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CITY OF RANCHO CORDOVA

a fresh take.
RANCHO CORDOVA

CALIFORNIA

CONCURRENT MEETING
CITY COUNCIL/SUCCESSOR AGENCY TO THE COMMUNITY REDEVELOPMENT
AGENCY (CRA)/RANCHO CORDOVA FINANCING CORPORATION (RCFC)

City Hall
2729 Prospect Park Drive, Rancho Cordova

Monday, March 19, 2018

5:30 PM - Regular Meeting
David B. Roberts Council Chambers

AGENDA
1. REGULAR MEETING - CALL TO ORDER / ROLL CALL

Council Members Gatewood, McGarvey, Sander, Terry and Mayor Budge.
The Clerk will announce the meetings video recording and playback schedules.
The Mayor will call on someone in attendance to lead the Pledge.

4. INVOCATION

The Mayor will call on someone in attendance to give the invocation.

5. PRESENTATIONS

5.1 Paul Shane, Chief Executive Officer of the California Council of the Blind, to Receive a
Proclamation in Recognition of Blind and Low Vision Awareness Week.

5.2 Presentation to Brennen Milton and Carlos McMillan Fuentes for their performance at
Carnegie Hall.



Rancho Cordova City Council/Successor Agency to the CRA/RCFC - AGENDA
Regular Meeting of Monday, March 19, 2018

5.3 2017 Fire and Weed Abatement Season Information and an Update of the City’s
Enhanced 2018 Weed Control Program.

5.4 Introduction of Rancho Cordova Police Department Lieutenant Orrlando Mayes by
Assistant Chief of Police Lieutenant Chad Lewis.

6. PUBLIC COMMENT

Citizens wishing to address the Council for any matter not on the agenda may do so at
this time by completing and submitting a Speaker Card to the City Clerk. For items on
the agenda, speakers will be called up to the podium by the Mayor at the point on the
agenda when the item will be heard. Speakers are encouraged to keep comments to
three minutes or less and to state name and community of residence.

Under the provisions of the California Government Code, the City Council is prohibited
from discussing or taking immediate action on any item not on the agenda unless it can

be demonstrated to be of an emergency nature or the need to take immediate action
arose after the posting of the agenda.

7. COUNCIL REPORTS
8. CITY MANAGER’S REPORT
9. CONSENT CALENDAR ITEMS - ROLL CALL VOTE

9.1 Subject: Meeting Minutes from March 5, 2018 Regular City Council Meeting.
Recommendation: Adopt Minutes.

9.2 Subject: 2017 General Plan Annual Report.
Recommendation: Receive the 2017 General Plan Annual Report as required by
State law.
Result of Recommended Action: By receiving this report, the City Council is
satisfying its obligation under State law. No further action is required on the part of the
City Council. The purpose of the report is to provide an annual accounting of
implementation of the City’s General Plan.
Staff Report: Elizabeth Sparkman, Interim Community Development Director.
Advances Goals: 1, 2, and 6.

9.3 Subject: Resolution Authorizing The City Manager To Execute Construction Contract
No. 01-2018 In An Amount Not To Exceed $5,180,440 with Robert A. Bothman
Construction For The Folsom Boulevard Streetscape Improvement Project - Phase 4.
Recommendation: Adopt Resolution No. 32-2018.

Result of Recommended Action: Adoption of Resolution 32-2018 will authorize the
City Manager to execute construction Contract No. 01-2018 with Robert A. Bothman
Construction in an amount not to exceed $5,180,440 for the Folsom Boulevard
Streetscape Improvement Project - Phase 4.

Staff Report: Albert Stricker, Public Works Director and Chris Boyer, Associate Civil
Engineer.

Advances Goals: 1, 2, and 5.

9.4 Subject: Approval of Council Member Appointments to Regional Boards,
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Rancho Cordova City Council/Successor Agency to the CRA/RCFC - AGENDA
Regular Meeting of Monday, March 19, 2018

Commissions, and Committees.

Recommendation: That Council confirms commitments to serve on other agency
boards, commissions, and committees.

Result of Recommended Action: The City Council will continue to serve in leadership
roles throughout the region. The City Clerk will notify each agency board, commission,
or committees of any changes or reappointments and will ensure that any necessary
Fair Political Practices Commission (FPPC) filings are completed.

Staff Report: Stacy Leitner, City Clerk.

