responsible for
the costs associated with printing and distributing his/her SOQ.

Subcommittee Recommendation

N/A

Recommended Council Action

Move to approve by title only Resolution No. 050-2016 Requiring each Candidate Filing a Candidate
Statement of Qualifications to Pay the Full Cost, Including Payment in Advance to the Local Agency an
Estimated Pro Rata Share, as a Condition of Having His or Her Statement Included in the Voter's Pamphlet.

Attachments:

1. Resolution No. 050-2016

cc:
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RESOLUTION NO. 050-2016

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CLOVERDALE
ESTABLISHING ESTIMATED COSTS FOR PRINTING, HANDLING, TRANSLATING AND
MAILING THE CANDIDATES’ STATEMENTS FILED PURSUANT TO RESOLUTION 027-
2012 FOR THE CONSOLIDATED GENERAL ELECTION TO BE HELD IN THE CITY OF

CLOVERDALE ON NOVEMBER 8, 2016

WHEREAS, Section 13307(c) of the California Elections Code provides that the City may estimate the
total cost of printing, handling, translating and mailing Candidates’ Statements for nonpartisan elective
office, and may require each candidate filing a statement to pay in advance to the City his or her estimated
pro rata share as a condition of having his or her statement included in the voter’s pamphlet; and

WHEREAS, the City of Cloverdale and the Sonoma County Board of Supervisors have authorized the
County of Sonoma to conduct the Consolidated General Election in the City of Cloverdale on November
8, 2016 and the City of Cloverdale has agreed to pay its pro rata share of the costs of such election; and

WHEREAS, the County of Sonoma has provided an estimate of costs for the printing, handling,
translating and mailing of candidates’ statements on the November 8, 2016, ballot for English only and
English/Spanish; and

WHEREAS, Resolution No. 027-2012, of the City of Cloverdale requires candidates to pay such costs.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Cloverdale, that
candidates for the office of Councilmember in the City of Cloverdale shall pay to the City of Cloverdale
the following estimated costs for printing, handling, translating and mailing candidates’ statements for the
Consolidated General Election to be held on November 8, 2016:

English only Total Estimate $241.00
English and Spanish Total Estimate $582.00

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City of Cloverdale is authorized, pursuant to Elections Code
Section 13307(c), to bill any candidate for the cost of printing his/her statement for additional actual
expense of printing and to refund any excess amount collected from such candidate, depending on the
final actual cost.

It is hereby certified that the foregoing Resolution No. 050-2016 was duly introduced and duly adopted
by the City Council of the City of Cloverdale at its regular meeting held on the 28th day of June, 2016, by
the following roll call vote: (Ayes-; Noes-).

Ayes:
Noes:
Absent:
Recuse:

APPROVED: ATTESTED:

_______________________________ _____________________________
MaryAnn Brigham, Mayor Linda Moore, Deputy City Clerk
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(Rev. 07/12)

City Council/Successor Agency
Agenda Item Summary

Agenda Item:
Meeting Date:

13
June 28, 2016

Agenda Section

Regular

Staff Contact

David Kelley, Assistant City Manager / Community Dev. Dir.

Agenda Item Title

Action on a Minute Order of the City Council of the City of Cloverdale Authorizing the Mayor to sign a letter
addressed to the Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) in support of inclusion of the SMART Phase
3 Project in Plan Bay Area 2040

Summary

The SMART Phase 3 project consists of rail passenger and freight rail improvements to the existing rail line
from the Sonoma County Airport to the City of Cloverdale’s train station. The proposed project is vital to the
extension of SMART train service to the City of Cloverdale. The MTC is the transportation planning, and
financing agency for the nine-County San Francisco Bay Area (“Bay Area”) including Sonoma County. MTC
functions as the Bay Area’s regional transpiration agency and metropolitan planning organization and is
responsible for preparing the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) for the Bay Area. The RTP is a long-range
plan identifying strategies and investments for maintenance, management and improvements of the region’s
transportation systems. MTC is currently updating the regional’s RTP referred to as Plan Bay Area 2040.

Smart General Manager Farhad Mansourian sent a letter (Attachment 1) to MTC dated June 10, 2016
detailing a compelling case for inclusion of the SMART Phase 3 Project in Play Bay Area 2040. The City Council
requested staff to prepare a letter for the Mayor’s signature in support of the inclusion of the SMART Phase 3
Project in Plan Bay Area 2040. Attached is a Letter of Support to the MTC in support of inclusion of the
SMART Phase 3 Project in Plan Bay Area 2040 (Attachment 2).

Options

1.) Authorize the Mayor to Sign a Letter of Support to the MTC in support of inclusion of the SMART Phase 3
Project in Plan Bay Area 2040; 2) Reject the proposed letter of support to the MTC in support of inclusion of
the SMART Phase 3 Project in Plan Bay Area 2040; or 3) Revise the proposed letter of support to the MTC in
support of inclusion of the SMART Phase 3 Project in Plan Bay Area 2040 and authorize the Mayor to sign the
revised letter of support.

Budget/Financial Impact

None.

Subcommittee Recommendation

None.
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Recommended Council Action

The Assistant City Manager recommends the following City Council minute order: “The Cloverdale City
Council authorizes Mayor Brigham to sign a letter of support to the Metropolitan Transportation Commission
in support of inclusion of the SMART Phase 3 Project in Plan Bay Area 2040.”

Attachments:

1. SMART letter to MTC dated June 10, 2016
2. Draft Letter of Support to MTC for the inclusion of the SMART Phase 3 Project in Plan Bay Area 2040

cc:
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June 28, 2016  
 
Metropolitan Transportation Commission 
Attn: Stem Heminger, Executive Director  
375 Beal Street, Suite 800 
San Francisco, CA 94105-2066 
 
Re: Plan Bay Area 2040 – SMART Phase 3 Compelling Case  
 
Dear Mr Heminger:  
 
The City of Cloverdale is writing to express support for including Sonoma-Marin Area Rail Transit’s 
(SMART’s) Phase 3 rail extension project north from Sonoma County Airport to the existing Cloverdale 
train station in Plan Bay Area 2040. SMART’s Phase 3 rail extension projects will include passenger and 
freight rail improvements along a 24 mile stretch of rail from the Sonoma County Airport through the 
Town of Windsor, City of Healdsburg and the City of Cloverdale.  
 
SMART’s Phase 3 rail extension project will reinforce land use and transportation integration in the San 
Francisco Bay Area per Senate Bill 375, assist the Bay Area region including Sonoma County attain GHG 
emission reduction targets and will address key goals of Plan Ara 2040 including: 

• Climate Protection 
• Preservation of Open Space 
• Transportation System Effectiveness 
• Equitable Access 
• Economic Vitality 

SMART’s Phase 3 rail extension project addresses both Category 1 (Benefits not captured by the Travel 
Model) Compelling Case Criteria in that the projects supports interregional or recreational corridor and 
provides access to international airports via connections to the Sonoma County Airport.  In addition, the 
project supports Category 2 (Federal Requirements) Compelling Case Criteria by providing a cost-
effective means of reducing CO2 , PM, or ozone precursor emissions and improving transportation 
mobility/reduces air toxics and PM emissions in communities of concern such as the City of Cloverdale. 
 
The City of Cloverdale sincerely believes that SMART’s Phase 3 rail extension project addresses MTC’s 
Compelling Case criteria and requests that MTC incorporate this project into the preferred scenario in 
Plan Bay Area 2040.  
 
The City of Cloverdale looks forward to working with our partners including SMART, MTC and the 
Association of Bay Area Governments on the development of a long range plan to improve the region’s 
transportation network and do our part to reduce GHG emissions.  
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
Mary Ann Brigham 
Mayor 
 
cc: Farhad Mansourian, SMART General Manager  
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City Council/Redev. Agency
Agenda Item Summary

Agenda Item:
Meeting Date:

15
June 28, 2016

Agenda Section

Public Hearing

Staff Contact

Joanne Cavallari, Finance Manager

Agenda Item Title

Consideration and possible adoption of a Resolution No. 051-2016, Establishing and Updating the Schedule
of Fees and Charges for City Services and Repealing Previously Adopted and Conflicting Fees and Charges for
Such Services

Summary

The City of Cloverdale has maintained a policy of recovering the cost of providing miscellaneous City services
and regulatory activities so that the costs are borne by the direct beneficiaries of the services and regulatory
activities, rather than by the City's General Fund. The City Council last updated the City's Fee Schedule by
Resolution 047-2014. City staff recently completed a comprehensive review of the minimum staff time
required to perform the various services and regulatory activities. To calculate the applicable minimum fee,
the minimum staff time required for each task staff was multiplied by the current billing rate of the position
processing the request. The Master Fee Schedule and resolution updating the fees is attached. The proposed
fees represent the minimum fee to be charged for each service. Under the proposed fee schedule, if an
application results in more than the estimated minimum processing time, City service costs over and above
the minimum amounts specified in the rate schedule are recoverable on a time and materials basis.

Notice of the Council's consideration of the new fees and fee increases has been provided in compliance with
applicable law. As also required by the Mitigation Fee Act, the City's information and cost data supporting the
fee increases has been made available to the public at the City Clerk's office ten days in advance of this meeting.

Options

1. Adopt the Resolution Establishing and Updating the Schedule of Fees and Charges for City Services and
Repealing Previously Adopted and Conflicting Fees and Charges for Such Services;

2. Revise the Resolution as presented and adopt the revised resolution;

3. Not adopt the resolution.

Budget/Financial Impact

Increasing recovery of costs for services and regulatory activities from direct beneficiaries and allowing the
City to more accurately charge for the current costs of providing the services.

Subcommittee Recommendation

The Finance, Admin and Police Subcommittee reviewed the Master Fee Schedule at their meeting of
06/23/16
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Recommended Council Action

Adopt Resolution No. 051-2016, Establishing and Updating the Schedule of Fees and Charges for City Services
and Repealing Previously Adopted and Conflicting Fees and Charges for Such Services.

Attachments:

1. Resolution 051-2016, Establishing and Updating the Schedule of Fees and Charges for City Services
and Repealing Previously Adopted and Conflicting Fees and Charges for Such Services

2. Exhibit A – Proposed Master Fee Schedule for FY 2016/17
3. Exhibit B – Staff Billing Rates

cc:
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CITY OF CLOVERDALE
CITY COUNCIL

RESOLUTION NO. 051-2016

A RESOLUTION OF THE CLOVERDALE CITY COUNCIL ESTABLISHING AND UPDATING THE SCHEDULE OF FEES AND
CHARGES FOR CITY SERVICES AND REPEALING PREVIOUSLY ADOPTED AND CONFLICTING FEES AND CHARGES FOR

SUCH SERVICES

WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of Cloverdale (“City”) has maintained a policy of recovering up to the full
cost of providing miscellaneous voluntary City services and regulatory activities from those persons utilizing them, so that
such costs are borne by the direct beneficiaries of such services and regulatory activities rather than by the City General
Fund, pursuant to applicable law; and

WHEREAS, the City Council last updated the City’s schedule of such services and regulatory activities by Resolution
No. 047-2014 on June 25, 2014; and

WHEREAS, the City Council last updated the City’s schedule of its engineering and planning service fees by
Resolution No. 047-2014 on June 25, 2014; and

WHEREAS, City staff have recently completed a review of City service fees and charges, including an analysis of
the personnel, maintenance and operation costs, professional services, capital costs, and time, materials and equipment
required to perform such services; and

WHEREAS, based on the analysis of such fees and charges, staff have estimated cost of the time, materials and
equipment in light of the present costs of providing the services that such fees and charges are intended to recover and
staff’s analysis of such present service costs has resulted in re-calculated service fees and charges, as set forth in the Fee
Schedule attached hereto and made part of this Resolution as Exhibit A (“Fee Schedule”);

WHEREAS, the current Staff Billing Rates for various City services and activities are attached hereto and made a
part of this Resolution as Exhibit B (“Staff Billing Rates”); and

WHEREAS, in adopting the fees and charges for City services as set forth in this Resolution, the City Council is
exercising its powers under Article XI, Section 7 of the California Constitution, Section 66014 of the California Government
Code, and other applicable law; and

WHEREAS, none of the fees and charges set forth in the Fee Schedule adopted by this Resolution is a “tax” as
defined in Section 1, paragraph (e) of Article XIIIC of the California Constitution because such fees and charges are imposed
for a specific benefit conferred or privilege granted directly to the payer that is not provided to those not charged, and
which does not exceed the reasonable cost to the local government of providing the service or product; such fees and
charges are imposed for a specific government service or product provided directly to the payer that is not provided to
those not charged, and which does not exceed the reasonable cost to the local government of providing the service or
product; and/or such fees and charges are imposed for the reasonable regulatory costs to a local government for issuing
licenses and permits, performing investigations, inspections and audits, enforcing agricultural marketing orders and the
administrative enforcement and adjudication thereof; and/or such fees and charges are imposed as a condition of
property development; and

WHEREAS, the fees and charges set forth in the schedule of fees and charges adopted by this Resolution are not
subject to the requirements of Article XIIID of the California Constitution concerning property related assessments and
fees pursuant to Apartment Association of Los Angeles County v. City of Los Angeles (2001) 24 Cal.4th 830, in that such fees
are not applicable to incidents of property ownership, but rather to actual use of City services; and

WHEREAS, in accordance with Government Code Section 50076, fees and charges that do not exceed the
reasonable cost of providing the service or regulatory activity for which the fees are charged and which are not levied for
general revenue purposes are not special taxes as defined in Article 3.5 of the Government Code; and

WHEREAS, in accordance with Government Code Section 66014, local agency fees for: zoning variances, use
permits, building inspections, building permits, filing and processing applications and petitions filed with the local agency
formation commission or conducting proceedings filed under the Cortese-Knox Local Government Reorganization Act of
1985 (Government Code § 56000, et seq.), processing maps under the Subdivision Map Act (Government Code § 66410,
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et seq.), or planning services shall not exceed the estimated reasonable cost of providing the service for which the fee is
charged; and

WHEREAS, in accordance with Government Code section 65104, fees to support the work of planning agencies
shall not exceed the reasonable cost of providing the service for which the fee is charged; and

WHEREAS, in accordance with Government Code Section 65456, legislative bodies may, after adopting a specific
plan, impose a specific plan fee upon persons seeking governmental approvals which are required to be consistent with
the specific plan, and such fees shall, in the aggregate, defray but not exceed the cost of preparation, adoption and
administration of the specific plan; and

WHEREAS, in accordance with Government Code Section 65909.5, reasonable city fees for the processing of use
permits, zone variances, or zone changes shall not exceed the amount reasonably required to administer the processing
of such permits, zone variances or changes; and

WHEREAS, in accordance with Government Code Section 66451.2, reasonable local agency fees for the processing
of tentative, final and parcel maps shall not exceed the amount reasonably required by the agency; and

WHEREAS, in accordance with Health and Safety Code Section 17951, city governing bodies may prescribe fees
for permits, certificates or other documents required or authorized concerning implementation and enforcement of the
California Building Standards Code, and such fees shall not exceed the amount reasonably required to administer or
process those permits, certificates or other forms or documents, and shall not be levied for general revenue purposes;
and

WHEREAS, in accordance with Health and Safety Code Section 19132.3, city governing bodies may adopt fees for
filing building permit applications, and such fees shall not exceed the amount reasonably required for the local
enforcement agency to issue such permits, and shall not be levied for general revenue purposes; and

WHEREAS, in accordance with Health and Safety Code Section 19852, city governing bodies may prescribe such
fees as will pay the expenses incurred by the building department in maintaining the official copy of the plans of buildings
for which building permits have been issued, but such fees shall not exceed the amount reasonably required in maintaining
the official copy of the plans for which building permits have been issued; and

WHEREAS, fees adopted pursuant to Government Code Sections 66014, 65104, 65456, 65909.5, and 66451.2, and
Health and Safety Code Sections 17951, 19132.3, and 19852, are to be imposed pursuant to Section 66016 of the
Government Code, which imposes certain procedural requirements prior to levying a new fee or service charge, or prior
to approving an increase in an existing fee or service charge; and

WHEREAS, in accordance with the Government Code Section 66016, the fees contained in the Fee Schedule and
the bases for calculating such fees constitute cost data supporting the fee increases and new fees and charges, and such
cost data was available for public review and comment for ten days prior to the public hearing at which this Resolution
was adopted; and

WHEREAS, in accordance with California Government Code Section 66016, at least 14 days prior to the public
hearing at which the City Council first considered adoption of the fees established by this Resolution, notice of the time
and place of the hearing was mailed to eligible interested parties who filed written requests with the City for mailed notice
of meetings on new or increased fees or service charges; and

WHEREAS, 10 days advance notice of the public hearing at which this Resolution was adopted was given by
publication in accordance with Section 6062a of the Government Code; and

WHEREAS, it is the intention of the City Council to adopt a schedule of fees and charges, which updates certain
existing fees and charges, and/or establishes certain new fees and charges based on the City's budgeted and projected
costs of providing such services; and

WHEREAS, the schedule of fees and the total amounts thereof, described in Exhibit "A," which is attached to and
made a part of this Resolution, are hereby determined to be reasonable in that the amounts thereof do not exceed the
estimated reasonable costs of providing the services for which the charges and fees are made;
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NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Cloverdale as follows:

Section 1. Findings. The following findings are true and correct and adopted as the findings of the City Council:

A. The purpose of the fees and charges set forth in Exhibit "A" of this Resolution is to recover up to the full,
lawfully recoverable costs incurred by the City in providing various City services, and such fees and charges are not levied
for general revenue purposes.

B. After consideration of the data and information regarding the costs of providing services relating to all
fees and charges subject to this Resolution, including the Fee Schedule, Staff Billing Rates, all testimony received orally or
in writing at or before the noticed public hearing, the agenda report and the background documents to the agenda report
and all correspondence received (together, “Record”), the City Council of the City of Cloverdale approves and adopts the
methods and bases of calculations of the fees and charges identified in Exhibit A as establishing the reasonable estimated
cost of providing such services or activities.

C. Adoption of the fees and charges set forth in Exhibit "A" of this Resolution is intended to recover costs
necessary to maintain such services within the City within existing service areas and is not a “project” within the meaning
of the California Environmental Quality Act ("CEQA") pursuant to 14 California Code of Regulations ("CEQA Guidelines")
section 15378(b)(4) (the creation of government funding mechanisms or other government fiscal activities which do not
involve any specific commitment to any specific project which may result in a potentially significant impact on the
environment); and/or CEQA Guidelines section 15273 (statutory exemption for rates, tolls, fares and charges within an
existing service area); and/or CEQA Guidelines section 15061(b)(3) (“common sense” general exemption where there is
no possibility the activity in question may have a significant effect on the environment).

D. The Record establishes that the costs listed in the Fee Schedule and the staff rates applicable to those
fees and charges which are to be increased and/or established as costs incurred by the City in providing City services are
reasonable estimates of the cost of providing such services, and that the revisions recommended to existing fees for such
services are necessary to recover the reasonable, estimated cost of providing such services.

Section 2. Fee Schedule Adoption. The fee amounts that result from the application of the methods and bases of
calculation of the Fees identified in Exhibit A to current staff billing rates specified in Exhibit B for services and activities
subject to such fees are hereby imposed on the services or activities subject to such Fees at the time such services or
activities are sought and/or performed by the City or its designated contractors.

Section 3. Separate Fee for Each Process. All fees set by this Resolution are for each identified process or service;
additional fees shall be required for each additional process or service that is requested or required. Where fees are
indicated on a per unit of measurement basis, the fee is for each identified unit or portion thereof within the indicated
ranges of such units.

Section 4. Adoption of Fees.

A. Definitions.

(1) “Applicant” shall mean any person required by the Cloverdale Municipal Code or other applicable
law to apply to the City seeking a permit or other approval or services or to file documents, including, but not limited to,
maps, concerning proposed Development Projects within the City. “Applicant” shall also mean any person who: (i) is
permitted by the Cloverdale Municipal Code or other applicable law to apply to the City seeking a permit or other approval
or services or to file documents, including, but not limited to, maps, concerning proposed Development Projects within
the City and who (ii) actually applies to the City seeking such permit or other approval or services or files such documents.

(2) “Development Projects” shall mean the construction, alteration or addition, other than by the
City, of any building or structure within the City, and any use of land, other than by the City, including, but not limited to,
subdivision of land, within the City that is subject pursuant to the Cloverdale Municipal Code or other applicable law to
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first seeking and obtaining from the City a permit or other approval or services or to first filing documents, including, but
not limited to, maps with the City.

(3) “Fees” shall mean the charge or charges imposed on members of the public or Applicants to
recover the costs incurred by the City in providing City services to any member of the public and development related
services to Applicants.

B. Services Fees Imposed.

Fees shall be imposed on and paid by members of the public and Applicants at the times, and in the amounts, and
otherwise apply and be administered as prescribed in this Resolution. The City shall accept for processing no applications
or other filings that are subject to payment of Fees without the fee required pursuant to this Resolution.

C. Time for Payment of Fees.

The estimated Fees applicable to members of the public and Applicants subject to payment of Fees shall be
deposited and/or be paid, upon a member of the public or an Applicant seeking or being required to seek a permit or
other approval or services or filing documents, including, but not limited to, maps, concerning or related to City services
and/or proposed Development Projects within the City, and upon notice from the City that a deposit for future processing
is required.

D. Fee Amounts.

The fee amounts shall be as specified in the Fee Schedule attached as Exhibit A to this Resolution. The total Fees
applicable to any City services or Development Projects that require payment of multiple Fees shall be the sum of all such
Fees.

E. Use of Fee Revenue.

The revenues raised by payment of the Fees shall be used to fund the estimated reasonable cost of providing the
services for which the Fees are charged, and the fee revenues shall not be used for general revenue purposes. Fees shall
be applied against the cost of providing the services for which the fees are charged. The City shall maintain a record of
direct and indirect costs of providing services for City services and Development Projects subject to the deposit.

F. Deposit Maintenance.

Applicants subject to Fees in the form of a deposit must maintain deposit balances in accordance with this
provision. When City service costs equal 75 percent of the deposit balance, the City shall notify the Applicant that the
deposit must be increased to its original amount as prescribed in this Resolution. After an Applicant for a Development
Project subject to deposit in accordance with the Resolution has been notified City service costs equal 75 percent of the
deposit balance, when the service costs equal 90 percent of the deposit balance, services for such Development Project
will cease until the deposit is increased to its original amount prescribed in this Resolution, and/or City staff may
recommend denial of the Development Project to the decision making body.

G. Refund of Unused Deposit Balances.

Fees other than deposit amounts are not subject to refund. If a fund balance remains in the deposit for a
Development Project, and the City services for such Development Project are completed and all City service costs paid
from such deposit, the remaining deposit balance shall be refunded, without interest, to the Applicant.

Section 5. Subsequent Analysis and Revision of the Fees. The fees and charges set forth herein are adopted and
implemented by the City Council in reliance on the Record identified above. The City may continue to conduct further
study and analysis to determine whether the fees and charges for City services should be revised. When additional
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information is available, the City Council may review the fees and charges to determine that the amounts do not exceed
the estimated reasonable cost of providing the services for which the fees and charges are charged.

Section 6. Adjustment. From time to time, as appropriate, City staff are directed to analyze the calculations
contained in Exhibit A to determine whether, when applied to current staff billing rates for providing services and activities
subject to the Fees, such calculations are no longer adequate to recover the reasonable estimated cost of providing such
services and regulatory activities, staff are directed to return to the City Council with a new staff analysis and proposed
Fee calculations for consideration and possible adoption by the City Council.

Section 7. Update of Staff Billing Rates. City staff are directed to update the calculation of the current Staff Billing
Rates for services and regulatory activities subject to City fees pursuant to this Resolution and to update the current Fee
Schedule and Staff Billing Rate schedule to reflect such updated rates as appropriate, and to post such updated rates and
the Fee Schedule and to otherwise make the updated current fee amount information available to any interested member
of the pubic.

Section 8. Effective Date. This Resolution shall become effective immediately. In accordance with Government
Code Section 66017, all new and/or increased fees and charges upon a development project, as defined in Government
Code Section 66000, which apply to the filing, accepting, reviewing, approving, or issuing of an application, permit, or
entitlement to use shall be effective no sooner than 60 days following the effective date of this Resolution. Those fees
and charges upon a development project are identified with an asterisk in the attached Exhibit A. All other new and/or
increased fees and charges not subject to Government Code Section 66017 that are set forth in Exhibit A shall become
effective immediately.

Section 9. Repealer. These fees and charges shall supersede the corresponding fees previously established and
adopted by the City Council. All previously adopted and conflicting fees and charges and all resolutions, including, but not
limited to, Resolution Nos. 79-2006, 042-2009 and 043-2009, 022-2011, 047-2014 and other actions of the City Council
are hereby repealed to the extent they conflict with the contents of this Resolution.

Section 10. Severability. The individual fees and charges set forth in Exhibit "A" of this Resolution and all portions
of this Resolution are severable. Should any of the fees or charges or any portion of this Resolution be adjudged to be
invalid and unenforceable by a body of competent jurisdiction, then the remaining fees, charges and/or Resolution
portions shall be and continue in full force and effect, except as to those fees, charges, and/or Resolution portions that
have been adjudged invalid. The City Council of the City of Cloverdale hereby declares that it would have adopted each
of the fees and charges set forth in Exhibit "A" of this Resolution, and this Resolution and each section, subsection, clause,
sentence, phrase and other portion thereof, irrespective of the fact that one or more of the fees, charges, or sections,
subsections, clauses, sentences, phrases or other portions of this Resolution may be held invalid or unconstitutional.

It is hereby certified that the foregoing Resolution No. 051-2016 was duly introduced and duly adopted by the City
Council at a regular meeting held on the 28th day of June, 2016 by the following roll call vote:

AYES IN FAVOR:
NOES:
ABSENT:
ABSTAIN:

Approved: Attested:

______________________________________ ___________________________________________
Mary Ann Brigham, Mayor Linda Moore, Deputy City Clerk
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Schedule of Rates and Fees

Fiscal Year 2016/2017

This Fee Schedule reflects the City's minimum processing costs. City services over and above the

minimum project costs specified herein are recoverable on a time and materials basis. These

costs may include, but are not limited to: attorney fees, staff time, and engineering fees. All staff

time charges are based on the current City of Cloverdale billing rates applicable to the position

and department completing the service.

If there are costs incurred for a project are in excess of the minimum, a deposit for future

processing will be required. Failure to replenish deposits in a timely manner may delay project

processing.

For any activity requiring review by the City Attorney, the applicant shall reimburse the City for

actual costs incurred from the City Attorney. The Director of the applicable department shall

determine the appropriate deposit to be submitted by the applicant for recovery of City Attorney

costs.
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Rate

Position Department Hourly

City Manager City Administration $ 139

City Clerk City Administration $ 139

Deputy City Clerk/HR Tecnician City Administration $ 84

Assistant City Manager City Administration $ 127

Community Development Director Planning $ 127

Housing and Redevelopment Project Manager Planning $ 127

Senior Planner Planning $ 127

Associate Planner Planning $ 97

City Engineer Engineering $ 127

Engineering Technician Engineering $ 76

Administrative Engineering $ 135

Assistant Engineer Engineering $ 135

Building Inspector II Engineering $ 115

Building Plan Checker Engineering $ 155

Principal Designer Engineering $ 145

Principal Engineer Engineering $ 195

Supervising Engineer Engineering $ 175

Finance Manager Finance $ 101

Accountant Analyst Finance $ 81

Accounting Technician Finance $ 70

Accounting Assistant II Finance $ 64

Office Specialist Finance $ 55

Water Meter Reader Finance $ 57

Police Chief Police $ 152

Police Sergeant Police $ 131

Police Officer Police $ 113

Police Tech Services Manager Police $ 88

Dispatcher Police $ 83

Community Service Officer Police $ 73

Police Officer Reserve Police $ 75

Public Works Utility Worker Lead Public Works $ 79

Public Works Utility Worker II Public Works $ 78

Public Works Utility Worker I Public Works $ 65

Public Works Park & Landscape Maintenance Lead worker Public Works $ 84

Public Works Park & Landscape Maintenance Assistant Public Works $ 77

Water Plant Senior Operator Public Works $ 99

Water Operator II Public Works $ 99

Wastewater Senior Operator Public Works $ 99

Wastewater Operator I Public Works $ 74

City Attorney Legal
$285 to $335

per hour

Crossing Guards Crossing Guards $ 13

CITY OF CLOVERDALE

STAFF BILLING RATES
Effective 07/01/2016
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City of Cloverdale

2016 Master Fee Schedule

Exhibit A - Community Development Department

(N) Denotes New Fee

* Minimum Charge
Fee Description and Details Deposit May be Required

ALL DEPARTMENTS - PER PAGE FEE TO MAKE COPIES $0.35 per page

ALL DEPARTMENTS - PUBLIC HEARING NOTICE PUBLICATION IN NEWSPAPER $150.00 per notice minimum

$2,065.00 minimum

$680.00 and project fees

APPEALS (IF APPLICATION IS CITY-INITIATED) * $220.00 per appeal

CEQA ADDENDUM TO E.I.R. FEE * $10,160.00 minimum (N)

Plus Public Hearing Notice Publication - At Cost Minimum $150.00

CEQA CATEGORICAL EXEMPTION WITH NO INITIAL STUDY * $50.00

$15,000 deposit plus cost to prepare the E.I.R.

CEQA REVIEW - INITIAL STUDY WITH MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION * $2,380.00 minimum

Plus Public Hearing Notice Publication - At Cost Minimum $150.00

Plus Department of Fish & Wildlife Fee & County Recording Fee - At Cost

ADDENDUM TO CEQA REVIEW - INITIAL STUDY WITH MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION * $1,725.00 minimum

Plus Public Hearing Notice Publication - At Cost Minimum $150.00

Plus Department of Fish & Wildlife Fee & County Recording Fee - At Cost

CERTIFICATE OF COMPLIANCE * $990.00 minimum per parcel

Applies to all Certificates of Compliance being requested for one parcel.

CHANGES TO A CITY COUNCIL- APPROVED PROJECT FEE * $1,405.00 minimum (N)

CHANGES TO A PLANNING COMMISSION - APPROVED PROJECT FEE * $700.00 minimum (N)

CHANGES TO A STAFF - APPROVED PROJECT FEE * $350.00 minimum (N)

CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT * $2,065.00 minimum

Plus Public Hearing Notice Publication - At Cost Minimum $150.00

CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT MODIFICATION FEE * $1,585.00 minimum (N)

Plus Public Hearing Notice Publication - At Cost Minimum $150.00

DESIGN REVIEW (MAJOR) * $2,685.00 minimum

DESIGN REVIEW (MINOR) * $1,405.00 minimum

DESIGN REVIEW MODIFICATION FEE (MAJOR) * $1,595.00 minimum (N)

DESIGN REVIEW MODIFICATION (MINOR) * $575.00 minimum (N)

All other costs are reimbursed from the project application fee or deposit.

Applies to all changes or revisions to an Adopted Preliminary or Precise Development Plan.

Applies to all applications or projects that require the preparation of an Initial Study and an E.I.R. Fees to applicant will be based on time and

material costs. Public Hearing Notice fee is not included and charge will be applied toward deposit.

The costs of preparing a Mitigated Negative Declaration does not include any mitigation monitoring or site inspection relating to the proposed

development project.

CEQA REVIEW - INITIAL STUDY WITH ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT (E.I.R.) *

AMENDMENT TO PRELIMINARY AND/OR PRECISE DEVELOPMENT PLAN *

APPEALS (IF FEE-BASED APPLICATION HAS BEEN FILED AND PAID) *

Amount is a fee, not a deposit.

The costs of preparing a Mitigated Negative Declaration does not include any mitigation monitoring or site inspection relating to the proposed

development project.
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City of Cloverdale

2016 Master Fee Schedule

Exhibit A - Community Development Department

(N) Denotes New Fee

* Minimum Charge
Fee Description and Details Deposit May be Required

GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT * $3,850.00 minimum

Plus Public Hearing Notice Publication - At Cost $150.00 minimum

HOME OCCUPATION PERMIT * $100.00 each permit

LOT LINE ADJUSTMENT * $1,520.00 minimum

Plus Public Hearing Notice Publication - At Cost $150.00 minimum

LOT MERGER (VOLUNTARY) * $755.00 minimum

Applies to the Voluntary Merger of a maximum of two lots.

MINOR EXCEPTION * $275.00 minimum

PLOT PLAN REVIEW * $450.00 minimum

PRE-APPLICATION MEETING * $575.00 minimum

No charge for first meeting.

PRECISE DEVELOPMENT PLAN * $3,850.00 minimum

Plus Public Hearing Notice Publication - At Cost $150.00 minimum

PRELIMINARY DEVELOPMENT PLAN * $3,850.00 minimum

Plus Public Hearing Notice Publication - At Cost $150.00 minimum

PRE-SUBMITTAL PROJECT ASSISTANCE * To Be Determined - Case by Case Basis

Total Fee To Be Determined

Any costs in excess of the deposit shall be paid by applicant.

PUD PERMIT * $2,040.00 minimum

REPRODUCTION ON DISK * $5.00 Per Disk

Total Fee $5.00 PER DISK

REGISTRATION FEE FOR ABANDONED AND DISTRESSED RESIDENTIAL PROPERTIES * $195.00 each address registered

Inspection, administration and enforcement under Chapter 8.34.040 of the

REVERSION TO ACREAGE * $1,140.00 minimum

Plus Public Hearing Notice Publication - At Cost $150.00 minimum

SIGN PERMIT - ADMINISTRATIVE PROGRAM * $210.00 minimum

SIGN PERMIT - PLANNED PROGRAM * $855.00 minimum

Plus Public Hearing Notice Publication - At Cost $150.00 minimum

SPECIFIC PLAN * $3,850.00 minimum

Plus Public Hearing Notice Publication - At Cost $150.00 minimum

The Community Development Director shall estimate hours and costs, and a deposit shall be submitted.
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City of Cloverdale

2016 Master Fee Schedule

Exhibit A - Community Development Department

(N) Denotes New Fee

* Minimum Charge
Fee Description and Details Deposit May be Required

TENTATIVE MAP (MAJOR) * $10,085.00 minimum

Applies to all subdivisions having 5 lots or more.

Plus Public Hearing Notice Publication - At Cost $150.00

TENTATIVE MAP (MINOR) * $2,445.00 minimum

Applies to all subdivisions having 4 lots or less.

Plus Public Hearing Notice Publication - At Cost $150.00

TENTATIVE MAP TIME EXTENSION FEE (MAJOR) * $5,120.00 minimum (N)

Applies to all subdivisions having 5 lots or more.

Plus Public Hearing Notice Publication - At Cost $150.00

TENTATIVE MAP TIME EXTENSION FEE (MINOR) * $1,300.00 minimum (N)

Applies to all subdivisions having 4 lots or less.

Plus Public Hearing Notice Publication - At Cost $150.00

FINAL SUBDIVISION MAP * $3,445.00 minimum

Applies to all subdivisions having 5 lots or more.

Plus Engineering Fee

FINAL PARCEL MAP* $1,020.00 minimum

Applies to all subdivisions having 4 lots or less.

Plus Engineering Fee

VARIANCE * $2,445.00 minimum

Plus Public Hearing Notice Publication - At Cost $150.00 minimum

ZONING TEXT OR MAP AMENDMENT; PREZONE/ANNEXATION * $4,230.00 minimum

Plus Public Hearing Notice Publication - At Cost $150.00 minimum

ZONING VERIFICATION LETTER FEE * $195.00 minimum (N)

ZONING ORDINANCE DETERMINATION BY PLANNING COMMISSION FEE * $750.00 minimum (N)
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City of Cloverdale

2016 Master Fee Schedule

Exhibit A - Engineering Department

(N) Denotes New Fee

* Minimum Charge
Fee Description and Details Deposit May be Required

ALL DEPARTMENTS - PER PAGE FEE TO MAKE COPIES $0.35 per page

ALL DEPARTMENTS - PUBLIC HEARING NOTICE PUBLICATION IN NEWSPAPER $150.00 per notice minimum

Public Notice Charge from Cloverdale Reveille - At Cost

ANNEXATION MAP & DESCRIPTIONS * $3,265.00 minimum

Base amount for map and description.

CERTIFICATE OF COMPLIANCE * $2,090.00 minimum

CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION * $680.00 minimum

CONDOMINIUM PLATS - ASSUMES SIX (6) LOTS * $3,050.00 minimum

ENCROACHMENT PERMIT * $325.00 minimum

FINAL MAP - ASSUMES SIX (6) LOTS AND LOCAL AGENCY SHEET * $3,180.00 minimum

INDUSTRIAL WASTEWATER DISCHARGE PERMIT $3,505.00 minimum

LEGAL DESCRIPTIONS * $2,480.00 min per description

LOT LINE ADJUSTMENTS - TWO (2) LOTS * $2,040.00 minimum

OUTSIDE UTILITY SERVICE AGREEMENT * $4,905.00 minimum

PARCEL MAP * $2,095.00 minimum

RIGHT-OF-WAY VACATION * $6,375.00 minimum
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City of Cloverdale

2016 Master Fee Schedule

Exhibit A - Finance and Administration

(N) Denotes New Fee

* Minimum Charge
Fee Description and Details Deposit May be Required

ALL DEPARTMENTS - PER PAGE FEE TO MAKE COPIES $0.35 per page

ALL DEPARTMENTS - PUBLIC HEARING NOTICE PUBLICATION IN NEWSPAPER $150.00 per notice minimum

ALL DEPARTMENTS - FINANCE CHARGE ON PAST DUE ACCOUNTS 1.5% per month on past due amount (N)

For monthly miscellaneous accounts receivable invoices (non Utility Billing)

ANIMAL LICENSE FOR A DOG - GUIDE DOGS $0.00 per dog (per city ordinance)

ANIMAL LICENSE FOR A DOG - SPAYED / NEUTERED $20.00 per dog / $10.00 senior discount

ANIMAL LICENSE FOR A DOG - UNSPAYED / UNNEUTERED $40.00 per dog / $20.00 senior discount

ANIMAL LICENSE FOR A DOG - PENALTY (DELINQUENCY FEE) PER DOG $2.00 per unpaid license

ANIMAL LICENSE FOR A DOG - PENALTY (DELINQUENCY FEE) PER DOG Twice the license fee per unpaid license

ANIMAL LICENSE FOR A DOG - REPLACEMENT OF DAMAGED OR LOST TAG $12.50 per dog / $6.25 senior discount

APPEALS TO CITY COUNCIL $250.00 minimum per appeal

BUDGET COPY Paper Copy $0.35 per page

Available free on the City's website at www.cloverdale.net

BUSINESS LICENSE LISTING/LABELS $70.00 minimum plus cost of supplies

Actual time plus cost of supplies

CAMPAIGN DISCLOSURE STATEMENT $0.10/per page

Mandated by statutes

CERTIFICATION OF DOCUMENTS $140.00 / 1 hour minimum

CHECK PROCESSING - RETURNED CHECK CHARGE $45.00

Full recovery of cost of charges from bank plus administrative time.

CHECK PROCESSING - STOP PAYMENT / RE-ISSUE Bank fee at Cost

Customer responsible for fee charged by bank (presently $25)

COPIES OF MINUTES $45.00 plus reproduction & mailing fees

MOTION PICTURE PERMIT $810.00

Annual fee for dog tags. Vaccination documents are required. Persons 62 years of age and older are entitled to a half off discount for up to two dogs

licenses. No refunds or adjustments once license is paid. (Food & Agricultural Code §30804.5 Half Fee for Spayed or Neutered Dogs)

Annual fee for dog tags. Vaccination documents are required. Persons 62 years of age and older are entitled to a half off discount for up to two dogs

licenses. No refunds or adjustments once license is paid.

Annual renewals are issued each December. A fee is assessed on February 1 for non-payment.

Annual renewals are issued each December. The license is made inactive / invalid and an additional fee is assessed on March 1 for non-payment.

Appeals to the City Council of a decision by the Planning Commission, staff or administrative decision. Reimbursement for full recovery of cost for

Public Notice requirements plus actual staff time.

City Clerk certification of records approved by the City Council. Billed in actual time with one hour minimum.

Cost is based on per page reproduction charge, or actual media cost for other media plus actual shipping and postage costs for requests to ship or mail

minutes where prepaid shipping not provided. Minutes are available on line at www.cloverdale.net.

Application filing fee for permit for filming of motion pictures, commercials, et cetera, for commercial and non-commercial purposes (non-refundable),

plus insurance.
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City of Cloverdale

2016 Master Fee Schedule

Exhibit A - Finance and Administration

(N) Denotes New Fee

* Minimum Charge
Fee Description and Details Deposit May be Required

NOTICE OF VIOLATION ENFORCEMENT See Comments for Penalties

SPECIAL EVENT PERMIT MAJOR (PARKS AND CITY PLAZA RESERVATIONS)\

1 - 25 Persons (including attendees)

$350.00 min plus materials and

equipment

26 - 75 Persons (including attendees)

$415.00 min plus materials and

equipment

76 - 199 Persons (including attendees)

$480.00 min plus materials and

equipment

200+ Persons (including attendees and event personnel)

$900.00 min plus materials and

equipment

Based on three hour minimum plus cost of equipment. Overtime costs are incurred if work is required after hours, on weekends and/or holidays.

Certificate of Additional Insured is required prior to use or must be purchased through the City of Cloverdale at cost. NOTE: This fee is per event not

to exceed a two-day period. Additional fees may include barricades, Planning/Engineering permit fees, street closure fees, city staff presence, et

cetera, which can be reviewed on the Special Event Permit Application. Fee includes a non-refundable application fee of $75.00 per event. Non-profit

501(c)(3) organizations are eligible for reduced permit fees when the event benefits the Cloverdale community and these applications are considered

on a case-by-case basis.

Violations considered to be an Infraction cannot exceed $100 first violation; $200 second violation; and $500 for each subsequent violation within one

year. Violations considered to be a Misdemeanor cannot exceed $1,000 per violation.

The City may impose penalities pursuant to CMC §1.14.050(a) and/or Government Code §36901 and §53069.4 for a Notice of Violation(s) issued by

any department. Penalties shall not exceed the amounts set forth in Government Code §36900(b), as amended from time to time.
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City of Cloverdale

2016 Master Fee Schedule

Exhibit A - Police

(N) Denotes New Fee

* Minimum Charge
Fee Description and Details Deposit May be Required

ANIMAL RELEASE - ANIMAL IMPOUND WITH VALID LICENSE AND RABIES $100.00 per occurence per dog

Based on time to pickup loose animal, deliver to kennel, contact owner, process

paperwork, and update database records.