Advances Goals: 1 and 5.

9.5 Subject: Resolution Increasing the Annual Stormwater Utility Fee for Fiscal Year 2018-
19.
Recommendation: Adopt Resolution No. 33-2018.
Result of Recommended Action: Adoption of this Resolution will apply an inflationary
adjustment to the Annual Stormwater Utility Fee increasing the rates by 2.9%. This fee
is applied in the new development areas of the City.
Staff Report: Elizabeth Sparkman, Interim Community Development Director.
Advances Goal: 5.

10. CONSENT PUBLIC HEARING ITEMS - ROLL CALL VOTE

10.1  Subject: Transition of Collection of Sacramento Regional Transit District Development
Impact Fee from the County to the City.
Recommendation: 1) Introduce and waive the first reading of Ordinance No. 5-2018;
2) Adopt Resolution No. 38-2018.
Result of Recommended Action: The recommended actions will result in the
collection of an existing Transit Fee by the City of Rancho Cordova upon the effective
date of the Ordinance. This is not a new fee, rather it is an existing development
impact fee that is currently collected on new development by the County of Sacramento
on behalf of Sacramento Regional Transit (SacRT) and will transition to be collected by
the City on behalf of SacRT instead. There is no financial impact to existing residents.
Staff Report: Elizabeth Sparkman, Interim Community Development Director.
Advances Goals: 2 and 5.

11. PUBLIC HEARING ITEMS

11.1  Subject: Introduction and First Reading of Ordinance 7-2018, an Ordinance Amending
Title 23 (Zoning Code) of the Rancho Cordova Municipal Code regarding Chapter
23.719 Parking and Loading and discussion and direction on a RV, boat and trailer
subcommittee.

Recommendation: 1) Introduce and waive first reading of Ordinance 7-2018; 2)
Provide direction to staff on a subcommittee to address issues identified with RVs,
boats and trailers parking in residential neighborhoods.

Result of Recommended Action: The Ordinance would return for a second reading
and adoption at the next regular City Council meeting. Approval of Ordinance 7-2018
would amend Title 23 (Zoning Code) of the Rancho Cordova Municipal Code regarding
Chapter 23.719 Parking and Loading. Specifically, the amendment would delete
language stating that an RV, boat or trailer could not be parked within the front and
street side yard setbacks. If they are directed to do so, staff will move forward with
formation of a subcommittee to address issues identified with RVs, boats and trailers
parked in residential neighborhoods.

Staff Report: Darcy Goulart, Principal Planner and Kerry Simpson, Neighborhood
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Rancho Cordova City Council/Successor Agency to the CRA/RCFC - AGENDA
Regular Meeting of Monday, March 19, 2018

Services Manager.
Advances Goals: 1 and 2.

12. REGULAR CALENDAR ITEMS

12.1 Subject: City of Rancho Cordova 2018 Communications Update.
Recommendation: Receive City communications update and discuss plans for 2018.
Result of Recommended Action: Council will receive an update regarding the 2017
City communications activities, as well as a high-level overview of what is planned for
2018. This will provide Council with an understanding of 2017 successes/insights and
an opportunity to discuss plans for 2018.
Staff Report: Maria Kniestedt, Communications & Public Affairs Director.
Advances Goals: 1, 2, 3, and 6.

13. COUNCIL REQUESTS FOR FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS

14. ADJOURNMENT
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Rancho Cordova City Council/Successor Agency to the CRA/RCFC - AGENDA
Regular Meeting of Monday, March 19, 2018

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION

UNLESS THE COUNCIL ADOPTS A MOTION TO EXTEND THE MEETING, ANY ITEM THAT IS
NOT INITIATED BEFORE 11:00 PM WILL BE CONTINUED TO THE NEXT DAY AT 5:30 PM OR
SCHEDULED ON THE NEXT REGULAR MEETING AGENDA OF THE COUNCIL.

Public documents related to items on the open session portion of this agenda, which are distributed to
the City Council less than 72 hours prior to the meeting, shall be available for public inspection at the
time the documents are distributed to the Council. Documents are available for inspection at the City
Clerk's office located in Rancho Cordova City Hall.

The agenda items are accessible on the City’s website at www.cityofranchocordova.org on Thursdays
or Fridays prior to the Regular City Council Meeting.