ANIMAL RELEASE - ANIMAL IMPOUND WITHOUT VALID LICENSE AND/OR RABIES $130.00 per occurence per dog

Based on time to pickup loose animal, deliver to kennel, contact owner, process

paperwork, and update database records.

BICYCLE LICENSE Discontinued

Fees relate to new, renewal, and change of ownership.

CAD REPORT $10.00

Estimated cost of CAD report reproduction. Non-refundable

CALIFORNIA CONCEALED WEAPON PERMIT $250.00

CALIFORNIA CONCEALED WEAPON PERMIT - RENEWAL $195.00

CHILD CAR SEAT INSTALLATION $0.00

Fee for the installation and instruction of installation of a child car seat.

CITATION SIGN-OFF $30.00 per citation

Fees relates to all persons requesting a police officer to sign-off on a citation.

DISCOVERY REQUEST $90.00 minumum

Based on actual position wages and benefits listed through current MOU. Billed actual

FALSE ALARMS $80.00 fourth and each subsequent

This fee applies to four or more false alarms in a calendar year. A warning letter is

issued when a third false alarm occurs.

FINGERPRINTING SERVICES - CLOVERDALE RESIDENTS ONLY $60.00

Based on current non-reimbursed County fees for processing, as well as staff time. No

charge to minors. Non-refundable.

LOCAL CRIMINAL HISTORY RECORD $45.00

Research, prepare and print letter, complete receipt. Non-refundable.

LOCAL RECORD CLEARANCE LETTER $20.00

Research, prepare and print letter, complete receipt. Non-refundable.

LOSS VERIFICATION LETTER $20.00

Research, prepare and print letter, complete receipt. Non-refundable.

MASSAGE THERAPY ESTABLISHMENT PERMIT APPLICATION $300.00 (N)

(Two-year permit - covers licensed therapist/owner)

MASSAGE THERAPIST PERMIT APPLICATION $300.00 (N)

(Two-year permit - not owner of establishment)

MEDICAL MARIJUANA CULTIVATION PERMIT APPLICATION $300.00 (N)

PHOTOS (POLICE RECORDS) $25.00 minimum

Estimated cost of developing/printing photos. Non-refundable deposit required.

Based on non-reimbursed fees for processing, as well as staff time. Non-refundable

Based on current non-reimbursed fees for processing, as well as staff time. Non-refundable.

Based on current fees and time to process. Non-refundable deposit required.

Based on current fees and time to process. Non-refundable deposit required.

Based on current non-reimbursed fees for processing, as well as staff time. Non-refundable.
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City of Cloverdale

2016 Master Fee Schedule

Exhibit A - Police

(N) Denotes New Fee

* Minimum Charge
Fee Description and Details Deposit May be Required

POLICE REPORT $25.00 minimum

Estimated cost of police report reproduction. Includes first 10 pages. Each additional

page $.35. Non-refundable.

PUBLIC TRANSPORTATION PERMIT (CERTIFICATE OF NECESSITY) - CLOVERDALE RESIDENTS ONLY $270.00

Includes printed Certificate of Necessity. Non-refundable.

SPEED SURVEY - PER SURVEY $25.00 per survey

Fee is based on administrative time and copying one survey. Non-refundable.

TRAFFIC ACCIDENT REPORT $20.00 per copy

Research, make copies, complete receipt, and deliver.

VEHICLE IDENTIFICATION NUMBER (VIN) VERIFICATION $80.00 per vehicle

Dispatch researches vehicle and officer completes DMV paperwork.

VEHICLE STORAGE / IMPOUND RELEASE $70.00 per release

Per Vehicle Code Section 22850.5. Paperwork is processed at the time vehicle is

towed. Information entered by dispatch. Copies mailed to registered owner.

VEHICLE REPOSSESSION RELEASE $20.00 per release

Fee is specified by California Vehicle Repo statute.
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City of Cloverdale

2016 Master Fee Schedule

Exhibit A - Public Works Department

(N) Denotes New Fee

* Minimum Charge
Fee Description and Details Deposit May be Required

AIRPORT HANGER RENTAL

Tie Down $48.00 per month

Ground Lease $72.00 per month

City Hangers $202.00 per month

Medium Corporate Hangar & Ground (Contract) $1,602.00 per month

Large Corporate Hangar $802.50 per month

ATHLETIC FIELD PREPARATION FEE - SPECIAL REQUEST $200.00 $200.00 min plus equipment

Monday - Friday 8:00a.m. - 3:00p.m.

ATHLETIC FIELD PREPARATION FEE - SPECIAL REQUEST $200.00 $200.00 min plus equipment

After hours, weekend and/or holidays

ATHLETIC LEAGUE FEE See Below

Resolution 23-2002, adopted March 27, 2002, set fees at $250 based upon execution

of MOU between leagues and City. Leagues not participating will pay $785-$1085.

Subject to change when new resolution is adopted.

Athletic Leagues on MOU with City $250.00

Non-participating Athletic Leagues $785.00 - $1,085.00

ATHLETIC TOURNAMENTS PER DAY - Monday - Friday 8:00a.m. - 3:00p.m. $160.00 $160.00 min

ATHLETIC TOURNAMENTS PER DAY - After hours, on weekend and/or holidays $160.00 $160.00 min

BANNER INSTALLATION OR REMOVAL $160.00 $160.00 min

Available Monday - Friday 8:00a.m. - 3:00p.m. only

CEMETERY BURIAL FEE - CASKET $1,580.00 min plus materials and equipment

Based on ten hour minimum, two persons, plus equipment.

CEMETERY BURIAL FEE - CREMATION $425.00 min plus materials and equipment

Based on four hour minimum plus equipment.

SERVICE RESPONSE FEE - AFTER HOURS, WEEKENDS AND/OR HOLIDAYS $240.00 $240.00 minimum

Based on three hour minimum plus cost of equipment. plus materials and equipment

SERVICE RESPONSE FEE - MONDAY THRU FRIDAY 07:00AM TO 04:00PM $70.00 $70.00 minimum

Based on one hour minimum, overtime rate, plus cost of equipment. plus materials and equipment

STREET SWEEPER SPECIAL REQUEST $240.00 $240.00 minimum

AFTER HOURS, WEEKENDS AND/OR HOLIDAYS plus materials and equipment

Based on three hour minimum plus cost of equipment.

STREET SWEEPER SPECIAL REQUEST - MONDAY THRU FRIDAY 08:00AM TO 03:00PM $240.00 $240.00 minimum

plus materials and equipment

SEWER USE PERMIT FEE - NON-RESIDENTIAL DISCHARGES $110 Annual Fee (N)

Based on two hour minimum.

Based on two hour minimum.

Cost is per installation of banner or removal of banner.

Based on two and a half hour minimum plus cost of equipment.

Based on two and a half hour minimum plus cost of equipment.
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City of Cloverdale

2016 Master Fee Schedule

Exhibit A - Utility Departments

Fee Description and Details (N) Denotes New Fee

SEWER DEPARTMENT - MONTHLY RATE SCHEDULE Effective Date

Residential Flat Rates - Monthly Charge June 2016 July 2017 July 2018 July 2019

Single Family Residential (Per dwelling unit) $ 38.20 $ 39.35 $ 40.53 $ 41.75

Multi Family Residential (Per dwelling unit) $ 24.72 $ 25.46 $ 26.22 $ 27.01

Non-Residential Base Charges - Monthly Charge

Up to 1" meter $ 10.92 $ 11.25 $ 11.59 $ 11.94

1 1/2" meter $ 19.73 $ 20.32 $ 20.93 $ 21.56

2" meter $ 30.30 $ 31.21 $ 32.15 $ 33.11

3" Meter $ 54.97 $ 56.62 $ 58.32 $ 60.07

4" Meter $ 90.22 $ 92.93 $ 95.72 $ 98.59

SEWER DEPARTMENT - SEWER USE PERMIT FEE - NON-RESIDENTIAL DISCHARGES $110 Annual Fee (N)

WATER DEPARTMENT - MONTHLY RATE SCHEDULE Effective Date

Base Charges June 2016 July 2017 July 2018 July 2019

Up to 1" Meter $ 22.25 $ 22.92 $ 23.61 $ 24.32

1 1/2" Meter $ 42.07 $ 43.33 $ 44.63 $ 45.97

2" Meter $ 65.85 $ 67.83 $ 69.86 $ 71.96

3" Meter $ 121.35 $ 124.99 $ 128.74 $ 132.60

4" Meter $ 200.63 $ 206.65 $ 212.85 $ 219.24

6" Meter $ 371.38 $ 382.53 $ 394.01 $ 405.93

Water Usage Charge $ 4.35 $ 4.48 $ 4.61 $ 4.75

(Billed in units of 100 cubic feet - 748 gallons per unit)

WATER DEPARTMENT - LEAK TEST $60.00 each test after the first test

WATER DEPARTMENT - WATER METER TEST $60.00 per hour (one hour minimum)

Fee applies to customer requesting test of meter, If meter working properly, customer will be billed.

WATER DEPARTMENT - METER TAMPERING $500.00 minimum

WATER DEPARTMENT - CUT LOCK $650.00 minimum

$60.00

$150.00

Monday - Thursday 8:00a.m. - 3:00p.m. Connect Service Fee included.

$130.00

After 3:00pm weekdays, weekend and/or holidays - Connect Service Fee of $60.00 not included. Plus $60.00

WATER DEPARTMENT - AFTER HOURS DISCONNECT SERVICE FEE $130.00

After 3:00pm weekdays, weekend and/or holidays

WATER DEPARTMENT - DOOR HANGER DELIVERED $30.00

48-hour notice of pending termination for non-payment

WATER DEPARTMENT - NON-PAYMENT DISCONNECT / RECONNECT SERVICE FEE $165.00

$150.00

If enrolled in auto debit payment program, deposit is half $75.00

WATER DEPARTMENT - WATER METER HYDRANT HOOK-UP DEPOSIT $1,000.00

Per CMC 13.04.060 deposit required on new service accounts or waived per municipal code

WATER DEPARTMENT - AFTER HOURS CONNECT SERVICE FEES and/or holidays

Account holder to pay fee when customer requests disconnection for their own convenience.

Account holder charged when water service is disconnected then reconnected due to non-payment of outstanding charges

WATER DEPARTMENT - NEW ACCOUNT DEPOSIT - per dwelling unit

WATER DEPARTMENT - CONNECT SERVICE FEE - Monday - Thursday between 8:00a.m. - 3:00p.m. (excluding

Fee applied to: 1) application for new service or, 2) when a customer requests re-connection for their own convenience.

WATER DEPARTMENT - SAME DAY SERVICE FEE - PER CONNECT OR DISCONNECT
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City Council
Agenda Item Summary

Agenda Item:

Meeting Date:

16

June 28, 2016

Agenda Section

Public Hearing

Staff Contact

Vanessa Apodaca, Interim City Engineer

Agenda Item Title

Cloverdale Landscaping and Lighting Assessment District – Public Hearing, Approval of the Annual Engineer’s
Report, and Resolutions Authorizing Assessments for Fiscal Year 2016-17

Resolution No. 052-2016 Approving the Annual Engineer’s Report, Confirming the Assessment Diagram
and the Annual Assessment Amounts, and Authorizing the Levying and Collection of Assessments for
Fiscal Year 2016-17 for the Cloverdale Landscaping and Lighting Assessment District for Zone 1
Resolution No. 053-2016 Approving the Annual Engineer’s Report, Confirming the Assessment Diagram
and the Annual Assessment Amounts, and Authorizing the Levying and Collection of Assessments for
Fiscal Year 2016-17 for the Cloverdale Landscaping and Lighting Assessment District for Zones 2, 4, 5, 6
and 7
Resolution No. 054-2016 Approving the Annual Engineer’s Report, Confirming the Assessment Diagram
and the Annual Assessment Amounts, and Authorizing the Levying and Collection of Assessments for
Fiscal Year 2016-17 for the Cloverdale Landscaping and Lighting Assessment District for Zone 3

Summary

The Cloverdale Landscaping and Lighting Assessment District (“District”) was initially formed by the City in
1997 in accordance with the Landscaping and Lighting Act of 1972 (“Landscaping and Lighting Act”) to pay for
costs associated with the maintenance of landscaping and the creek area associated with Jefferson Springs
Subdivision Phases 3 and 4. This became Zone 1 of the District. Additional zones have been annexed into the
District over time and there are currently a total of seven zones. Maps of each of the Zones are included in
the attached FY 2016-17 Annual Engineer’s Report, Cloverdale Landscaping and Lighting Assessment District
(Engineer’s Report).

On February 9, 2016, the City Council began the annual proceedings for the 2016-17 Fiscal Year and
appointed Coastland Civil Engineering as Engineer of Work. The Engineer’s Report was prepared and filed in
accordance with the Landscaping and Lighting Act and was presented to the City Council for their
consideration on May 24, 2016. At that time the City Council preliminarily approved the Engineer’s Report,
adopted Resolutions of Intent and set the time and date of the public protest hearing.

This is the third of three City Council considerations for the Fiscal Year 2016-17 assessments. At this time,
the Council conducts a public hearing and may then authorize the levy and collection of assessments for
Fiscal Year 2016-17. The assessments cannot be increased above those stated in the Resolutions of Intent
adopted on May 24, 2016.

Many of the zones had built up reserves in their fund balances over time. In past years, these reserves have
been drawn upon as necessary to balance the pending year budgets. This has drawn down the fund balances
in most of the zones to the point where this practice is no longer possible. Due to the lack of available
reserves, the assessments for Zone 3 (The Cottages), Zone 5 (Ioli Ranch)) and Zone 6 (Brookside Terrace) are
proposed to be increased.

The annual assessments for Zones 1, 2, 4, and 7 are proposed to remain the same as assessed in FY 2015-16.
Annual assessments in Zones 3, 5 and 6 are proposed to be increased. The use of reserves or anticipated
miscellaneous revenue allocation, will be used in all Zones except Zone 7. The assessments for Zones 5 and 6
are proposed to be at their maximum allowed amounts. Note that while the Zone 3 increase was limited to
15%, another increase may be required in this zone next year if revenue and expenses come in as budgeted.
The proposed budgets, reflecting these changes, are described in detail in the preliminary Engineer’s Report.
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The maximum allowed assessment in each Zone is proposed to be increased by the 2015 CPI adjustment of
2.60% to account for inflation. There are no annexations to the District anticipated for FY 2016-17.

In order to avoid potential conflicts of interest, the actions have been broken into three (3) separate
Resolutions for the following Zones: Zone 1 only (Jefferson Springs), Zone 3 only (The Cottages); and Zones 2,
4, 5, 6 and 7 (Vintage Meadows, The Vineyards at Cloverdale, Ioli Ranch, Brookside Terrace and Sunrise Hills).
Due to the need for a quorum to vote on each resolution, no more than two Councilmembers can be absent
for the vote on each Resolution. To the extent that three or more potential conflicts exist in a zone, the City
will go through a random selection process to choose enough Councilmember(s) to create a quorum.

The City is required to forward the approved assessments to the County in August in order for them to
appear on the FY 2016-17 property tax rolls.

Options

1. Adopt resolutions approving the Cloverdale Landscaping and Lighting Assessment District Engineer’s
Report as filed, and authorizing assessments for levy and collection for FY 2016-17.

2. Adopt resolutions approving the Cloverdale Landscaping and Lighting Assessment District Engineer’s
Report as modified, and authorizing assessments for levy and collection for FY 2016-17.

3. Terminate the proceedings and do not levy or collect annual assessment for the maintenance of the seven
Zones.

Budget/Financial Impact

All costs associated with these annual proceedings and the annual operation, maintenance and
administration of the Landscaping and Lighting Assessment District are recovered from the annual
assessments levied on the properties within the District.

The total proposed Assessment District budget for FY 2016-17 is $214,400.40. The funding sources are
$186,056.58 from proposed assessment revenues levied and collected during FY 2016-17 and $28,343.82
from available Zone reserves. Available Zone reserves or miscellaneous revenue allocation, will be used in
all Zones except Zone 7 to supplement the assessment revenue. Annual assessments are to remain at
previous year’s levels for Zones 1, 2, 4, and 7. ($141.40, $272.76, $270.22, and $369.20 respectively). The
Zone 3 assessment is proposed to increase to $413.24 per ESD. The Zone 5 assessment is proposed to
increase to $135.90 per ESD. The Zone 6 assessment is proposed to increase to $593.72.

The maximum assessment in each zone is proposed to be increased by the 2015 CPI adjustment of 2.60%
to account for inflation. Due to the continued use of budget reserves, future Assessment District budgets
may have to include spending reductions and/or increased assessments.

Subcommittee Recommendation

N/A

Recommended Council Action

Conduct a public hearing and consider resolutions approving the Annual Engineer’s Report as filed,
confirming the assessment diagram and amounts as set forth therein and authorizing the levy and collection
of assessments for Fiscal Year 2016-17 for the Cloverdale Landscaping and Lighting Assessment.

Attachments:

1. Proof of Public Notification
2. Resolutions (3)
3. FY 2016-17 Annual Engineer’s Report (without assessment roll)- the complete Engineer’s Report,

with the assessment roll, is on file with the Deputy City Clerk.
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CITY OF CLOVERDALE
CITY COUNCIL

RESOLUTION NO. 052–2016

A RESOLUTION APPROVING THE ANNUAL ENGINEER’S REPORT, CONFIRMING THE
ASSESSMENT DIAGRAM AND THE ANNUAL ASSESSMENT AMOUNTS, AND

AUTHORIZING THE LEVYING AND COLLECTION OF ASSESSMENTS FOR FISCAL YEAR 2016-
17 FOR THE CLOVERDALE LANDSCAPING AND LIGHTING ASSESSMENT DISTRICT FOR

ZONE 1
(PURSUANT TO THE LANDSCAPING AND LIGHTING ACT OF 1972)

WHEREAS, on September 9, 1997 the City Council ordered the formation of the Cloverdale
Landscaping and Lighting Assessment District (Assessment District) to levy and collect assessments pursuant
to the Landscaping and Lighting Act of 1972; and

WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of Cloverdale intends to levy and collect assessments
within the Cloverdale Landscaping and Lighting Assessment District, during the Fiscal Year 2016-17, and
the lands to be assessed are located in the City of Cloverdale, Sonoma County; and

WHEREAS, on February 9, 2016, the City Council adopted a resolution appointing Coastland Civil
Engineering as the Engineer of Work, directing the preparation and filing of the annual FY 2016-17 Engineer’s
Report, and describing the potential changes to the Assessment District; and

WHEREAS, on May 24, 2016, the City Council adopted a resolution of intention to levy and collect
assessments, preliminarily approving the Engineer’s Report for FY 2016-17, and setting the date of the
public hearing pursuant to Section 22624 of the Streets and Highways Code; and

WHEREAS, the FY 2016-17 the maximum annual assessments will be adjusted up by the allowable
2015 CPI adjustment of +2.60%; and

WHEREAS, for Zone 1 (Jefferson Springs Phases 3 & 4) the actual proposed FY 2016-17 annual
assessment to levy and collect is proposed to be $141.40 per equivalent single family-dwelling (ESD) ; and

WHEREAS, no annexations to the District are proposed for FY 2016-17; and

WHEREAS, on June 28, 2016 the City Council conducted a public hearing and gave every
interested person an opportunity to comment on the FY 2016-17 Engineer’s Report either in writing or
orally and the City Council has considered each comment.

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Cloverdale that the City Council
hereby:

1. Approves the annual FY 2016-17 Engineer’s Report as filed, as it pertains to Zone 1.
2. Confirms the assessment diagram and assessment amount as set forth in the FY 2016-17 Engineer’s

Report and any amendments incorporated at the City Council’s direction and hereby authorizes the
levying and collection of the annual assessments set forth in said report for FY 2016-17, as it pertains
to Zone 1.
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3. In order to keep up with inflation, the estimated maximum annual assessment at build out for Zone 1
for FY 2016-17 shall be adjusted up from FY 2015-16 as allowed by the original formation and
annexation proceedings, by the 2015 CPI of +2.60%.

4. That this resolution is adopted pursuant to Section 22620 et. al. of the California Streets and Highway
Code.

It is hereby certified that the foregoing Resolution No. 052-2016 was duly introduced and duly
adopted by the City Council of the City of Cloverdale at its regular meeting held on this 28th day of June,
2016 by the following voice vote:

AYES in favor of:
NOES:
ABSENT:
ABSTAIN:

APPROVED: ATTESTED:

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

Page 193



CITY OF CLOVERDALE
CITY COUNCIL

RESOLUTION NO. 053–2016

A RESOLUTION APPROVING THE ANNUAL ENGINEER’S REPORT, CONFIRMING THE
ASSESSMENT DIAGRAM AND THE ANNUAL ASSESSMENT AMOUNTS, AND

AUTHORIZING THE LEVYING AND COLLECTION OF ASSESSMENTS FOR FISCAL YEAR
2016-17 FOR THE CLOVERDALE LANDSCAPING AND LIGHTING ASSESSMENT DISTRICT

FOR ZONES 2, 4, 5, 6 AND 7
(PURSUANT TO THE LANDSCAPING AND LIGHTING ACT OF 1972)

WHEREAS, on September 9, 1997 the City Council ordered the formation of the Cloverdale
Landscaping and Lighting Assessment District (Assessment District) to levy and collect assessments pursuant
to the Landscaping and Lighting Act of 1972; and

WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of Cloverdale intends to levy and collect assessments
within the Cloverdale Landscaping and Lighting Assessment District, during the Fiscal Year 2016-17, and
the lands to be assessed are located in the City of Cloverdale, Sonoma County; and

WHEREAS, on February 9, 2016, the City Council adopted a resolution appointing Coastland Civil
Engineering as the Engineer of Work, directing the preparation and filing of the annual FY 2016-17
Engineer’s Report, and describing the potential changes to the Assessment District; and

WHEREAS, on May 24, 2016, the City Council adopted a resolution of intention to levy and
collect assessments, preliminarily approving the Engineer’s Report for FY 2016-17, and setting the date
of the public hearing pursuant to Section 22624 of the Streets and Highways Code; and

WHEREAS, the FY 2016-17 the maximum annual assessments will be adjusted up by the allowable
2015 CPI adjustment of +2.60%; and

WHEREAS, for Zone 2 (Vintage Meadows) the actual proposed FY 2016-17 annual assessment to
levy and collect is proposed to be $272.76 per equivalent single family-dwelling (ESD) ; and

WHEREAS, for Zone 4 (The Vineyards) the actual FY 2016-17 annual assessment to levy and collect
is proposed to be $270.22 ; and

WHEREAS, for Zone 5 (Ioli Ranch) the actual FY 2016-17 annual assessment to levy and collect is
proposed to be $135.90 ; and

WHEREAS, for Zone 6 (Brookside Terrace) the actual FY 2016-17 annual assessment to levy and
collect is proposed to be $593.72 ; and

WHEREAS, for Zone 7 (Sunrise Hills Phase I and II) the actual FY 2016-17 annual assessment to levy
and collect is proposed to be $369.20; and

WHEREAS, no annexations to the District are proposed for FY 2016-17; and
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WHEREAS, on June 28, 2016 the City Council conducted a public hearing and gave every
interested person an opportunity to comment on the FY 2016-17 Engineer’s Report either in writing or
orally and the City Council has considered each comment.

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Cloverdale that the City Council
hereby:

1. Approves the annual FY 2016-17 Engineer’s Report as filed, as it pertains to Zones 2, 4, 5, 6 and 7.
2. Confirms the assessment diagram and assessment amounts as set forth in the FY 2016-17 Engineer’s

Report and any amendments incorporated at the City Council’s direction and hereby authorizes the
levying and collection of the annual assessments set forth in said report for the FY 2016-17, as it
pertains to Zones 2, 4, 5, 6 and 7.

3. In order to keep up with inflation, the estimated maximum annual assessments at build out for
Zones 2, 4, 5, 6 and 7 for FY 2016-17 shall be adjusted up from FY 2015-16 as allowed by the original
formation and annexation proceedings, by the 2015 CPI of +2.60%.

4. That this resolution is adopted pursuant to Section 22620 et. al. of the California Streets and
Highway Code.

It is hereby certified that the foregoing Resolution No. 053-2016 was duly introduced and duly
adopted by the City Council of the City of Cloverdale at its regular meeting held on this 28th day of June,
2016 by the following voice vote:

AYES in favor of:
NOES:
ABSENT:
ABSTAIN:

APPROVED: ATTESTED:

___________________________ _______________________________
MaryAnn Brigham, Mayor Linda Moore, Deputy City Clerk
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CITY OF CLOVERDALE

CITY COUNCIL

RESOLUTION NO. 054-2016

A RESOLUTION APPROVING THE ANNUAL ENGINEER’S REPORT, CONFIRMING THE
ASSESSMENT DIAGRAM AND THE ANNUAL ASSESSMENT AMOUNTS, AND

AUTHORIZING THE LEVYING AND COLLECTION OF ASSESSMENTS FOR FISCAL YEAR
2016-17 FOR THE CLOVERDALE LANDSCAPING AND LIGHTING ASSESSMENT DISTRICT

FOR ZONE 3
(PURSUANT TO THE LANDSCAPING AND LIGHTING ACT OF 1972)

WHEREAS, on September 9, 1997 the City Council ordered the formation of the Cloverdale
Landscaping and Lighting Assessment District (Assessment District) to levy and collect assessments pursuant
to the Landscaping and Lighting Act of 1972; and

WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of Cloverdale intends to levy and collect assessments
within the Cloverdale Landscaping and Lighting Assessment District, during the Fiscal Year 2016-17, and
the lands to be assessed are located in the City of Cloverdale, Sonoma County; and

WHEREAS, on February 9, 2016, the City Council adopted a resolution appointing Coastland Civil
Engineering as the Engineer of Work, directing the preparation and filing of the annual FY 2016-17
Engineer’s Report, and describing the potential changes to the Assessment District; and

WHEREAS, on May 24, 2016, the City Council adopted a resolution of intention to levy and
collect assessments, preliminarily approving the Engineer’s Report for FY 2016-17, and setting the date
of the public hearing pursuant to Section 22624 of the Streets and Highways Code; and

WHEREAS, the FY 2016-17 the maximum annual assessments will be adjusted up by the allowable
2015 CPI adjustment of +2.60%; and

WHEREAS, for Zone 3 (The Cottages) the actual FY 2016-17 annual assessment to levy and collect is
proposed to be $413.24; and

WHEREAS, no annexations to the District are proposed for FY 2016-17; and

WHEREAS, on June 28, 2016 the City Council conducted a public hearing and gave every
interested person an opportunity to comment on the FY 2016-17 Engineer’s Report either in writing or
orally and the City Council has considered each comment.

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Cloverdale that the City Council
hereby:

1. Approves the annual FY 2016-17 Engineer’s Report as filed, as it pertains to Zone 3 (The Cottages).
2. Confirms the assessment diagram and assessment amounts as set forth in the FY 2016-17 Engineer’s

Report and any amendments incorporated at the City Council’s direction and hereby authorizes the
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levying and collection of the annual assessments set forth in said report for FY 2016-17, as pertains
to Zone 3.

3. In order to keep up with inflation, the estimated maximum annual assessments at build out for Zone
3 or FY 2016-17 shall be adjusted up from FY 2015-16 as allowed by the original formation and
annexation proceedings, by the 2015 CPI of +2.60%.

4. That this resolution is adopted pursuant to Section 22620 et. al. of the California Streets and
Highway Code.

It is hereby certified that the foregoing Resolution No. 054-2016 was duly introduced and duly
adopted by the City Council of the City of Cloverdale at its regular meeting held on this 28th day of June,
2016 by the following Roll Call vote:

AYES in favor of: NOES:
ABSENT:
ABSTAIN:
RECUSED:

APPROVED: ATTESTED:

___________________________ ______________________________
MaryAnn Brigham, Mayor Linda Moore, Deputy City Clerk

Page 197



This page left blank for two-sided printing

Page 198



 
 

 
 
 
 

FY 2016‐17 
 

ANNUAL ENGINEER'S REPORT 
 

CLOVERDALE LANDSCAPING & LIGHTING 
 

ASSESSMENT DISTRICT 
 
 

CITY OF CLOVERDALE 
 

COUNTY OF SONOMA 
 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
 
 

 
FOR FINAL APPROVAL 

 
June 2016 

 
 
 

 
 

Prepared By: 
Coastland Civil Engineering, Inc. 
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  FY 2016‐17 ANNUAL ENGINEER'S REPORT 
 
  CLOVERDALE LANDSCAPING & LIGHTING ASSESSMENT DISTRICT 
  (Pursuant to the Landscaping & Lighting Act of 1972) 
 

  FY 2016‐17 Annual Assessment 
 
Coastland  Civil  Engineering,  Engineer  of  Work  for  the  Cloverdale  Landscaping  &  Lighting 
Assessment District, City of Cloverdale,  Sonoma County, California, has prepared  this  annual 
Engineer’s Report, as directed on February 9, 2016 by the City Council of the City of Cloverdale, 
pursuant to Section 22620 of the Streets & Highways Code (Landscaping & Lighting Act of 1972) for 
the Cloverdale Landscaping and Lighting Assessment District for Fiscal Year 2016‐17.  
 
Background 
 
The Cloverdale  Landscaping &  Lighting Assessment District  (Assessment District) was  initially 
formed in September, 1997 by the City Council to cover the costs associated with the operation and 
maintenance of creek landscaping within the Jefferson Springs Subdivision, Phases 3 and 4. The 
Assessment District boundary  for  this original area  is known as Zone 1.   Once an Assessment 
District is created, it is possible to annex new Zones or annex new areas into existing Zones as new 
subdivisions and parks are developed in the City.  During the annual proceedings for FY 2000‐01 
and FY 2001‐02,  respectively, Zone 2 and Zone 3 were annexed  into  the Assessment District.  
During the annual proceedings for FY 2004‐05, Zones 4, 5 and 6 were annexed into the Assessment 
District. In the annual proceedings for FY 2005‐06 and FY 2006‐07, Zone 7, Sunrise Hills Phases 1 
and 2 were annexed into the Assessment District, respectively.  For FY 2016‐17 there will be no 
new Zones or annexations.   
 
Pursuant to the provisions of the Landscaping & Lighting Act of 1972, an annual Engineer’s Report 
must be prepared and filed with the City in order to levy and collect assessments on any following 
fiscal year. On February 9, 2016 the City Council adopted a resolution appointing Coastland Civil 
Engineering as the Engineer of Work and directed the preparation and filing of this FY 2016‐17 
Engineer’s Report.  Once the preliminary Engineer’s Report has been filed, the City Council can then 
adopt a Resolution of Intention to levy and collect annual assessments for FY 2016‐17, preliminarily 
approve the filed annual Engineer’s Report and set the time and date of the public protest hearing. 
The Engineer’s Report outlines the proposed budgets, assessments, improvements, and changes to 
the Assessment District.  These budgets/costs are updated with each subsequent annual Engineer’s 
Reports as required by the 1972 Act.  
 
In FY 2011‐12, the City established a policy of trying to maintain a minimum reserve balance of 
25% of operating expenses in each of the zones to better manage existing and pending 
expenses. 
 
Since FY 2012‐13, the employee time portion of personnel costs have been based on continued 
tracking of actual time spent for each zone and averaging it for each zone over a 3‐year period.  
 

Page 201



 -4- 

The total FY 2016‐17 assessment district budget has increased approximately 7% from FY 2015‐
16.  There were budget increases in Zones 1 through 6.  The Zone 7 budget remained flat.   
 
In the past, many of the zones were using their reserves to avoid increased assessments. For FY 
2016‐17, the reserves in three zones have fallen below the desired minimum level.  Four zones 
will remain above the desired minimum 25% reserve.  Zone 5 incurred a large, unanticipated 
expense during FY 2015‐16, drawing their reserve to zero and requiring a General Fund loan to 
balance the budget.  To bring the reserves closer to compliance with the 25% reserve policy, to 
cover FY 2016‐17 budgets and for Zone 5 to repay the General Fund loan, assessment increases 
will be required this year in Zones 3, 5 and 6.    
 
The annual assessments for Zones 1, 2, 4 and 7 are proposed to remain the same as assessed in 
FY 2015‐16.  Annual assessments in Zones 3, 5 and 6 are proposed to be increased from FY 
2015‐16 levels, but still fall at or below the maximum assessment allowed in each of these 
Zones.  Reserves will be used in all Zones except Zone 7.   
 
The total proposed Assessment District budget for FY 2016‐17 is $214,400.40.  The total budget for 
FY 2015‐16 was $199,913.64.  The funding sources are from proposed annual assessment revenue 
levied and collected during FY 2016‐17 and from available Zone reserves  including anticipated 
miscellaneous revenue allocations. 
     
To take annual inflation into account, the original 1997 formation proceedings, and all subsequent 
annexations of new zones into this Assessment District included a maximum annual assessment 
and an allowance for an annual increase to the maximum annual assessment in accordance with 
the annual Consumer Price Index (C.P.I.).  The annual CPI is based on the All Urban Consumers (San 
Francisco Area) CPI from the U. S. Department of Labor, Bureau of Labor Statistics.  An annual CPI 
adjustment to the annual assessment is not mandatory.  The CPI adjustment for 2015 was +2.60%. 
If the annual Engineer’s Report recommends any adjustment up to the sum of the previous year’s 
maximum assessment plus the allowable annual CPI increase, notices are not required to be sent 
nor  shall  a  vote  be  required.    If  however,  the  annual  Engineer’s  Report  recommends  any 
adjustment that exceeds the sum of the previous year’s maximum assessment plus the allowable 
annual CPI increase, noticing and/or voting shall be required in accordance with the provisions 
applicable to the Landscaping and Lighting Act of 1972 and California Constitution, Article XIII D 
(sometimes referred to as Proposition 218).     
 
Table 1, below, summarizes the proposed FY 2016‐17 assessments to levy and collect and the new 
maximum annual assessments allowed to be assessed in the future. 
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TABLE 1 

  

Previous 
Maximum 
Annual 

Assessment  CPI Increase 

Current Maximum 
Annual 

Assessment 

Proposed 
Assessment to 
Levy Per ESD 

Zone 1  $194.06  $5.05 $199.11 $141.40 

Zone 2  $387.08  $10.06 $397.14 $272.76 

Zone 3  $662.80  $17.23 $680.03 $413.24 

Zone 4  $342.44  $8.90 $351.34 $270.22 

Zone 5  $132.46  $3.44 $135.90 $135.90 

Zone 6  $578.67  $15.05 $593.72 $593.72 

Zone 7  $416.25  $10.82 $427.07 $369.20 

 
The original landscaping and lighting improvements within all 7 Zones of the Assessment District 
are  completed  and  have  been  accepted  by  the  City.    The  proposed  changes,  budgets  and 
assessments  for FY 2016‐17 are  included  in  the description of each  zone below.   See  ‘Part D 
Method  of  Apportionment  of  Assessment’  of  this  report  for  a  detailed  description  of  the 
apportionment methodology for each zone. 
 
Zone 1 ‐ Jefferson Springs, Phases 3 & 4 
 

Zone 1 includes the maintenance of the landscaping and the public walkway adjacent to the creek 
running through Jefferson Springs Subdivision, Phases 3 & 4.  The special benefit received by Zone 1 
includes the operation and maintenance of all landscaping adjacent to the creek and maintenance 
of the public walkway adjacent to the creek along with related overhead.  See the Assessment 
Diagram (Map) in Part F of this report for a location of the landscape maintenance areas.     
 
No significant land use changes have occurred within Zone 1 during the previous year.  No new 
annexations  are  proposed  for  Zone  1  for  FY  2016‐17.    For  FY  2016‐17,  the  total  number  of 
Equivalent Single‐Family Dwelling (ESD) units is expected to stay the same at 67.50.  During FY 
2015‐16, along with regular maintenance, new mulch was added in the landscape areas. 
  
The total proposed Zone 1 budget for FY 2016‐17 is $15,670.00.  This is a 10% increase from FY 
2015‐16.  The proposed funding will be from FY 2016‐17 assessment revenue and Zone 1 reserves. 
(See Table 2 in Part B for estimated dollar amounts.)   
 
For FY 2016‐17, the proposed annual assessment to  levy and collect for Zone 1  is $141.40 per 
Equivalent Single‐Family Dwelling (ESD).   This is the same amount as assessed in FY 2015‐16, and is 
less than the maximum allowable assessment for Zone 1.  The available Zone 1 reserve funds will 
be used to cover the additional budget expenses at this time to keep the annual assessment the 
same as last year.  The use of reserves is warranted as the anticipated ending fiscal year reserves 
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are projected to be above the desired 25% level.  In order to keep up with inflation, the maximum 
annual assessment is proposed to be adjusted up by the 2015 CPI of +2.60%. (See Table 1.)   Per 
both  California  Constitution,  Article  XIII  D  requirements,  and  the  formation  and  annexation 
proceedings for this Assessment District, future annual assessments will be allowed to reach this 
adjusted maximum amount without having to send special ballots to the impacted property owners 
in Zone 1. 
 
Zone 2 ‐ Vintage Meadows, Park and Landscape Maintenance  
 

During the annual proceedings for FY 2000‐01, a new Zone 2 was annexed into the Assessment 
District.  At that time, Zone 2 consisted of only Vintage Meadows Subdivision, Phase 1.  Annexation 
was pursuant to Vintage Meadows Subdivision, Phase 1 conditions of approval.  During FY 2002‐03 
Vintage Meadows, Phases 2 and 3, were annexed  into Zone 2 during  the annual proceedings 
pursuant to their conditions of approval.   
 

The  special  benefit  received  by  Zone  2  includes  the  operation  and maintenance  of  Vintage 
Meadows Park, the back‐on landscaping along portions of Foothill Boulevard and S. Franklin Street 
within the subdivision, the traffic island within Healdsburg Avenue and the area at the intersection 
of Foothill Boulevard and Port Circle, south of Zinfandel Court, along with  related overhead.   
 
All District maintained improvements were completed, accepted by the City and maintained during 
the 2005‐06 fiscal year with the exception of the Vintage Meadows neighborhood park.  The park 
improvements were completed and accepted by Council  in the Fall of 2007.   Restrooms were 
added to the park in 2011.  Since the restrooms were not a part of the original park,  the City pays 
the cost of the bathroom maintenance and the corresponding water usage.  
 
During the previous year, no significant land use changes have occurred within Zone 2.  No new 
annexations are proposed for Zone 2 for FY 2016‐17.  All residential construction of Zone 2 is built 
out and as a result, for FY 2016‐17, the total number of ESD units is expected to stay the same at 
206.00.  During FY 2015‐16, along with regular maintenance, 15 new trees were planted, irrigation 
was installed for the new trees and mulch was added around the new trees.  
 
The total proposed Zone 2 budget for FY 2016‐17 is $63,996.00.  This is an increase of about 9% 
from FY 2015‐16.   Proposed  funding will be  from FY 2016‐17 assessment  revenues and  from 
available Zone 2 reserve funds.  (See Table 2 in Part B for estimated dollar amounts.)    
 
For FY 2016‐17, the proposed annual assessment to levy and collect for Zone 2 is $272.76 per ESD. 
This  is  the same amount as assessed  in FY 2015‐16, and  is  less  than  the maximum allowable 
assessment for Zone 2.   Ending reserves are projected to be slightly above the desired 25% level.  
In order to keep up with inflation, the maximum annual assessment for Zone 2 is proposed to be 
adjusted up by the 2015 CPI of +2.60%. (See Table 1)   Per both California Constitution, Article XIII D 
requirements, and the formation and annexation proceedings for this Assessment District, future 
annual assessments will be allowed to reach this adjusted maximum amount without having to 
send special ballots to the impacted property owners in Zone 2. 
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Zone 3 – The Cottages, Phases 1, 2, 3, 4 
 
During the annual proceedings for FY 2001‐02, a new Zone 3, consisting of Phases 1, 2 and 3 of The 
Cottages development in the southern part of the City, was annexed into the Assessment District.  
In FY 2004‐05, Phase 4 of The Cottages subdivision was annexed into Zone 3.  The special benefit 
received by Zone 3 includes the linear park along Muscat Creek, “back‐on” landscape maintenance 
along a portion of Foothill Boulevard within Zone 3, maintenance of the preserved wetlands area at 
the corner of Ranch House Drive and Elbridge Drive, weed abatement of the area just west of 
Ranch House Drive and Elbridge Avenue and other improvements within Zone 3 along with related 
overhead.    See  the Assessment Diagram  (Map)  in Part  F of  this  report  for  a  location of  the 
landscape maintenance areas.     
 
No significant land use changes have occurred within Zone 3 during the past fiscal year.  No 
new annexations are proposed for Zone 3 for FY 2016‐17.  Zone 3 is built out and as a result, for 
FY 2016‐17, the total number of ESD units is expected to stay the same at 189.00.  During FY 
2015‐16, along with regular maintenance, the Winery Trail was repaired and slurry sealed and 
landscape areas along Foothill Boulevard were mulched. 
 
The total proposed Zone 3 budget for FY 2016‐17 is $87,509.00.  This is an increase of 7% from 
FY 2015‐16.  Proposed funding will be from FY 2016‐17 assessment revenue and available Zone 
3 reserves. (See Table 2 in Part B for estimated dollar amounts.)   If possible, a replanting 
program will be started in this zone this year. 
 
The assessment for FY 2016‐17 is proposed to increase by $53.90 per ESD to a total of $413.24 
per ESD.  This is less than the maximum allowable assessment for Zone 3.  Available Zone 3 
reserve funds will be used to cover a portion of the budget expenses to keep the assessment 
increase at 15% this year.  It is anticipated that an additional increase will be required next year 
to bring the annual assessment into alignment with the budget and to bring the reserves to the 
desired 25% level.   
 
In order to keep up with inflation, the maximum annual assessment per ESD is proposed to be 
adjusted up by the 2015 CPI of +2.60%. (See Table 1)  Per both California Constitution, Article XIII D 
requirements, and the formation and annexation proceedings for this Assessment District, future 
annual assessments will be allowed to reach this adjusted maximum amount without having to 
send special ballots to the impacted property owners in Zone 3. 
 