CITYWIDE GOALS - (Adopted March 27, 2012)

Promote the Positive Image of Rancho Cordova

Ensure a Safe, Inviting and Livable Community

PN~

Empower Responsible Citizenship

Establish Logical City Boundaries that Provide Regional Leadership and
Address Financial Challenges

5. | Ensure the Availability of the Best Public Services in the Region while
Practicing Sound Fiscal Management

6. | Drive Diverse Economic Opportunities

UPCOMING MEETINGS

Tuesday, March 27

5:30 PM Special Meeting/Work Session

Monday, April 2

4:00 PM Special Meeting/Study Session
5:30 PM Regular Meeting

Monday, April 16

CANCEL REGULAR MEETING

Tuesday, April 24

5:30 PM Special Meeting/Work Session

Monday, May 7

4:00 PM Special Meeting/Study Session
5:30 PM Regular Meeting

Tuesday, May 15

5:30 PM Special Meeting/Work Session

Monday, May 21

5:30 PM Regular Meeting

Tuesday, May 29

5:30 PM Special Meeting/Work Session - ONLY IF NEEDED

Monday, June 4

4:00 PM Special Meeting/Study Session
5:30 PM Regular Meeting

Monday, June 18

5:30 PM Regular Meeting

Tuesday, June 26

5:30 PM Special Meeting/Work Session

Monday, July 2

4:00 PM Special Meeting/Study Session
5:30 PM Regular Meeting

Monday, July 16

CANCEL REGULAR MEETING

Tuesday, July 31

CANCEL REGULAR MEETING

Monday, August 6

4:00 PM Special Meeting/Study Session
5:30 PM Regular Meeting

Tuesday, August 14

5:30 PM Special Meeting/Work Session

Monday, August 20

5:30 PM Regular Meeting

Tuesday, August 28

CANCEL WORK SESSION

Page 6 of 8




Rancho Cordova City Council/Successor Agency to the CRA/RCFC - AGENDA

Regular Meeting of Monday, March 19, 2018

UPCOMING MEETINGS

Tuesday, September 4

4:00 PM Special Meeting/Study Session
5:30 PM Regular Meeting (Tuesday due to Holiday)

Tuesday, September 11

5:30 PM Special Meeting/Work Session

Monday, September 17

5:30 PM Regular Meeting

Tuesday, September 25

CANCEL WORK SESSION

Monday, October 1

4:00 PM Special Meeting/Study Session
5:30 PM Regular Meeting

Tuesday, October 9

5:30 PM Special Meeting/Closed Session for City Manager
Evaluation

Monday, October 15

5:30 PM Regular Meeting

Tuesday, October 23

5:30 PM Special Meeting/Closed Session for City Manager
Evaluation — ONLY IF NEEDED

Tuesday, October 30

CANCEL WORK SESSION

Monday, November 5

4:00 PM Special Meeting/Study Session
5:30 PM Regular Meeting

Monday, November 19

5:30 PM Regular Meeting

Tuesday, November 27

5:30 PM Special Meeting/Work Session

Monday, December 3

4:00 PM Special Meeting/Study Session
5:30 PM Regular Meeting

Tuesday, December 11

5:30 PM Special Meeting/Work Session

Monday, December 17

5:30 PM Regular Meeting
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Rancho Cordova City Council/Successor Agency to the CRA/RCFC - AGENDA
Regular Meeting of Monday, March 19, 2018

If you have any technical questions related to the agenda items, please contact the appropriate
department as follows:

DEPARTMENTAL GENERAL TELEPHONE NUMBERS
Building and Safety Division (916) 851-8760
City Attorney’s Office (916) 556-1531
City Clerk’s Department (916) 851-8720
City Manager’s Office (916) 851-8800
Communications Department (916) 851-8791
Economic Development Department (916) 851-8780
Finance Department (916) 851-8730
Housing Division (916) 851-8784
Human Resources Department (916) 851-8740
IT Department (916) 851-8700
Neighborhood Services — Animal Services (916) 851-8770
Parks & Recreation (Cordova Recreation & Park District) (916) 362-1841
Planning Department (916) 851-8750
Public Works Department (916) 851-8710
Rancho Cordova Police Department (916) 875-9600
Redevelopment Department (916) 851-8780
Sac Metro Fire District (916) 859-4300

The Rancho Cordova City Council/Successor Agency to the CRA/RCFC will be videotaped in its
entirety and will be cablecast without interruption on Metro Cable 14, the Government Affairs
Channel on the Comcast, Consolidated Communications and AT&T U-Verse Systems. Closed
Captioning will be available on the playback cablecast. A VHS copy is available for check out
from any library branch, a DVD copy is available from the City Clerk’s Department, and a
webcast of this meeting will be available for viewing via video streaming from the City’s website
within 48 hours of adjournment of this meeting.

In compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act, if you need a disability-related
modification or accommodation, including auxiliary aids or services, to participate in this meeting,
please contact the City Clerk’s Office at (916) 851-8720 at least 48 hours prior to the meeting.

CERTIFICATION OF POSTING OF AGENDA

I, Stacy Leitner, City Clerk for the City of Rancho Cordova, declare that the foregoing agenda for
the Monday, March 19, 2018 Regular Meeting of the Rancho Cordova City Council/Successor
Agency to the CRA/RCFC was posted and available for review on March 15, 2018 at City Hall of
the City of Rancho Cordova, 2729 Prospect Park Drive, Rancho Cordova, California, 95670. The
agenda is also available on the city website at www.cityofranchocordova.org.

Signed at Rancho Cordova, California.

of, )

Stacy Leitner, City Clerk
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03-19-18 City Council Meeting
Item 5.2 Supplemental
PowerPoint Presentation

Congratulations to
Carlos & Brennen

AGENDA ITEM 5.2



03-19-18 City Council Meeting
Item 5.2 Supplemental
PowerPoint Presentation
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03-19-18 City Council Meeting
Item 5.3 Supplemental
PowerPoint Presentation

 fresh vake
RANCHO~-CORDOVA

CityOfRanchoCordova.org

Tonight’s Goals

* Update from Metro Fire on previous fire seasons
* Overview of 2017 successes

* Present enhanced 2018 Weed Control Program
and monitoring information

AGENDA ITEM 5.3



03-19-18 City Council Meeting
Item 5.3 Supplemental
PowerPoint Presentation

2017 Education and Outcomes

Process done in collaboration with Sacramento
Metro Fire

* Educational letters mailed to 254 vacant lot
property owners

* No Hearings requested

* Five Abatements performed

Follow up meetings with Sacramento Metro Fire to
discuss 2018 Weed Control Program enhancements

2
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03-19-18 City Council Meeting
Item 5.3 Supplemental
PowerPoint Presentation

PARCELS|GREATER'
1 ACRE = 43,560 SQUARE FEET

A firebreak thirty (30) feet in
width shall be maintained around
the perimeter of the property.
(Perimeter shall be disc or graded to
mineral and maintained)

Intersecting firebreaks sixty (60) feet i
in width shall divide the parcel into
four (4) approximately
eqgual sections.

Weed Control Partners

* Neighborhood Services

* Sacramento Metro Fire

* Public Works (Streets and Drainage)

* Facilities/City Staff for City-owned property

e Cordova Recreation and Parks District (CRPD)
* Regional Transit (RT)

3
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03-19-18 City Council Meeting
Item 5.3 Supplemental
PowerPoint Presentation
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03-19-18 City Council Meeting
Item 5.3 Supplemental
PowerPoint Presentation

2018 Weed Control Update

Questions?

5
AGENDA ITEM 5.3



Dear Property Owner,

In Spring 2018, the City will be visiting neighborhoods to ensure that weeds on properties
do not pose a fire threat and are in compliance with City ordinances. The purpose of this
letter and information packet is to educate you about the ordinance requirements, so you
will be in compliance when we visit parcels this spring.

Chapter 17.12 of the City of Rancho Cordova Municipal Code (RCMC) covers weed control
and, specifically, that every land owner is required to maintain a firebreak. While all lots are
required to be maintained throughout the year, the RCMC requires a firebreak during the
fire season that runs May through November of each year. Examples of required firebreaks
and a copy of RCMC Chapter 17.12 are enclosed.

The Following Summarizes the Process and Key Dates:

An initial inspection of the parcels will be performed in mid-April 2018.
For parcels not in compliance, an official Notice to Remove Weeds will be issued.

Owners of parcels not in compliance will have an opportunity to correct any issues
before follow-up inspections occur in May 2018.

If you need assistance locating a weed abatement contractor, options are on the
Sacramento Metropolitan Fire District’s website at www.metrofire.ca.gov.