Zone 4 – The Vineyards     
 
During  the annual proceedings  for FY 2004‐05, Zone 4, The Vineyards, was annexed  into  the 
Assessment District.  For FY 2016‐17, no annexations or changes are proposed for Zone 4.  The 
special benefit received in Zone 4 includes “back‐on” landscaping along Foothill Boulevard and 
Mount Diablo Way, maintenance of a detention basin area and other improvements within Zone 4 
along with related overhead.   See the Assessment Diagram (Map) in Part F of this report for a 
location of the landscape maintenance areas.     
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During the previous year, no significant land use changes have occurred within Zone 4.  No new 
annexations are proposed for Zone 4 for FY 2016‐17.  Zone 4 is built out and as a result, for FY 
2016‐17, the total number of ESD units is expected to stay the same at 29.00.  During FY 2015‐16, 
along with regular maintenance, tree pruning was done and mulch was added to the landscape 
areas along Foothill Boulevard and Mount Diablo Way. 
 
The total proposed Zone 4 budget for FY 2016‐17 is $11,948.00.  This is an increase of 7% from FY 
2015‐16.  The proposed funding will be from FY 2016‐17 assessment revenue and from available 
Zone 4 reserves. (See Table 2 in Part B for estimated dollar amounts.)    
 
For FY 2016‐17, the proposed annual assessment to levy and collect for Zone 4 is $270.22 per ESD. 
This  is  the  same  amount  as  assessed  FY  2015‐16,  and  is  less  than  the maximum  allowable 
assessment for Zone 4.  The available Zone 4 reserve funds will be used to cover budget expenses 
to keep the annual assessment the same as last year.  Ending fiscal year reserves are anticipated to 
be  above  the  desired  25%  level.    In  order  to  keep  up with  inflation,  the maximum  annual 
assessment per ESD is proposed to be adjusted up by the 2015 CPI of +2.60%. (See Table 1) Per 
both  California  Constitution,  Article  XIII  D  requirements,  and  the  formation  and  annexation 
proceedings for this Assessment District, future annual assessments will be allowed at this adjusted 
maximum amount without having to send special ballots to the impacted property owners in Zone 
4. 
 
Zone 5 – Ioli Ranch 
 
During the annual proceedings for FY 2004‐05, Zone 5, Ioli Ranch, was annexed into the Assessment 
District.  For FY 2016‐17, no annexations or changes are proposed for Zone 5.  The special benefit 
received  in  Zone  5  includes  “back  on”  landscaping  along  Cloverdale  Boulevard  and  other 
improvements within Zone 5 along with related overhead.  See the Assessment Diagram (Map) in 
Part F of this report for a location of the landscape maintenance areas.  
 
During the previous year, no significant land use changes have occurred within Zone 5.  No new 
annexations are proposed for Zone 5 for FY 2016‐17.  Zone 5 is built out and as a result, for FY 
2016‐17, the total number of ESD units is expected to stay the same at 37.00. 
 
Zone 5 incurred a large, unanticipated expense during FY 2015‐16 due to a broken irrigation valve 
and resulting water loss.  The cost to replace the valve and pay for the water required all existing 
Zone 5 reserves as well as a General Fund loan.  To repay the loan, the assessment is proposed to 
be raised to the maximum allowed.  The loan will be repaid this year and it is expected that the 
annual reserve will be rebuilt over the next few years.  
 
The total proposed Zone 5 budget for FY 2016‐17 is $5,417.00.  This is a 7% increase from FY 2015‐
16.   The proposed funding will be from FY 2016‐17 assessment revenues and from available Zone 5 
reserves (in the form of anticipated miscellaneous revenue allocation).  (See Table 2 in Part B for 
estimated dollar amounts.)  The Zone 5 annual contingency has been reduced to zero to allow full 
repayment of the General Fund Loan this year.  
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For FY 2016‐17, the proposed annual assessment to  levy and collect for Zone 5 is proposed to 
increase by $7.06  to $135.90 per ESD.     This  is equal  to  the FY 2016‐17 maximum allowable 
assessment for Zone 5.  Ending FY 2016‐17 reserves are anticipated to be near 2%.  In order to keep 
up with inflation, the maximum annual assessment per ESD is proposed to be adjusted up by the 
2015 CPI of +2.60%. (See Table 1.)  Per both California Constitution, Article XIII D requirements, and 
the formation and annexation proceedings for this Assessment District, future annual assessments 
will be allowed at this adjusted maximum amount without having to send special ballots to the 
impacted property owners in Zone 5. 
 
Zone 6 – Brookside Terrace  
 
During the annual proceedings for FY 2004‐05, Zone 6, Brookside Terrace, was annexed into the 
Assessment District.  For FY 2016‐17, no annexations or changes are proposed for Zone 6.  The 
special benefit received in Zone 6 includes the “back‐on” landscape maintenance along a portion of 
Cloverdale Boulevard and West Brookside Drive and the park on West Brookside Drive along with 
related overhead.  See the Assessment Diagram (Map) in Part F of this report for a location of the 
landscape maintenance areas.     
 
During the previous year, no significant land use changes have occurred within Zone 6.  No new 
annexations are proposed for Zone 6 for FY 2016‐17.  Zone 6 is built out and as a result, for FY 
2016‐17, the total number of ESD units is expected to stay the same at 14.00. 
 
The total proposed Zone 6 budget for FY 2016‐17 is $8,816.00.  This is a 12% increase from FY 2015‐
16.   The proposed  funding will be  from FY 2016‐17 assessment revenue and Zone 6 available 
reserves.  (See Table 2 in Part B for estimated dollar amounts.)   
 
For FY 2016‐17, the proposed annual assessment to  levy and collect for Zone 6 is proposed to 
increase by $30.82  to $593.72 per ESD.   This  is equal  to  the FY 2016‐17 maximum allowable 
assessment for Zone 6.  Ending fiscal year reserves are anticipated to be below the desired 25% 
level indicating an additional assessment increase may be required next year.  In order to keep up 
with inflation, the maximum annual assessment per ESD is proposed to be adjusted up by the 2015 
CPI of +2.60%. (See Table 1)  Per both California Constitution, Article XIII D requirements, and the 
formation and annexation proceedings for this Assessment District, future annual assessments will 
be allowed to reach this adjusted maximum amount without having to send special ballots to the 
impacted property owners in Zone 6. 
 
Zone 7 – Sunrise Hills Phase I and II  
 
During the annual proceedings for FY 2005‐06 Zone 7, Sunrise Hills Phase 1, was annexed into the 
Assessment District.    In FY 2006‐07, Sunrise Hills Phase 2, was annexed  into existing Zone 7. 
Landscaping and lighting improvements were accepted by the City in 2008.    The special benefit 
received    in  Zone  7  includes  “back‐on”  landscape maintenance  along  a  portion  of  Foothill 
Boulevard, maintenance of  the open space and drainage easement  (wetland) area and street 
lighting costs installed with Phase 1;  hydraulic and drainage easement maintenance,  public trail 
maintenance and additional street lights installed with Phase 2 along with related overhead.  See 
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the Assessment Diagram (Map) in Part F of this report for a location of the landscape maintenance 
areas.   
 
During the previous year, no significant land use changes have occurred within Zone 7.  No new 
annexations are proposed for Zone 7 for FY 2016‐17.  All 40 lots within Phase 1 are built, some with 
secondary  dwelling  units.    Phase  2,  consists  of  18  residential  lots,  some  of  which  are  still 
undeveloped.  For FY 2016‐17, the total number of ESD units is expected to stay the same at 57.00. 
During FY 2015‐16, along with regular maintenance, new mulch was added to the landscape beds 
along Foothill Boulevard.  
 
The total proposed Zone 7 budget for FY 2016‐17 is $21,044.40.  This is the same budget as FY 
2015‐16.  The proposed funding will be from FY 2016‐17 assessment revenues only.  (See Table 2 in 
Part B for estimated dollar amounts. 
 
For FY 2016‐17, the proposed annual assessment to levy and collect for Zone 7 is $369.20 per ESD. 
This is the same as was assessed in FY 2015‐16 and is less than the maximum allowable assessment 
for Zone 7.  The ending reserves are anticipated to be above the desired 25% level.  If sufficient 
funds are available, repairs will be made and slurry seal applied to the asphalt trail adjacent to the 
wetland area.    In order to keep up with  inflation, the maximum annual assessment per ESD  is 
proposed  to  be  adjusted  up  by  the  2015  CPI  of  +2.60%.  (See  Table  1.)  Per  both  California 
Constitution, Article XIII D requirements, and the formation and annexation proceedings for this 
Assessment District, future annual assessments will be allowed to reach this adjusted maximum 
amount without having to send special ballots to the impacted property owners in Zone 7. 

Page 208



 -11- 

FY 2016‐17 Engineer’s Report Format 
 
This FY 2016‐17 Engineer’s Report consists of 6 Parts as follows: 
 
PART A ‐  Plans & Specifications‐ This portion of the Engineer’s Report describes any plans 

and specifications that may be needed for the installation of the improvements.  If 
plans and specifications exist, they are filed with the City Clerk.  Although separately 
bound,  the plans and  specifications are part of  this Engineer’s Report and are 
included in it by reference.  

 
PART B ‐  Budget Cost Estimates – This portion of the Engineer’s Report lists the total filed 

and approved budgets for Zones 1 through 7 and an overall Budget Summary for 
the seven Zones. In addition to a detailed FY 2016‐17 Budget sheet for each of the 
seven Zones is a FY 2016‐17 Summary of Fund Balances sheet. 

 
PART C ‐  Assessment  Roll  –  A  spreadsheet  listing  of  FY  2016‐17  assessments  on  each 

benefited parcel of land in Zones 1 through 7 within the Assessment District. The FY 
2016‐17  assessment  amount  is  the  estimated  cost  each  parcel will  contribute 
towards  the  operation  and  maintenance  of  the  improvements  within  each 
respective Zone of the Assessment District.  

 
PART D ‐   Method of Apportionment of Assessment ‐ A statement of the method used by 

Engineer of Work to determine the amount proposed to be assessed against each 
parcel within the Assessment District. 

 
PART E ‐   Property Owner’s List ‐ The names and addresses of the owners of real property 

within this Assessment District, as shown on the last equalized assessment roll for 
taxes. The Assessor Parcel Number  (A.P.N.)  for each parcel keys  the  list  to  the 
Assessment Roll shown in Part C.   

 
PART F ‐  Assessment Diagrams – An Assessment Diagram (maps) showing all of the parcels 

of  real  property within  the  boundaries  of  the  seven  Zones of  the Assessment 
District.  The Assessor Parcel Number (A.P.N.) for each parcel keys the property to 
the Assessment Roll shown in Part C.  The A.P.N.’s are shown in the Assessor’s Maps 
available at the County of Sonoma Assessor’s Office.  
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PART A 
 

FY 2016‐17 
PLANS AND SPECIFICATIONS 

 
 
The Assessment District will operate and maintain the landscape and related improvements in 
Zones 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6 and 7 as they have all been completed and accepted by the City of Cloverdale. 
Maintenance in each of these seven Zones may include repair, removal or replacement of any 
hardscape improvement, damaged irrigation facilities or diseased landscaping, weed and brush 
clearing, street lighting and other allowable maintenance items per Section 22531 of the Streets 
and Highways Code for the life of the Assessment District. 
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PART B 
 

FY 2016‐17 
BUDGET COST ESTIMATE 

 

The attached sheets include the budgets for FY 2016‐17 for all those costs associated with the 
operation and maintenance  in each of  the seven Zones within  the Assessment District.     The 
budgets have been separated by Zone for clarity. The total budget summary for FY 2016‐17 for the 
Cloverdale Landscaping and Lighting Assessment District is as follows: 
 

 

 
As Filed With 

City 
As Preliminarily 

Approved 

As Finally 
Approved at 
Public Hearing 

Zone 1  $15,670.00  $15,670.00

Zone 2  $63,996.00  $63,996.00

Zone 3  $87,509.00  $87,509.00

Zone 4  $11,948.00  $11,948.00

Zone 5    $5,417.00    $5,417.00

Zone 6    $8,816.00    $8,816.00

Zone 7  $21,044.40  $21,044.40

  $214,400.40  $214,400.40
 

A breakdown of the FY 2016‐17 budget in table format is as follows: 
 

Budget Summary 
Table 2 

 

   Budget 

Projected 
Assessment 
Revenue  Reserves Used 

Proposed FY 
Assessment 
Per ESD  # of ESD's 

Zone 1  $15,670.00  $9,544.50 $6,125.50 $141.40  67.50 

Zone 2  $63,996.00  $56,188.56 $7,807.44 $272.76  206.00 

Zone 3  $87,509.00  $78,102.36 $9,406.64 $413.24  189.00 

Zone 4  $11,948.00  $7,836.38 $4,111.62 $270.22  29.00 

Zone 5  $5,417.00  $5,028.30 $388.70 $135.90  37.00 

Zone 6  $8,816.00  $8,312.08 $503.92 $593.72  14.00 

Zone 7  $21,044.40  $21,044.40 $0.00 $369.20  57.00 

Total  $214,400.40  $186,056.58 $28,343.82   
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2015‐16 Budget 2016‐17 Budget

Personnel

Employee Costs (Labor and Administration) $9,363.00 $10,825.00

Services

Assessment Engineering Services $784.00 $820.00

Miscellaneous Contract Services $350.00 $450.00

Computer Maintenance $0.00 $0.00

Vehicle Repair $0.00 $250.00

General Repair & Maintenance $300.00 $300.00

Training/Travel $75.00 $75.00

Operating Supplies $900.00 $700.00

Subtotal Services $2,409.00 $2,595.00

Supplies

Small Tools & Equipment $100.00 $75.00

Fuel $220.00 $175.00

Utilities‐Gas & Electric $0.00 $0.00

Utilities‐Water $900.00 $575.00

Subtotal Supplies $1,220.00 $825.00

Subtotal Expenses $12,992.00 $14,245.00

Contingency  $1,299.00 $1,425.00

TOTAL EXPENSES $14,291.00 $15,670.00

Contribution from Reserves $4,746.50 $6,125.50

TOTAL COSTS $9,544.50 $9,544.50

TOTAL REVENUE $9,544.50 $9,544.50

Estimated Number of ESD Units in Zone 1 67.5 67.5

Proposed Assessment per ESD for Zone 1 $141.40 $141.40

2015‐16 Zone 1 Maximum Annual Assessment per ESD $194.06

2015 Cost of Living Increase (CPI) 2.60%

2016‐17 Zone 1 Maximum Annual Assessment per ESD $199.11

CITY OF CLOVERDALE

Landscaping and Lighting Assessment District 

Fiscal Year 2016‐17 Budget

Zone 1 Jefferson Springs

Creek Landscaping
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2015‐16 Budget 2016‐17 Budget

Personnel

Employee Costs (Labor and Administration) $29,310.00 $34,253.00

Services

Assessment Engineering Services $3,379.00 $3,506.00

Miscellaneous Contract Services $15,200.00 $15,200.00

Computer Maintenance $0.00 $0.00

Vehicle Repair $0.00 $365.00

General Repair & Maintenance $600.00 $600.00

Training/Travel $150.00 $150.00

Operating Supplies $2,000.00 $2,000.00

Subtotal Services $21,329.00 $21,821.00

Supplies

Small Tools & Equipment $400.00 $400.00

Fuel $350.00 $275.00

Utilities‐Gas & Electric $400.00 $325.00

Utilities‐Water $4,200.00 $3,875.00

Subtotal Supplies $5,350.00 $4,875.00

Subtotal Expenses $55,989.00 $60,949.00

Contingency  $2,799.56 $3,047.00

TOTAL EXPENSES $58,788.56 $63,996.00

Contribution from Reserves $2,600.00 $7,807.44

TOTAL COSTS $56,188.56 $56,188.56

TOTAL REVENUE $56,188.56 $56,188.56

Estimated Number of ESD Units in Zone 2 206.0 206.0

Proposed Assessment per ESD for Zone 2 $272.76 $272.76

2015‐16 Zone 2 Maximum Annual Assessment per ESD $387.08

2015 Cost of Living Increase (CPI) 2.60%

2016‐17 Zone 2 Maximum Annual Assessment per ESD $397.14

Street Landscaping and Park

CITY OF CLOVERDALE

Landscaping and Lighting Assessment District 

Fiscal Year 2016‐17 Budget

Zone 2 Vintage Meadows
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2015‐16 Budget 2016‐17 Budget

Personnel

Employee Costs (Labor and Administration) $46,446.00 $54,335.00

Services

Assessment Engineering Services $4,565.00 $4,794.00

Miscellaneous Contract Services $6,700.00 $6,950.00

Computer Maintenance $0.00 $0.00

Vehicle Repair $0.00 $525.00

General Repair & Maintenance $600.00 $600.00

Training/Travel $210.00 $210.00

Operating Supplies $3,200.00 $1,750.00

Subtotal Services $15,275.00 $14,829.00

Supplies

Small Tools & Equipment $200.00 $100.00

Fuel $500.00 $375.00

Utilities‐Gas & Electric $620.00 $600.00

Utilities‐Water $12,600.00 $13,103.00

Subtotal Supplies $13,920.00 $14,178.00

Subtotal Expenses $75,641.00 $83,342.00

Contingency  $6,051.00 $4,167.00

TOTAL EXPENSES $81,692.00 $87,509.00

Contribution from Reserves $13,776.74 $9,406.64

TOTAL COSTS $67,915.26 $78,102.36

TOTAL REVENUE $67,915.26 $78,102.36

Estimated Number of ESD Units in Zone 3 189.0 189.0

Proposed Assessment per ESD for Zone 3 $359.34 $413.24

2015‐16 Zone 3 Maximum Annual Assessment per ESD $662.80

2015 Cost of Living Increase (CPI) 2.60%

2016‐17 Zone 3 Maximum Annual Assessment per ESD $680.03

Landscaping & Maintenance

CITY OF CLOVERDALE

Landscaping and Lighting Assessment District 

Fiscal Year 2016‐17 Budget

Zone 3 The Cottages
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2015‐16 Budget 2016‐17 Budget

Personnel

Employee Costs (Labor and Administration) $7,189.00 $8,359.00

Services

Assessment Engineering Services $613.00 $625.00

Miscellaneous Contract Services $50.00 $50.00

Computer Maintenance $0.00 $0.00

Vehicle Repair $0.00 $100.00

General Repair & Maintenance $260.00 $260.00

Training/Travel $40.00 $40.00

Operating Supplies $200.00 $200.00

Subtotal Services $1,163.00 $1,275.00

Supplies

Small Tools & Equipment $100.00 $100.00

Fuel $100.00 $100.00

Utilities‐Gas & Electric $100.00 $225.00

Utilities‐Water $1,500.00 $803.00

Subtotal Supplies $1,800.00 $1,228.00

Subtotal Expenses $10,152.00 $10,862.00

Contingency  $1,015.00 $1,086.00

TOTAL EXPENSES $11,167.00 $11,948.00

Contribution from Reserves $3,330.62 $4,111.62

TOTAL COSTS $7,836.38 $7,836.38

TOTAL REVENUE $7,836.38 $7,836.38

Estimated Number of ESD Units in Zone 4 29.0 29.0

Proposed Assessment per ESD for Zone 4 $270.22 $270.22

2015‐16 Zone 4 Maximum Annual Assessment per ESD $342.44

2015 Cost of Living Increase (CPI) 2.60%

2016‐17 Zone 4 Maximum Annual Assessment per ESD $351.34

Landscaping and Lighting Assessment District 

Fiscal Year 2016‐17 Budget

Zone 4 The Vineyards at Cloverdale

Landscaping & Maintenance

CITY OF CLOVERDALE
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2015‐16 Budget 2016‐17 Budget

Personnel

Employee Costs (Labor and Administration) $3,006.00 $3,138.00

Services

Assessment Engineering Services $277.00 $279.00

Miscellaneous Contract Services $0.00 $0.00

Computer Maintenance $0.00 $0.00

Vehicle Repair $0.00 $100.00

General Repair & Maintenance $120.00 $120.00

Training/Travel $13.00 $15.00

Operating Supplies $120.00 $100.00

Subtotal Services $530.00 $614.00

Supplies

Small Tools & Equipment $75.00 $75.00

Fuel $80.00 $75.00

Utilities‐Gas & Electric $100.00 $125.00

Utilities‐Water $800.00 $824.00

Subtotal Supplies $1,055.00 $1,099.00

Loan Reimbursement

General Fund FY 2014‐15 Loan Reimbursement $566.00

Subtotal Expenses $4,591.00 $5,417.00

Contingency  $459.08 $0.00

TOTAL EXPENSES $5,050.08 $5,417.00

Contribution from Reserves $283.00 $388.70

TOTAL COSTS $4,767.08 $5,028.30

TOTAL REVENUE $4,767.08 $5,028.30

Estimated Number of ESD Units in Zone 5 37.0 37.0

Proposed Assessment per ESD for Zone 5 $128.84 $135.90

2015‐16 Zone 5 Maximum Annual Assessment per ESD $132.46

2015 Cost of Living Increase (CPI) 2.60%

2016‐17 Zone 5 Maximum Annual Assessment per ESD $135.90

Fiscal Year 2016‐17 Budget

Zone 5 Ioli Ranch

Landscaping & Maintenance

CITY OF CLOVERDALE

Landscaping and Lighting Assessment District 
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2015‐16 Budget 2016‐17 Budget

Personnel

Employee Costs (Labor and Administration) $4,822.00 $5,626.00

Services

Assessment Engineering Services $425.00 $477.00

Miscellaneous Contract Services $0.00 $0.00

Computer Maintenance $0.00 $0.00

Vehicle Repair $0.00 $125.00

General Repair & Maintenance $70.00 $70.00

Training/Travel $30.00 $30.00

Operating Supplies $100.00 $75.00

Subtotal Services $625.00 $777.00

Supplies

Small Tools & Equipment $70.00 $30.00

Fuel $100.00 $75.00

Utilities‐Gas & Electric $120.00 $120.00

Utilities‐Water $1,300.00 $1,658.00

Subtotal Supplies $1,590.00 $1,883.00

Subtotal Expenses $7,037.00 $8,286.00

Contingency  $843.60 $530.00

TOTAL EXPENSES $7,880.60 $8,816.00

Contribution from Reserves $0.00 $503.92

TOTAL COSTS $7,880.60 $8,312.08

TOTAL REVENUE $7,880.60 $8,312.08

Estimated Number of ESD Units in Zone 6 14.0 14.0

Proposed Assessment per ESD for Zone 6 $562.90 $593.72

2015‐16 Zone 6 Maximum Annual Assessment per ESD $578.67

2015 Cost of Living Increase (CPI) 2.60%

2016‐17 Zone 6 Maximum Annual Assessment per ESD $593.72

Fiscal Year 2016‐17 Budget

Zone 6 Brookside Terrace

Landscaping & Maintenance

CITY OF CLOVERDALE

Landscaping and Lighting Assessment District 
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2015‐16 Budget 2016‐17 Budget

Personnel

Employee Costs (Labor and Administration) $11,046.00 $13,297.00

Services

Assessment Engineering Services $1,155.00 $1,098.00

Miscellaneous Contract Services $3,800.00 $300.00

Computer Maintenance $0.00 $0.00

Vehicle Repair $0.00 $225.00

General Repair & Maintenance $200.00 $100.00

Training/Travel $60.00 $60.00

Operating Supplies $1,200.00 $1,750.00

Subtotal Services $6,415.00 $3,533.00

Supplies

Small Tools & Equipment $170.00 $100.00

Fuel $200.00 $150.00

Utilities‐Gas & Electric $200.00 $0.00

Utilities‐Water $1,100.00 $2,000.00

Subtotal Supplies $1,670.00 $2,250.00

Subtotal Expenses $19,131.00 $19,080.00

Contingency  $1,913.40 $1,964.40

TOTAL EXPENSES $21,044.40 $21,044.40

Contribution from Reserves $0.00 $0.00

TOTAL COSTS $21,044.40 $21,044.40

TOTAL REVENUE $21,044.40 $21,044.40

Estimated Number of ESD Units in Zone 7 57.0 57.0

Proposed Assessment per ESD for Zone 7 $369.20 $369.20

2015‐16 Zone 7 Maximum Annual Assessment per ESD $416.25

2015 Cost of Living Increase (CPI) 2.60%

2016‐17 Zone 7 Maximum Annual Assessment per ESD $427.07

Landscaping & Maintenance

CITY OF CLOVERDALE

Landscaping and Lighting Assessment District 

Fiscal Year 2016‐17 Budget

Zone 7 Sunrise Hills

  - 20 -
F:\Projects\Cloverdale\LLAD\2016cllad 03-3290\16-C-LLAD.xls

Page 218



  

FY 2016-17

Zone 1 Jefferson Springs

Estimated Starting Reserve Fund Balance July 1 $27,574.00

Estimated Assessment Revenue $9,544.50

Estimated Miscellaneous Revenue Allocation $1,682.00

Estimated Expenses $15,670.00

Estimated Ending Reserve Fund Balance June 30 $23,130.50

Zone 2 Vintage Meadows

Estimated Starting Reserve Fund Balance July 1 $21,274.00

Estimated Revenue $56,188.56

Estimated Miscellaneous Revenue Allocation $5,205.00

Estimated Expenses $63,996.00

Estimated Ending Reserve Fund Balance June 30 $18,671.56

Zone 3 The Cottages

Estimated Starting Reserve Fund Balance July 1 $17,854.00

Estimated Revenue $78,102.36

Estimated Miscellaneous Revenue Allocation $8,272.00

Estimated Expenses $87,509.00

Estimated Ending Reserve Fund Balance June 30 $16,719.36

Zone 4 The Vineyards at Cloverdale

Estimated Starting Reserve Fund Balance July 1 $13,394.00

Estimated Revenue $7,836.38

Estimated Miscellaneous Revenue Allocation $1,322.00

Estimated Expenses $11,948.00

Estimated Ending Reserve Fund Balance June 30 $10,604.38

CITY OF CLOVERDALE
Landscaping and Lighting Assessment District 

Fiscal Year 2016-17 Budget

Summary of Fund Balances

F:\Projects\Cloverdale\LLAD\2016cllad 03-3290\16-C-LLAD.xls - 21 -
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FY 2016-17

CITY OF CLOVERDALE
Landscaping and Lighting Assessment District 

Fiscal Year 2016-17 Budget

Summary of Fund Balances

Zone 5 Ioli Ranch

Estimated Starting Reserve Fund Balance July 1 $0.00

Estimated Revenue $5,028.30

Estimated Miscellaneous Revenue Allocation $470.00

Estimated Annual Expenses $4,851.00

Estimated General Fund Reimbursement $566.00

Estimated Ending Reserve Fund Balance June 30 $81.30

Zone 6 Brookside Terrace

Estimated Starting Reserve Fund Balance July 1 $1,422.00

Estimated Revenue $8,312.08

Estimated Miscellaneous Revenue Allocation $851.00

Estimated Expenses $8,816.00

Estimated Ending Reserve Fund Balance June 30 $1,769.08

Zone 7 Sunrise Hills

Estimated Starting Reserve Fund Balance July 1 $8,460.00

Estimated Revenue $21,044.40

Estimated Miscellaneous Revenue Allocation $2,007.00

Estimated Expenses $21,044.40

Estimated Ending Reserve Fund Balance June 30 $10,467.00

Note: Miscellaneous Revenue Allocation includes interest income plus ad valorem allocations.

F:\Projects\Cloverdale\LLAD\2016cllad 03-3290\16-C-LLAD.xls - 22 -
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PART C 
 

FY 2016‐17 ASSESSMENT ROLL 
 

The  total proposed  assessment  revenues  for  FY 2016‐17  for  the Cloverdale  Landscaping and 
Lighting Assessment District is $186,056.58 from the following sources:  

 

Revenue Source 

$9,544.50 From Zone 1 

$56,188.56 From Zone 2 

$78,102.36 From Zone 3 

$7,836.38 From Zone 4 

$5,028.30 From Zone 5 

$8,312.08 From Zone 6 

$21,044.40 From Zone 7 

$186,056.58
 

The individual annual assessment for each parcel within each of the seven Zones of the Assessment 
District is listed in the following pages.  The lines and dimensions of each parcel are shown on the 
Assessor’s Maps for the City of Cloverdale available at the County of Sonoma Assessor’s Office.   
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PART D 
 

FY 2016‐17 
METHOD OF APPORTIONMENT OF ASSESSMENT 

 
The following is a brief description of the manner the annual assessment has been apportioned to 
each parcel in Zones 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6 and 7 within the Assessment District: 
 
Zones 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6 and 7 
 
Each parcel within each of the zones of the assessment district receives a direct special benefit 
from improvement covered by this assessment as follows: 
 
Zone 1 ‐ Zone 1 includes the maintenance of the landscaping and the public walkway adjacent to 
the creek running through Jefferson Springs Subdivision, Phases 3 & 4.  The parcels within this zone 
receive a direct special benefit from the walkways and creek, as these amenities are an asset to the 
values of  the homes  in  this zone and  residents directly use  these  facilities  for  recreation and 
pleasure.  Additionally, maintenance of the creek in this area ensures that the creek will remain 
clear of vegetation and garbage, thereby providing assurance from flooding in this area. 
 
 
Zone 2 ‐ Zone 2 funds the annual costs associated with the operation and maintenance of Vintage 
Meadows Park, the back‐on landscaping along portions of Foothill Boulevard and S. Franklin Street 
within the subdivision, the traffic island within Healdsburg Avenue and the area at the intersection 
of Foothill Boulevard and Port Circle, south of Zinfandel Court.  Parcels within this zone receive a 
special benefit from the park, as  it  is a neighborhood park that  is readily accessible for all the 
residents of this subdivision that provides for exercise and beneficial use of the park amenities for 
this neighborhood.  Additionally, maintenance of the landscaping provides a direct benefit for the 
parcels as maintaining the landscaping adds to property values and provides beneficial landscape 
features specific to residents within this zone. 
 
Zone 3 ‐ The related Assessment District improvements in Zone 3 include the linear park along 
Muscat Creek, “back‐on” landscape maintenance along a portion of Foothill Boulevard within Zone 
3, maintenance of the preserved wetlands area at the corner of Ranch House Drive and Elbridge 
Drive, weed abatement of the area just west of Ranch House Drive and Elbridge Avenue and other 
improvements within Zone 3.  Parcels within this zone receive a special benefit from the linear 
park, as it is readily accessible for all the residents of this subdivision that provides for exercise and 
beneficial use of  the park amenities  for  this neighborhood.   Additionally, maintenance of  the 
landscaping provides  a direct benefit  for  the parcels  as maintaining  the  landscaping  adds  to 
property values and provides beneficial landscape features specific to residents within this zone 
and weed abatement provides direct fire protection to the parcels in this development. 
 
Zone  4  ‐  The  related  improvements  in  Zone  4  include  “back‐on”  landscaping  along  Foothill 
Boulevard and Mount Diablo Way and maintenance of a detention basin area within Zone 4.  
Residents within this zone directly benefit from maintenance of the landscaping, as maintaining the 
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landscaping adds to property values and provides beneficial landscape features specific to residents 
within  this  zone.   Additionally, maintenance of  the weeds within  the detention pond  in  this 
development ensures that the storm drain facilities in this development operate properly and that 
capacity of the detention pond is maintained. 
 
Zone 5  ‐ The related  improvements  in Zone 5  include “back on”  landscaping along Cloverdale 
Boulevard.  Residents within this zone directly benefit from maintenance of the landscaping, as 
maintaining the landscaping adds to property values and provides beneficial landscape features 
specific to residents within this zone. 
 
Zone 6 ‐ The related improvements in Zone 6 include the “back‐on” landscape maintenance along a 
portion of Cloverdale Boulevard and West Brookside Drive and the park on West Brookside Drive.  
Residents within this zone directly benefit from maintenance of the landscaping, as maintaining the 
landscaping adds to property values and provides beneficial landscape features specific to residents 
within this zone. 
 
Zone 7 ‐ The improvements in Zone 7 include “back‐on” landscape maintenance along a portion of 
Foothill Boulevard, maintenance of the open space and drainage easement (wetland) area and 
street  lighting  costs.    Residents  within  this  zone  directly  benefit  from maintenance  of  the 
landscaping,  as maintaining  the  landscaping  adds  to property  values  and provides beneficial 
landscape  features  specific  to  residents within  this  zone.    Additionally, maintenance  of  the 
drainage/wetlands area provides a direct benefit as this open space area  is an amenity to the 
overall subdivision and provides added value by virtue of the open space and maintenance of the 
drainage course to ensure  flooding  is prevented.   Maintenance of the  lighting features  in this 
subdivision benefit property owners as the lights are specialty lights that provide an amenity to the 
subdivision (higher caliber light than in other subdivisions), thereby adding to the quaintness of the 
development and the overall property values of the subdivision. 
 
The method of apportionment (spread) equates all parcels in Zones 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6 and 7 within the 
boundaries of the Assessment District to an Equivalent Single‐Family Dwelling (ESD) unit use, or 
portion thereof.  The following basic use units reflect the relative benefit accruing to parcels of land 
within the Cloverdale Landscaping and Lighting Assessment District: 
 

1.  Vacant parcel in undeveloped area  1/10 unit 

2.  Vacant parcel in developed area  ½ unit 

3.  Single dwelling parcel  1 unit 

4.  Multiple dwelling unit parcel  1 unit per dwelling 

5.  Commercial or Industrial parcel  1 unit per business 

6.  Commercial or Industrial parcel with dwelling unit  1 unit per business +  
    1 unit per dwelling unit 
 

Once the total number of ESD units is determined for each of the Zones, the total number of ESD 
units within each Zone shall be divided into each respective Zone’s operation and maintenance 
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expenses  for  the  upcoming  fiscal  year  (see  Part  B).  This will  result  in  the  proposed  annual 
assessment  per  ESD  for  the  upcoming  fiscal  year.    The  annual  assessment  per  ESD  shall  be 
multiplied by the total use units established for each parcel, or portion thereof, to determine the 
proposed total annual assessment for each parcel within each Zone 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6 and 7.  Annual 
assessments are apportioned in this manner due to the relative benefit of the improvements to 
each of the parcels within each separate Zone.  Since the improvements are easily accessible to all 
the parcels within each Zone, the level of benefit is equally spread to each parcel. 
 
Although Section 22663 of the Streets and Highways Code typically requires that public property 
not be assessed, Article XIII D, Section 4(a) of the California Constitution now requires that public 
agencies shall not be exempt from assessment.  However, the creek area, wetlands and public 
rights‐of‐way and easements within various Zones preclude construction of structures for other 
uses that conflict with the allowable zoning of these areas.  Therefore, these publicly owned areas 
without a dwelling used exclusively for greenbelt, or open space, or upon the common area of any 
planned unit development receive no special benefit and do not receive an annual assessment. 
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PART E 
 

FY 2016‐17 PROPERTY OWNERS LIST 
 
 
The names and addresses of each of the property owners as shown on the County of Sonoma 
Assessor's Tax Assessment Roll have been keyed to the special assessment number (Assessor Parcel 
Number) as shown in Part C – Assessment Roll of this Engineer’s Report.  
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PART F 
 

FY 2016‐17 ASSESSMENT DIAGRAMS 
 
 
Attached are the Assessment Diagrams (Maps) for the seven Zones within the Assessment District. 
The first Assessment Diagram is an overview map showing the locations of all seven Zones of the 
Assessment District.  Please note the lines and dimensions of each parcel, as well as the distinctive 
Assessor’s Parcel Number, are shown on the Assessor's Maps for the City of Cloverdale available at 
the County of Sonoma Assessor's Office.  The attached pages also provide the reference to the 
appropriate  Assessor  Books  at  the  County  of  Sonoma  Assessor’s  Office  for  the  respective 
subdivisions in each of the seven Zones. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Page 226



 -42- 
F:\Projects\Cloverdale\LLAD\2016cllad 03-3290\16-C-Engr's Report - FFA.doc 

 

Zone 1 – Jefferson Springs: 
 
 

All the land lying within the Jefferson Springs Phase 3 Subdivision filed in the recorder’s 
office of the County of Sonoma in book 565 of Maps, Pages 36‐41. 
 

All the land lying within the Jefferson Springs Phase 4 Subdivision filed in the recorder’s 
office of the County of Sonoma in book 583 of Maps, Pages 42‐48. 
 

Zone 2 – Vintage Meadows: 
 

All the land lying within the Vintage Meadows Subdivision, filed in the recorder’s office of 
the County of Sonoma in book 599 of Maps, Pages 11‐17. 
 

All the land lying within the Vintage Meadows II Subdivision, filed in the recorder’s office of 
the County of Sonoma in book 656 of Maps, Pages 48‐54. 
 

All the land lying within the Vintage Meadows III Subdivision, filed in the recorder’s office of 
the County of Sonoma in book 636 of Maps, Pages 15‐24. 
 

Zone 3 – The Cottages: 
 

All  the  land  lying within  The  Cottages  of  Cloverdale  Phase  1  Subdivision  filed  in  the 
recorder’s office of the County of Sonoma in book 614 of Maps, Pages 43‐50. 
 

All  the  land  lying within  The  Cottages  of  Cloverdale  Phase  2  Subdivision  filed  in  the 
recorder’s office of the County of Sonoma in book 633 of Maps, Pages 12‐18. 
 

All  the  land  lying within  The  Cottages  of  Cloverdale  Phase  3  Subdivision  filed  in  the 
recorder’s office of the County of Sonoma in book 640 of Maps, Pages 24‐30. 
 

All  the  land  lying within  The  Cottages  of  Cloverdale  Phase  4  Subdivision  filed  in  the 
recorder’s office of the County of Sonoma in book 655 of Maps, Pages 1‐5. 
 

Zone 4 – The Vineyards at Cloverdale: 
 
  All the land lying within Vineyards at Cloverdale Subdivision filed in the recorder’s office of 

the County of Sonoma in Book 660 of Maps, Pages 18‐21. 
 
Zone 5 – Ioli Ranch: 
 

All the land lying within the Ioli Ranch Subdivision filed in the recorder’s office of the County 
of Sonoma in Book 645 of Maps, Pages 30‐37. 

 
Zone 6 – Brookside Terrace: 
 

All the land lying within the Brookside Terrace Subdivision filed in the recorder’s office of 
the County of Sonoma in Book 658 of Maps, Pages 11‐14. 
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Zone 7 – Sunrise Hills: 
 

All the land lying within the Sunrise Hills Subdivision filed in the recorder’s office of the 
County of Sonoma in Book 663 of Maps, Pages 48‐52. 
 
All the land lying within the Sunrise Hills 2 Subdivision filed in the recorder’s office of the 
County of Sonoma in Book 701 of Maps, Pages 01‐04. 
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(Rev. 04/10)

City Council/Successor Agency
Agenda Item Summary

Agenda Item:
Meeting Date:

17
June 28, 2016

Agenda Section

Public Hearing

Staff Contact

David Kelley, Assistant City Manager, Comm. Dev. Dir.

Agenda Item Title

Public Hearing on Notice to Destroy Weeds for specified private properties located within the city limits.

Summary

On May 24, 2016, pursuant to City of Cloverdale Municipal Code Section 8.16, entitled “Weed Abatement”, the
City Council declared, by Resolution No. 040-2016, that weed conditions at certain properties within the City of
Cloverdale identified on Exhibit 1 to the Resolution constituted a public nuisance and approved removal of the
weeds from those properties.

The resolution set out a general description of such weeds and their locations and fixed this date, time and
place for the hearing of any objections to the proposed destruction or removal of such weeds by the City. After
adoption of Resolution No. 040-2016, Fire District staff and City staff conducted follow-up site inspections.
Based on the follow up site inspection, City staff prepared and distributed a Notice to Destroy Weeds to five
property owners at their last known address according to the latest assessor’s roll, pursuant to Municipal Code
section 8.16.050. As of June 22, 2016, 5 properties had not complied with the Notice to Destroy Weeds. The
properties identified as being out of compliance with Municipal Code Section 8.16 are as follows:

Property Address Assessor Parcel Number (APN)

100 Polaris Ct. APN: 117-350-009

102 Orion Ct. APN: 117-350-014

106 0rion Ct. APN: 117-350-012

555 N. Jefferson St APN: 116-430-007

210/212 Vista View APN: 001-340-003/004

At this hearing, Council will hear and consider all objections to the proposed destruction and removal of such
weeds. The Council, by motion, may allow or overrule any or all objections, whereupon the City Council may
thereupon be deemed to have acquired jurisdiction to proceed and perform the work of removal, and the
decision of the Council on the matter shall be deemed final and conclusive.

As a separate action, the Council may by resolution order the abatement of such nuisance or cause the same to
be abated by having the weeds destroyed by any method. The resolution also gives the authority to enter onto
the private property. An owner can destroy the weeds any time prior to the time of destruction and avoid
having the costs assessed on the property.

Options

1. Hold the hearing, by motion overrule any and all objections, and then move for approval to adopt the
Resolution No. 055-2016, by title only.
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2/2

2. Hold the hearing, by motion allow any or all objections, provide direction to staff, and continue the
hearing date certain if deemed necessary.

Budget/Financial Impact

Expenses including weed abatement and incidental administrative costs shall constitute a lien and may be
assessed upon the property.

Subcommittee Recommendation

N/A

Recommended Council Action

1. Open the hearing, receive and consider all objections to the proposed destruction and removal of weeds
constituting a public nuisance; and

2. By motion, overrule any or all objections (only if objections are received, if not go directly to no. 3); and

3. By motion adopt Resolution No. 055-2016 ordering the abatement of weeds previously declared a
nuisance on private properties located at:

100 Polaris Court (APN 117-350-009), 102 Orion Court (APN 117-350-014), 106 Orion Court (APN 117-350-
012), 555 N. Jefferson (APN: 116-430-007) and 210/212 Vista View (APN: 001-340-003/004) authorizing the
Cloverdale Fire Protection District Chief or his designee, or other authorized person to enter said properties
to abate the weeds, and authorizing staff to seek an abatement order through the Sonoma County Superior
Court for the same, if required under the circumstances.

Attachments:

1. Resolution No. 055-2016

cc: Jason Jenkins, Fire Chief
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CITY OF CLOVERDALE
CITY COUNCIL

RESOLUTION NO. 055-2016

RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CLOVERDALE ORDERING THE CLOVERDALE FIRE
PROTECTION DISTRICT CHIEF OR OTHER AUTHORIZED PERSON TO ABATE WEEDS PREVIOUSLY

DECLARED A NUISANCE ON PRIVATE PROPERTIES LOCATED AT 100 POLARIS COURT (APN 117-350-
009), 102 ORION COURT (APN 117-350-014), 106 ORION COURT (APN 117-350-012), 555 N. JEFFERSON

(APN: 116-430-007) AND 210/212 VISTA VIEW (APN: 001-340-003/004); AUTHORIZING THE
CLOVERDALE FIRE PROTECTION DISTRICT CHIEF OR OTHER AUTHORIZED PERSON TO ENTER ONTO

SAID PROPERTIES TO ABATE THE WEEDS; AND, AUTHORIZING STAFF TO SEEK AN ABATEMENT ORDER
THROUGH THE SONOMA COUNTY SUPERIOR COURT FOR THE SAME, IF NECESSARY UNDER THE

CIRCUMSTANCES

WHEREAS, May 24, 2016, pursuant to City of Cloverdale Municipal Code Section 8.16, entitled “Weed
Abatement”, the City Council did declare, by Resolution No. 040-2016, that the weeds growing on the
private properties located throughout the City of Cloverdale including 100 Polaris Court (APN 117-350-
009), 102 Orion Court (APN 117-350-014), 106 Orion Court (APN 117-350-012), 555 N. Jefferson (APN:
116-430-007) and 210/212 Vista View (APN: 001-340-003/004) constitute a public nuisance and pose a
risk to public safety by creating a fire hazard and ordered said nuisance conditions to be abated by the
destruction or removal of the weeds; and

WHEREAS, Resolution 040-2016 established that if the weeds are not abated by removal or destruction
prior to June 28, 2016 they will be removed and the nuisance abated by the City; and

WHEREAS, Resolution 040-2016 established a hearing on any objections to the proposed destruction or
removal of such weeds by the City for Tuesday, June 26, 2016, at or soon after 6:30 p.m., at 209 N.
Cloverdale Blvd., Cloverdale, California; and

WHEREAS, the office of the City Clerk did mail written Notices to Destroy Weeds, as set forth in
Cloverdale Municipal Code section 8.16.050, to each of the assessed owners of record of the subject
properties setting the date of June 28, 2016 at or soon after 6:30 p.m. for hearing objections; and

WHEREAS, on June 28, 2016 the City Council did hold a hearing on the Notice to Destroy Weeds as
prescribed in the Notice for the purpose of considering any evidence from the owners of the property
located at 100 Polaris Court (APN 117-350-009), 102 Orion Court (APN 117-350-014), 106 Orion Court
(APN 117-350-012), 555 N. Jefferson (APN: 116-430-007) and 210/212 Vista View (APN: 001-340-
003/004) opposing the Notice to Destroy Weeds; and

WHEREAS, a report by the City Staff was presented and made a part of the recommendations of said
meeting; and

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the City Council of the City of Cloverdale does order the
Cloverdale Fire Protection District Chief, his representative, or other authorized person, to abate the
nuisance by removing the weeds in a method deemed appropriate; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Council of the City of Cloverdale does hereby expressly authorize
the Cloverdale Fire Protection District Chief, his representative, or other authorized person, to enter
onto private property to abate the weeds; and
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BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Council of the City of Cloverdale does hereby authorize staff to
seek an abatement order through the Sonoma County Superior Court, if necessary under the
circumstances.

IT IS HEREBY CERTIFIED that the foregoing Resolution No. 055-2016 was duly introduced and legally
adopted by the City Council of the City of Cloverdale at its regular Meeting held on this 28h day of June,
2016 by the following roll call vote: ( - )

AYES:
NOES:
ABSENT:
ABSTAIN:

Approved Attested

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

18
June 28, 2016

Agenda Section

New Business

Staff Contact

Paul Cayler, City Manager

Agenda Item Title

Resolution of the City Council Authorizing the City Manager to Execute an Individual At-Will Employment
Agreement with Mr. Mark Rincon-Ibarra as Cloverdale Public Works Director

Summary

The City of Cloverdale has been under direction of Interim City Engineer/Public Works Director since
September 2015. A primary objective of the Cloverdale City Council has been to fill key leadership positions
in City Hall. The permanent Cloverdale Public Works Director position has been a challenge to fill. The first
attempts to recruit were for a City Engineer/Public Works Director. Those efforts were unsuccessful,
therefore the job description was rewritten to eliminate the requirement for applicants to be a licensed
professional engineer. The City Council approved a new job description and salary scale for “Public Works
Director”. The responds to the new position of “Public Works Director” had a positive response with 22
applications received. The applications were screened and the top five applicants were invited to interview.
The five candidates were interviewed by a panel made up of two Senior Staff members and a citizen
representative. In addition, the City Manager, a member of the Cloverdale City Council, and a supervisor in
the Public Works Department observed the interviews, but did not participate in the panel’s ranking of the
candidates. Based on the ranking from the panel, the City Manager conducted informal interviews with the
top three candidates. After the informal interviews, the City Manager directed that the top candidate begin
process of background checks. The City Attorney prepared and negotiated an at-will employment agreement
with the top candidate. The top candidate is Mr. Mark Rincon-Ibarra. Mr. Rincon-Ibarra’s biography is
attached for your information. Mr. Rincon-Ibarra has stated that he is ready to execute the employment
agreement presented by City Attorney for an annual salary of $111,800. The complete at-will employment
agreement is attached for review. Mr. Rincon-Ibarra is scheduled to begin work at Cloverdale City Hall on
Monday July 11, 2016.

Options

The following are options: 1) Adopt the attached resolution granting the City Manager the authority to
execute an individual at-will employment agreement with Mr. Mark Rincon-Ibarra as Public Works Director;
or 2) Reject the resolution authorizing the employment agreement.

Budget/Financial Impact

This is a funded and budgeted position. The annual salary will be $111,800.

Subcommittee Recommendation

None.

Recommended Council Action

The City Manager recommends that the City Council adopt the attached resolution, and thus authorize the
City Manager to execute the at-will employment agreement with Mr. Mark Rincon-Ibarra for the position of
Public Works Director.

Attachments:

1. Proposed resolution.
2. Proposed At-Will Employment Agreement with Mark Rincon-Ibarra.
3. Mark Rincon-Ibarra’s Biography.

cc:
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CITY OF CLOVERDALE
CITY COUNCIL

RESOLUTION No. 056 –2016

RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CLOVERDALE APPROVING AN AT-WILL
EMPLOYMENT AGREEMENT WITH MARK RINCON-IBARRA AS CLOVERDALE PUBLIC WORKS DIRECTOR

WHEREAS, the City Council recognizes that the Cloverdale Public Works Director is a department head
level position that serves a critical role in the City’s public works function for which requires effective
leadership in order to efficiently operate and respond to community needs for effective streets, water
treatment, wastewater treatment, and parks; and

WHEREAS, Section 2.08.090(3)a of the Cloverdale Municipal Code states: “It shall be the duty of the city
manager to, and he shall appoint, remove, promote, and demote any and all officers and employees of
the city, except the city clerk, city attorney and city treasurer, subject to personnel rules and regulations
as adopted by the city council”; and

WHEREAS, Section 2.48.040 of the Cloverdale Municipal Code sets forth that department heads are
excluded from competitive service; and

WHEREAS, the Public Works Director position may be compensated and receive benefits in accordance
with an individual at-will agreement and salary as approved by the City Council; and

WHEREAS, the permanent Public Works Director position is currently vacant, and the City engaged in a
recruitment and selection process to fill the position; and

WHEREAS, the recruitment and selection process included screening of submitted employment
applications, and then interviews of the candidates before a panel made up of City staff and a
community member; and

WHEREAS, the panel interviewed qualified individuals for the position of Public Works Director and
recommended the top candidates to the City Manager, and after informal interviews with the top
candidates and deliberation, the City Manager selected Mr. Mark Rincon-Ibarra to fill the position of
Public Works Director; and

WHEREAS, Mr. Rincon-Ibarra is prepared to execute an individual at-will employment agreement at the
salary, benefits and conditions approved by the City Council; and

WHEREAS, the City Manager recommends that the City Council authorize execution of at-will
employment agreement with Mr. Rincon-Ibarra.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CLOVERDALE that
the City Council hereby approves the At-Will Employment Agreement, attached hereto as Exhibit A, as
approved by the City Attorney, and authorizes the City Manager execute the Employment Agreement on
behalf of the City of Cloverdale with Mr. Mark Rincon-Ibarra for the position of Public Works Director.
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It is hereby certified that the foregoing Resolution No.056-2016 was duly introduced and duly adopted
by the City Council of the City of Cloverdale at its regular meeting held on this 28th day of June, 2016 by
the following Roll Call vote: (x-x)

AYES:
NOES:
ABSENT:
ABSTAIN:

APPROVED: ATTESTED:

_____________________________ ___________________________________
Mary Ann Brigham, Mayor Linda Moore, Deputy City Clerk

2525620.1
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AT WILL EMPLOYMENT AGREEMENT

This EMPLOYMENT AGREEMENT (this “Agreement”), is made and entered into this _____________,
2016, by and between the CITY OF CLOVERDALE, a general law City (the “City”), and Mr. Mark Rincon-
Ibarra (“Employee”), collectively referred to as “Parties”.

RECITALS

The City desires to employ Mr. Mark Rincon-Ibarra as Public Works Director of the City of Cloverdale.
Mr. Mark Rincon-Ibarra desires to serve as Public Works Director of the City of Cloverdale. The City
Manager, through his appointing power, and Mr. Mark Rincon-Ibarra, desire to agree in writing to the
terms and conditions of Mr. Mark Rincon-Ibarra employment as Public Works Director.

AGREEMENT

1. DUTIES.

a. The City agrees to employ Employee as Public Works Director of the City to perform the
functions and duties specified in the position description, and in the ordinances and
resolutions of the City, and to perform other legally permissible and proper duties and
functions as the City Manager may from time to time assign.

b. Employee shall perform the job duties to the best of Employee’s ability in accordance with
the highest professional and ethical standards of the profession, and shall comply with all
general rules and regulations established by the City.

c. Employee shall not engage in any activity, which is or may become a conflict of interest,
prohibited contract, or which may create an incompatibility of office as defined under
California law or that is otherwise prohibited by law. Prior to performing any services under
this Agreement and annually thereafter, Employee must complete disclosure forms required
by the Political Reform Act (CA Government Code section 81000, et seq.).

2. TERM.

a. The term of this Agreement shall be from July 11, 2016, until terminated by either party in
accordance with the provisions set forth in Section 3, or until terminated by the event of the
death or permanent disability of Employee.

b. Employee agrees to remain in the exclusive employ of the City during the term of this
Agreement. Employee shall not engage in any other employment, or enter into any contract
for services, paid or unpaid, or receive any compensation for work performed from any
other employer other than the City, without prior authorization of the Cloverdale City
Manager.

3. CONDITIONS OF EMPLOYMENT.

a. Employee may resign at any time with or without cause. Employee agrees to give the City
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Employment Agreement: City of Cloverdale – Public Works Director Page 2

thirty (30) days advance written notice of the effective date of Employee’s resignation or
retirement as provided herein, unless the Parties mutually agree otherwise.

b. The Parties recognize and affirm that: (1) Employee is an “at will” Employee whose
employment may be terminated by the City without cause; and (2) there is no express or
implied promise made to Employee for any form of continued employment. This
Agreement is the sole and exclusive basis for an employment relationship between
Employee and the City.

c. Termination: The City may, at any time, terminate Employee with or without cause. If the
circumstances permit, the City will provide Employee with at least thirty (30) days’ notice of
the termination.

d. Wages, Hours and Working Conditions

i. Salary: Effective July 11, 2016 Employee’s base compensation will be base
compensation will be One Hundred Eleven Thousand Eight Hundred Dollars ($111,800)
per year. Employee’s salary will be reviewed approximately on or by the effective date
of this Agreement each year in conjunction with an annual performance evaluation.

ii. Work Day/Work Week: A normal workweek will be a total of forty (40) hours, with a
normal weekly schedule of four (4), ten(10)-hour days. The City Manager, at his/her
sole discretion may modify the normal work weekly schedule without an amendment to
this Agreement. Vacation, sick, holiday, administrative, and bereavement leaves will be
calculated consistent with the number of days in Employee’s normal workweek. If
Employee’s normal workweek is revised, leave accruals may be recalculated.

iii. Other Pay

1. Longevity Pay: Upon the eighth (8th) year anniversary date of employment with the
City, Employee shall be entitled to a five percent (5%) increase.

2. Retirement: Pursuant to the California State Legislature’s passage of the Public
Employees’ Pension Reform Act (“PEPRA”) in 2012, employees hired on or after
January 1, 2013 who are defined as “new members” in Government Code section
7522.04(f), shall receive the 2% at 62 pension benefit formula (as specified in
Government Code section 7522.20(a)). Effective July 1, 2013, new members subject
to the 2% at 62 formula shall contribute 50% of the total “normal cost” as defined in
Government Code section 7522.04(g). All applicable provisions of PEPRA shall apply
to this Agreement.

iv. Sick Leave:

1. Accruals – Employee shall accrue sick leave at ten (10) hours for each month of
service, assuming Employee’s typical work schedule is four (4), ten (10)-hour shifts
per week. Accumulation of sick leave shall be limited to sixteen hundred (1,600)
hours. To the extent provided by PERS regulations, any unused sick leave upon
retirement may be converted to years of service for PERS purposes.

2. Incentive – Employee’s use of sick leave within a calendar year (January to
December) may qualify for conversion of unused sick leave to annual leave, based
upon the following utilization schedule:

a. Usage of 0 – 10 hours: May convert up to forty (40) hours of existing balance.
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Employment Agreement: City of Cloverdale – Public Works Director Page 3

b. Greater than 10 and less than 20 hours: May convert up to twenty (20) hours of
existing balance.

c. 20+ hours: May not convert hours to annual leave.

v. Vacation Leave:

1. Accruals – Vacation time shall be accrued at twenty (20) days per year (7.69 hours
per pay period).

2. Accumulation – Employee shall be permitted to accumulate up to thirty-six (36) days
(360 hours) of vacation time.

3. Sell-back – Employee may sell back up to forty (40) hours per year, provided that,
after the sell-back, a balance of at least fifty (50) hours remains.

vi. Holiday Leave:

1. Observed Holidays – The City offices are closed on eleven (11) observed holidays
(see below). If Employee, by nature of the job, must work on a regularly scheduled
holiday, Employee may convert the holiday into a floating holiday to be used as
approved by the City Manager at Employee’s discretion within the current fiscal
year. If an observed holiday occurs on Employee’s regularly scheduled day off,
Employee will make every effort to take an alternate day off during the same
workweek. If this is not possible, the observed holiday will be converted into a
floating holiday, as defined in section 2 below.

Holiday Observance

New Year’s Day January 1 – Full Day

Martin Luther King, Jr. Day 3rd Monday in January – Full Day

President’s Day 3rd Monday in February – Full Day

Good Friday Varies by year (March/April) – Noon until
closing (Half-Day)

Memorial Day Last Monday in May – Full Day

Independence Day July 4 – Full Day

Labor Day 1st Monday in September – Full Day

Veteran’s Day November 11 – Full Day

Thanksgiving Day 4th Thursday in November (if 4th Thursday is the
last day of the month, Thanksgiving falls on
Nov. 23) – Full Day

Day after Thanksgiving Full Day

Christmas Day December 25 – Full Day

2. Floating Holidays – In addition to the observed holidays, Employee receives four (4)
floating holidays that are credited at the following times. Employee may use the
floating holidays at Employee’s discretion upon City Manager’s approval. Floating
Holidays may be banked for future use, or may be converted to a dollar value based
upon Employee’s then current hourly rate, and paid out on a regular payroll.
Employee may not carry more than eighty (80) hours of Floating Holiday time; hours
above this limit will be paid at the next regular payroll.
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Employment Agreement: City of Cloverdale – Public Works Director Page 4

Former Holiday Floating Holiday Accrual

Lincoln’s Birthday February 12 – Full Day

Admission Day September 9 – Full Day

Columbus Day 2nd Monday in October – Full Day

Floating Holiday Employee’s Discretion – Full Day

vii. Administrative Leave: Employee is exempt from the Fair Labor Standards Act (“FLSA”)
and is not eligible for overtime. Employee shall receive eight (8) days per year as
administrative leave. The City Manager may approve, at his or her discretion, requests
for additional leave.

viii. Bereavement Leave: Employee shall be allowed a leave of absence with full pay for
up to three (3) work days due to the death of a member of Employee’s immediate
family. The City Manager may grant up to three (3) additional work days’ leave. For
the purposes of this provision, immediate family shall include spouse, domestic
partner, child (including legally adopted child), parent, grandparent, grandchild, step-
parent, stepchild, sibling, step-sibling, uncle, aunt, nephew, niece, father-in-law,
mother-in-law, sister-in-law, brother-in-law, son-in-law or daughter-in-law of the
eligible employee. Requests for bereavement leave for persons not listed above may
be granted at the discretion of the City Manager or his/her designee.

ix. Insurance:

1. Health – The City shall pay health and welfare insurance coverage as provided to all
City employees through the Redwood Empire Municipal Insurance Fund, including,
but not limited to, vision care and dental care. Employee shall pay five percent (5%)
of the cost of the annual medical insurance premium.

2. Long-Term Disability – The City shall provide, at the City’s expense, a long-term
disability insurance benefit. Said Plan will provide a monthly benefit of sixty percent
(60%) of Employee’s base salary, up to Ten Thousand Dollars ($10,000) per month,
and will provide a ninety (90) day waiting period before benefits commence.

3. Life – The City shall provide, at the City’s expense, a term life insurance benefit to
Employee in the amount of One Hundred Thousand Dollars ($100,000).

x. Acting in Capacity: Employee may be called upon on an ad hoc basis to serve as Acting
City Manager in City Manager’s absence. If Employee is Acting City Manager for a
continued period for thirty (30) days or more, the City will pay Employee ten percent
(10%) incentive pay in addition to base salary on the regular work days during which
Employee is Acting City Manager.

xi. Mobile Phone Reimbursement: The City will reimburse Employee up to Fifty Dollars
($50) per month for his mobile phone monthly charges. Employee must submit all
appropriate forms to the Finance Manager for reimbursement.

xii. Relocation Expenses: The City will reimburse Employee up to Four Thousand One
Hundred Dollars ($4,100) for reasonable moving expenses for relocation costs and
storage required to relocate himself and his family to the City of Cloverdale or nearby
area. Employee shall submit receipt(s) to the City for reimbursement.
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e. Severance:

i. Employee is an at-will employee who shall serve at the pleasure of the City Manager.
The City Manager may terminate Employee’s employment at any time, for any reason or
no reason. Nothing in this Agreement is intended to, or does confer upon Employee any
property interest in continued employment. In the event termination occurs without
cause under this Agreement, the City agrees to pay Employee as severance payment of
three (3) months' base salary. Severance shall be paid in a lump sum. Employee shall
also be compensated for all earned vacation, holidays, and administrative leave accrued,
but not taken as of the effective date of the termination. This severance payment is
conditioned upon Employee executing a general release of all claims against the City
(including its present and former officers, officials, employees, agents, volunteers, and
insurers) in a form acceptable to the City. Employee shall not receive any severance if
he resigns, is terminated for cause, or if a waiver and release agreement, attached
hereto as Exhibit A, is not executed by the Parties.

ii. This provision does not confer any property rights on Employee, as he remains an at-will
employee. The phrase “termination for cause” only pertains to Employee’s eligibility for
severance as described in this Section. A “termination for cause” for purposes of
severance may include, but shall not be limited to, the following:

1. Violation of any policies or procedures;

2. Failure to properly perform assigned duties;

3. Theft of City property;

4. Insubordination;

5. Conviction of a felony or misdemeanor relating to Employee’s fitness to perform
assigned duties;

6. Unauthorized absence from employment;

7. Failure to maintain satisfactory working relationships with other employees or the
public;

8. Improper use of City funds;

9. Unauthorized use of City property;

10. Willful misconduct or malfeasance;

11. Any act of moral turpitude or dishonesty; and/or

12. Other failure of good behavior either during or outside of employment such that
Employee’s conduct causes discredit to the City.

iii. Pursuant to Government Code section 53243.2, any cash settlement related to the
termination of this Agreement received by Employee from the City shall be fully
reimbursed to the City if Employee is convicted of a crime involving an abuse of his
office or position as defined in California Government Code section 53243.4

iv. Abuse of Office: Government Code Sections 53243, 53243.1, 53243.2, and 53243.3 are
incorporated by this reference as if fully set forth herein.

Page 248



Employment Agreement: City of Cloverdale – Public Works Director Page 6

4. INDEMNIFICATION FOR ACTS OR OMISSIONS WITHIN THE SCOPE OF EMPLOYMENT.

The City shall provide for the defense of Employee in any action or proceeding alleging an act or
omission within the scope of Employee’s employment in accordance with California
Government Code sections 825, 995 et seq., and other applicable law. Notwithstanding
anything to the contrary in this Agreement, in accordance with California Government Code
section 825, subdivision (a), the City reserves the right to not pay any judgment, compromise or
settlement subject to that section until it is established that the injury arose out of an act or
omission occurring within the scope of Employee’s employment pursuant to this Agreement.
Further, notwithstanding anything to the contrary in this Agreement, the City reserves the right
to refuse to provide for the defense of Employee for the reasons set forth in California
Government Code section 995.2 or other applicable provisions of law. Any City funds provided
for the legal criminal defense of Employee shall be fully reimbursed in accordance with
California Government Code section 53243.1 if Employee is convicted of a crime involving an
abuse of his office or position as defined in California Government Code section 53243.4.

5. PROFESSIONAL DEVELOPMENT.

a. Professional Memberships – The City will pay the annual membership dues to mutually
agreed upon public works association(s), up to a maximum of One Thousand Dollars
($1,000) per year.

b. Certification/Continuing Education – The City will reimburse Employee up to a maximum of
Two Thousand Dollars ($2,000) per year for costs associated with coursework for
professional certifications such as P.E. or other relevant professional courses related to the
Public Works Director position. Proof of the successful completion of the course must be
provided in order to be eligible for reimbursement.

c. Professional Conferences – The City will pay up to a maximum of Two Thousand Dollars
($2,000) per year for attendance at one (1) annual conference related to the Public Works
Director position, including registration fees, travel, lodging and meals. With prior
supervisory approval, Employee may attend the conference on regular paid time. The City
will consider funding other proposals on a case-by-case basis.

Funding for the professional development provisions is subject to availability.

6. OTHER TERMS AND CONDITIONS OF EMPLOYMENT.

The City Manager, in consultation with Employee, shall fix any other terms and conditions of
employment, as may be determined from time to time, relating to the performance of
Employee, provided such terms and conditions are not inconsistent with provisions of this
Agreement or law, or otherwise defined in Chapter 2.08.090 of the Cloverdale Municipal Code.
Certain terms and conditions of employment are subject to approval by the City Council.

7. NOTICES.

Any notices required by this Agreement shall be in writing and either given in person or by first
class mail with the postage prepaid and addressed as follows:
TO CITY: City Manager

124 N. Cloverdale Blvd
P.O. Box 217
Cloverdale, CA 95425
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TO EMPLOYEE: Mark Rincon-Ibarra
319 W. Ortega St., Apt A
Santa Barbara, CA 93101

8. ENTIRE AGREEMENT.

This Agreement is the final expression of the complete agreement of the Parties with respect to
the matters specified herein, and supersedes all prior oral or written understandings. Except as
prescribed herein, this Agreement cannot be modified except by written mutual agreement
signed by the Parties.

9. ASSIGNMENT.

This Agreement is not assignable by either the City or Employee.

10. SEVERABILITY.

In the event that any provision of this Agreement is finally held or determined to be illegal or
void by a court having jurisdiction over the Parties, the remainder of this Agreement shall
remain in full force and effect unless the parts found to be void are wholly inseparable from the
remaining portion of this Agreement.

11. COUNTERPARTS.

This Agreement shall be executed simultaneously in three (3) counterparts, which shall be
identified by number, and each of which shall be deemed an original, but all of which together
shall constitute one (1) and the same instrument.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the City has caused this agreement to be signed and executed in its behalf by its
City Manager and duly attested by the Deputy City Clerk. It has also been executed by Employee.

Paul D. Cayler, City Manager
ATTEST:

Linda Moore, Deputy City Clerk Mark Rincon-Ibarra, Employee

APPROVED AS TO FORM
ON BEHALF OF THE CITY
OF CLOVERDALE

Jose M. Sanchez, City Attorney
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EXHIBIT A
Termination without Cause

Template of General Release of All Claims against City

RELEASE OF ALL CLAIMS

This Release of All Claims is entered into by [“NAME”] and the CITY OF CLOVERDALE (“CITY”) on
__________________.

RECITALS

WHEREAS, [NAME] is presently employed by CITY as its [TITLE], an at-will position, and may be
terminated by the CITY at any time with or without cause; and

WHEREAS, the CITY has decided to terminate the employment of [NAME], or [NAME] has
resigned [NAME]’s employment in lieu of termination, effective on ____________, 20__; and

WHEREAS, the provisions of the employment contract between the CITY and [NAME] provide for
payment of severance benefits in certain circumstances including [NAME]’s release of all claims against
CITY and CITY's present and former agents, servants, employees, officials and insurers; and

WHEREAS, the CITY is under no obligation to pay severance to [NAME] without [NAME]’s full
release of all claims against CITY and CITY's present and former agents, servants, employees, officials
and insurers;

WHEREAS, the CITY is willing to pay said severance benefits to [NAME] upon execution of this
release agreement by [NAME].

NOW THEREFORE, THE PARTIES AGREE, to enter into the following terms and agreements.

TERMS AND AGREEMENTS

1. [NAME] hereby resigns in lieu of termination (or is discharged), (herein referred to as
“termination”) from [NAME]’s position with the CITY effective __________, 20__.

2. For and in consideration of the terms herein described, [NAME] does hereby release and
forever discharge CITY and CITY's present and former officers, officials, employees, agents, volunteers
and insurers (herein referred to as "releasees") of and from all claims, demands, actions and causes of
action (herein referred to as “claims”) arising out of, or in any way connected with [NAME]’s
employment with the CITY or the termination of [NAME]’s employment.

3. It is understood and agreed that this is a full and final release of any and all claims
arising out of [NAME]’s employment with the CITY and termination of [NAME]’s employment, including
any and all potential claims. [NAME] agrees as further consideration and inducement for this
compromise settlement, to waive the provisions of the California Civil Code, Section 1542, which
provides as follows:
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"A general release does not extend to the claims which the creditor
does not know or suspect to exist in his favor at the time of executing
the release, which if known by him must have materially affected his
settlement with the debtor."

4. [NAME] recognizes the possibility that [NAME] may have sustained injuries or losses in
connection with [NAME]’s employment and/or termination which are not yet known, suspected or
anticipated. However, in consideration as described herein, [NAME] hereby releases the aforesaid
releasees of any and all claims based on such possible future developments.

5. [NAME] recognizes that this settlement is intended to, and warrants that it will, dispose
of all liability of releasees to [NAME], [NAME]’s heirs, assigns, and any other person or entity that might
now or in the future have a claim as a result of any injury to [NAME] as described in this release. Should
any further claims be made by any person or entity for which releasees might be liable, directly or
indirectly, [NAME] on behalf of [NAME] and [NAME]’s heirs and assigns agrees to and will hold harmless
and indemnify releasees of and from any and all liability for such claims, including all costs, expenses
and attorney's fees in defense of such claims.

6. This Agreement constitutes a comprehensive, general release of any and all claims
including, without limitation, Age Discrimination in Employment Act (“ADEA”) claims against releasees.
[NAME] understands and acknowledges that [NAME] has been given at least 21 days to consider this
release of claims under the ADEA, and that [NAME] expressly waives this 21 day notice provision.
[NAME] acknowledges that [NAME] has seven days from the date [NAME] executes this settlement
agreement to revoke this release under the ADEA; provided, however, that should [NAME] revoke this
release, CITY may in its sole discretion rescind this entire agreement and obtain all amounts paid
hereunder.

7. In exchange for the agreements and promises made in this agreement and release, CITY
will pay severance to [NAME] in the amounts and types described in the contract of employment
between the parties dated __________ __, 20__.

Dated: ___________ CITY OF CLOVERDALE

By
Mayor

Dated: ____________ [NAME]

_____________________________________

2668311.1
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Mark Rincon-Ibarra’s Biography

Mr. Mark Rincon-Ibarra is a graduate from the University of California, Berkeley, and is
a licensed civil engineer in the State of California. He has over 30 years of experience in
the municipal infrastructure field specializing in management of total project delivery
services, including planning, design, construction, commissioning, operations, and de-
commissioning. Mark has extensive experience in infrastructure rehabilitation and capital
improvement programs, including various construction delivery methods. He has been
responsible for a range of municipal water project studies, designs, tender packages, and
engineering services during construction. He directed design teams that were presented
with challenging technical and environmental issues to deliver results within allocated
time constraints, financial commitments and numerous construction issues. Mark’s
experience has been international and in the states of California, Indiana and North
Carolina.

His most recent experience includes owner’s engineer/owner’s agent (OE/OA) design-
build delivery for a groundwater storage system in Los Angeles County; utility
replacement (water/sewer) and street improvements design in Ventura County, sanitary
sewer collection system design in Santa Barbara, Reclaimed Water Distribution System
Design in Watsonville; Water Distribution System Planning in Monterey County; Water
Reservoir Design in Monterey County, and Water Distribution Design in San Luis
Obispo; Infiltration/Inflow Study & Remediation in Santa Barbara.

Mark has project experience in various national and international locations. These include
his tenure with an international firm in Australia. Just like the State of California, the
country suffers of critical water shortage requiring experience and vision. The most
effective project was capturing storm water, treating and injecting it into the groundwater
basin. The design also included a system to withdraw and treat the water to be distributed
to non-potable water users. The Honduras and Caribbean projects were based in San
Juan, Puerto Rico. In Puerto Rico, he participated in projects that called for federal, state
and municipal entities collaboration. One of his most successful projects required
negotiations between the state electric utility and the state water utility for accessing
water impounded by the electric utility.

Mark began his career at the East Bay Municipal Utility District. There he gained
significant knowledge and experience in planning, design and operations of a major
utility. As a utility representative he engaged in multiple interactions with the public, the
Board of Directors and neighboring utilities.

Mark is a native San Franciscan and is married to his wife of 25 years. He has always
served as a mentor to youth. This was demonstrated by having successfully implemented
a programs to guide high school students into engineering education throughout
universities in the United States.

He enjoys antique car shows, nature hikes, and training his pets. Mark enjoys domestic
and international trips exploring world cultures, fine arts and culinary treats. He has even
tried Korean beondegi or simply steamed silkworm pupae that is served as a popular
roadside-snack.
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City Council
Agenda Item Summary

Agenda Item:
Meeting Date:

19
June 28, 2016

Agenda Section

New Business

Staff Contact

Vanessa Apodaca, Interim City Engineer

Agenda Item Title

Resolution No. 057-2016 authorizing the City Manager to execute the Subdivision Completion Agreement for
Southcrest Acres Subdivision

Summary

In 2003, the Cloverdale Planning Commission approved a Tentative Map for the Southcrest Acres Subdivision, a
residential subdivision of 2.25 acres creating seven lots with a remainder parcel located between Cherry Creek
Road and Chablis Way. All conditions that were required to be completed prior to or in conjunction with
recordation of the Final Map had been completed to City staff’s satisfaction, including execution of a
Subdivision Improvement Agreement and posting sufficient surety to guarantee construction. Subsequently,
the map was recorded resulting in the subdivision of land.

Project improvement plans were approved in 2009 and construction of the subdivision improvements
commenced, including installation of sewer, water, storm drain, and private roadway infrastructure.
Improvements were never completed by the developer or the insurance company who took over the obligation
to construct the necessary improvements under a takeover agreement. As a result, the City received
$200,000.00 from a settlement with the insurance company.

It is staff’s understanding that City Council would like the proceeds of the settlement to go toward the
construction of improvements that affect surrounding residents. After subtraction of the balance due to the
City for the project, mediation and staff time costs, city attorney costs, and consultant city engineer costs, and
reserves for inspection and additional plan check costs, the amount of $64,435.16 is available for
reimbursement intended to go towards the improvements. This reimbursement is set forth in the attached
Subdivision Completion Agreement.

The Subdivision Completion Agreement and surety have been negotiated with the current property owner and
are in a format acceptable to staff.

Options

1. Adopt Resolution 057-2016 authorizing the City Manager to execute the Subdivision Completion
Agreement for Southcrest Acres Subdivision

2. Provide other direction to City staff

Budget/Financial Impact

N/A

Subcommittee Recommendation

N/A

Recommended Council Action

Adopt Resolution 057-2016, authorizing the City Manager to execute the Subdivision Completion Agreement
for Southcrest Acres Subdivision

Attachments:

Resolution and Subdivision Completion Agreement

Page 255



CITY OF CLOVERDALE
CITY COUNCIL

RESOLUTION NO. 057-2016
A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CLOVERDALE

AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER TO EXECUTE THE SUBDIVISION
COMPLETION AGREEMENT FOR SOUTHCREST ACRES

WHEREAS, Alexander Valley View Homes LP, applicant, submitted building
plans to construct seven new homes in the Southcrest Acres subdivision; and

WHEREAS, completion of subdivision improvements is necessary; and

WHEREAS, the applicant has signed the approved Subdivision Completion
Agreement and has posted sufficient surety guaranteeing the completion of the public
improvements.

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, determined and ordered by the City
Council of the City of Cloverdale as follows:

The City Council hereby authorizes the City Manager to sign and execute the Subdivision
Completion Agreement in a form approved by the City Attorney after all required bonds and
documentation is submitted by the applicant.

It is hereby certified that the foregoing Resolution No. 057-2016, was duly introduced and duly
adopted by the City Council of the City of Cloverdale at its regular meeting held on the 28th day
of June, 2016 by the following vote:

AYES:
NOES:
ABSENT:
ABSTAIN:

APPROVED: ATTESTED:

_____________________________ _____________________________
Marianne Brigham, Mayor Linda Moore, Deputy City Clerk
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City Council
Agenda Item Summary

Agenda Item:
Meeting Date:

20
June 28, 2016

Agenda Section

New Business

Staff Contact

Jose M. Sanchez, City Attorney

Paul Cayler, City Manager

Stephen Cramer, Chief of Police

Agenda Item Title

City Council Discussion Regarding Ballot Measure Options for Possible Commercial Marijuana Business tax.

Summary

At its regular Council Meeting of June 14, 2016, the City Council directed staff to return with information on
the procedure and deadlines to place a local marijuana business tax measure on the November ballot. If
Council desires to move forward with a tax measure, action would be required by the August 8th City Council
meeting.

New Regulations for Medical Marijuana Industry:
A package of three bills passed by the California Legislature in 2015 is bringing the marijuana industry out of
the shadows by creating a comprehensive regulatory structure. The Medical Marijuana Safety Act
(“MMRSA”) was created by AB 266, AB 243, and SB 643. Until the enactment of MMRSA, all marijuana
“businesses,” with the exception of cooperatives and collectives (dispensaries and their associated growers),
were illegal. MMRSA changes that by creating licensing categories for every aspect of the industry, including
cultivation, testing, distribution, and sales. It assigns various state agencies to oversee each facets of the
medical marijuana business. It also establishes a new regulatory agency, the Bureau of Medical Marijuana
Regulation (“BMMR”) within the Department of Consumer Affairs, to implement the licensing regulations. It
is anticipated that the regulations will be developed by January 1, 2018.

Possible Statewide Initiative to Legalize Recreational Marijuana:
In addition to new commercial regulations for medical marijuana, it is very likely that this November,
California voters will consider a statewide ballot initiative to legalize recreational marijuana sales and use for
adults 21 and older . If passed, the Adult Use of Marijuana Act would also create a licensing structure for the
industry and the State would tax retail sales of nonmedical marijuana at 15%. If this initiative were to pass,
any local tax would be in addition to these state taxes.

Information on Marijuana Taxes in California Cities:
In light of the changing landscape surrounding marijuana, numerous cities in California have enacted
marijuana business taxes in recent years. The City of Oakland was the first to tax marijuana in 2009.
Currently there are at least eighteen cities in the State with marijuana taxes on the books. Not all cities levy
the tax. For example, the cities of Albany and La Puente both have general taxes for marijuana businesses,
but do not allow dispensaries to locate in the cities and therefore, do not collect any tax revenues. Voters in
Davis recently passed a ballot measure allowing for a 10% tax on gross receipts of non-medical marijuana
businesses; the intent is for the tax to be levied if a statewide measure legalizing recreational marijuana sales
passes in November.

Some cities tax dispensary sales only, while others also tax cultivation operations. Some cultivation taxes are
based on square footage of an operation, while others tax a percentage of gross receipts. A tax measure
could be designed to cover all “marijuana business operations,” including dispensary sales, cultivation, and
even distribution, delivery, and testing businesses.
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Below is a sampling of a few commercial marijuana taxes in California cities.

City Tax Information Date Passed % of Yes Votes Est. Revenues

Alturas 10% of gross receipts/
general tax

June 2016 81% n/a

Sacramento 4% of gross receipts/
general tax

*City has 30-plus
dispensaries

November 2010 71% $2.86 million
*An attempt to pass
a special tax to
replace this general
tax failed at the June
2016 ballot

Shasta Lake 6% (initially) of gross
receipts, allows up to
10% / general tax

*City has 2
dispensaries

November 2014 73% $175,000-$200,000

Santa Cruz 7% (initially) of gross
receipts, allows up to
10% / general tax

*City has 2
dispensaries

November 2014 82% $150,000-$275,000

Palm Springs 10-15% of gross
receipts/ general tax

*City has an
estimated 6
dispensaries

November 2013 66% $1 million

Berkeley $25 per square foot
for first 3,000 square
feet @ nonprofit
collectives; $10 per
square foot after
3,000 square feet

November 2010 83% n/a

Desert Hot Springs 10% on proceeds
from dispensary sales

$25 per square foot
of cultivation up to
3,000 square feet,
then $10 per square
foot

November 2014 72% (dispensary
sales)

68% (cultivation
proceeds)

n/a

*City has approved
zoning for large
scale indoor
cultivation
operations that
could bring up to
$10 million in tax
revenues

Procedure to Place a Tax Measure on the Ballot:
The City Council may seek a general or special tax on marijuana businesses during the November 2016
election. A City Council resolution placing a tax measure on the November 2016 ballot must be passed no
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later than August 8, 2016 in order to meet County Elections Office deadlines.

A general tax must go before the voters during a regular municipal election (when City Council seats are up
for election), unless the City Council makes a unanimous emergency declaration that the tax is immediately
necessary to protect the public health, safety, or welfare. A general tax may be placed on the ballot by a
two-thirds vote of the City Council, and requires a simple majority vote of the electorate to pass. General tax
revenues are placed in the general fund and may be used for any legitimate government purpose. If the
Council does not place a general tax on marijuana businesses on the 2016 ballot, it is most likely that
November 2018 would be the next opportunity to do so.

A special tax may go on the ballot at any scheduled election. A majority vote of the City Council is required
to place a special tax on the ballot, and a two-thirds vote of the electorate is necessary for it to pass. Special
tax revenues are placed in a special fund and may only be expended for the purposes stated in the ballot
measure.

Components to Consider for a Commercial Marijuana Tax:
If Council is interested in placing a tax on the ballot, staff would like direction on the following components of
the tax:

► General or special tax?
► Tax rate? Most cities have enacted taxes ranging from 4 to 15%.
► Tax dispensary sales only?
► Or also tax cultivation, manufacturing, and/ or processing businesses?
► Tax medical marijuana businesses only, or include nonmedical (recreational) marijuana businesses in

case a statewide initiative passes and the City later allows for such businesses to operate in Cloverdale?

Options

1. Take no action.

2. Direct staff to prepare a resolution and related documents for an upcoming Council meeting to place a
general tax on commercial marijuana businesses on the November 2016 ballot. Direct staff on the
components listed above.

4. Direct staff to prepare a resolution and related documents for an upcoming Council meeting to place a
special tax on commercial marijuana businesses on the November 2016 ballot, and specify how such
revenues should be spent. Direct staff on the components listed above.

5. Provide Staff with other direction.

Budget/Financial Impact

Undetermined at this time

Recommended Council Action

Discuss the various options related to a marijuana business tax and direct staff accordingly.

2671396.2
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	Attachment 3 - Six Acres FAQ.pdf
	Water Related Concerns
	Q1: I thought that our water system has been in compliance for over 50 years and that our system has been conducting all required water quality testing.  It seems that as time has passed, new regulations and rules have required that there be a Mutual ...
	Q2. If Six Acres Water Company does not consolidate its water system with the City of Cloverdale’s water system, will it be the Six Acres Water Company homeowners’ responsibility to fix the system at their cost, including maintaining a mutual water co...

	COSTS
	Q3:  Who will pay for construction of the water & sewer lines if consolidation occurs?
	Q4:  How will the share of costs be determined? Will it be based on how far the residence is from the main water line or will it be a shared cost?

	ANNEXATION or OUTSIDE SERVICE AREA AUTHORIZATION
	Q5:  If Six Acres annexes with the City of Cloverdale will all homes be connected to the City of Cloverdale sewer?
	Q6: If annexation and consolidation occurs, will all Six Acres residences have the same services?  For example, if I want a water and sewer connection and my neighbor only wants water, is that an option?
	Q7: If annexation occurs, what type of zoning would apply to Six Acres?
	Q8: If annexation occurs what happens if my present use does not conform to City zoning?
	Q9: If Six Acres connects to City of Cloverdale water without annexation, would that restrict Six Acres homeowners ability to build on their properties?

	FUTURE DEVELOPMENT
	Q10:  Is the Six Acres Water Company - Cloverdale water consolidation related to the development of the vineyard property to the east of Six Acres?
	Q11: If Six Acres brings its water system up to meet Safe Drinking Water Standards would that eliminate any future possibility of City annexation?

	OTHER
	Q12:  What will be decided at the June 28th Cloverdale City Council meeting?
	Q13:  Does the City of Cloverdale have the water capacity to serve Six Acres?
	Q14:  Have other public water systems been contacted regarding consolidation in the Cloverdale area?
	Q15: Is the Six Acres consolidation being recommended so that "no islands" exist down to Asti?
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