If a parcel is not in compliance after the follow-up inspection, owners may be subject to
an infraction.

Thank you for maintaining your land, so it does not constitute a fire hazard. Please contact
us if you have any questions regarding this process.

Sincerely,
The Neighborhood Services Division
(916) 851-8770

a fresh take.
RANCHOQ-ZCORDOVYA

CALIFORNIA
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03-19-18 City Council Meeting

Any parcel adjacent to a residential or commercial %%?o%mlgmpmlsure
weeds are removed from fencing or property line with 30ft. fire5/¥8k.

PARCELSIONE
1 ACRE = 43,560 SQUARE FEET

Total Weed Abatement of
The Parcel Is Required

1 ACRE = 43,560 SQUARE FEET

A firebreak thirty (30) feet in
width shall be maintained around
the perimeter of the property.
(Perimeter shall be disc or graded to
mineral and maintained)

Intersecting firebreaks sixty (60) feet
in width shall divide the parcel into
four (4) approximately
equal sections.

PROPERTY,ZONEDIFOR

A firebreak thirty (30) feet in width

shall be maintained on agricultural

land that abuts structures, wooden
fences, roads, etc.

30’ WIDE

60’ 60’
WIDE WIDE

30’ WIDE

30’ WIDE

30’ WIDE
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2017 Rancho Cordova
Vegetation Fire Review

>
@
m
Z
o
>
|
m
=
o
w



€'G INI1I VANIOV




5 Year Summary

Number of Incidents
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2016/2017 Comparison

2017

10 Incidents 71 Incidents
17 Actual Fires 29 Actual Fires

12 cres Burned 114 Acres

€ Tlres between 1an7/
Acres
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5 Year District Wide

2017 - 1798 Acres Burned
2016 - 1634 Acres Burned
2015 - 1469 Acres Burned
2014 - 436 Acres Burned
2013 - 797 Acres Burned
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Fire Station Locations by Fire District
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Metro Fire

92 On Duty Personnel serve the
strict’s communities - 24 / 365

Ributine and Emergency Operations
are managed with five (5) Battalion

Callback of Staff or Person
needed
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Wildland Engine
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Wildland Engine =
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Station Profiles

%4 ‘;Station 08- Anatolia Station

Wlldland Engine
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AWITIFE

¥

§ 360 gallon water tank

§ 250' hoist line

§ Fire/Search and Rescue/EMS/Recon
missions
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@-% Community Programs

Community Services

v Establish CERT Team
Community Emergency Response Team

\% Dlsaster Prepared ness

v Community message signs

v Kids Fire Camp Program
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1 The Finance Section is established when the agencies
. involved in incident management activities reqmre(s)
finance and other administrative support services. The
Finance Section responsibilities include:

the coordination of payment for emergency supplies and
\se rvices,
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CONCURRENT MEETING
CITY COUNCIL/SUCCESSOR AGENCY TO THE COMMUNITY REDEVELOPMENT
AGENCY (CRA)/RANCHO CORDOVA FINANCING CORPORATION (RCFC)

City Hall
2729 Prospect Park Drive, Rancho Cordova

Monday, March 05, 2018

4:00 PM - Special Meeting

5:30 PM - Regular Meeting
David B. Roberts Council Chambers

Special Meeting/Work Session to Follow the Regular Meeting

DRAFT MINUTES
1. SPECIAL MEETING - CALL TO ORDER/ROLL CALL

Mayor Budge called the special meeting to order in the American River Community
Room at 4:09 PM.

Council Members Present: Gatewood, McGarvey, Sander, Terry, Budge.
Council Members Absent: None.

Staff Members Present: Abhar, Haven, Juran Leitner, Leonardich, Lindgren, Siren,
Sparkman, Stricker, Weber.

Mayor Budge adjourned the meeting to the David B. Roberts Council Chambers at
5:23 PM.

2. PUBLIC COMMENT

Mayor Budge opened the public comment period. There were no speakers. Mayor
Budge closed the public comment period.

3. SPECIAL MEETING ITEM

3.1 Subject: Discussion of Rancho Cordova Arts and Culture Programs.
Recommendation: Provide comment and direction to staff.

AGENDA ITEM 9.1
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Rancho Cordova City Council/Successor Agency to the CRA/RCFC - MINUTES
Special and Regular Meeting of Monday, March 05, 2018

Result of Recommended Action: City Council comment and direction will allow staff
to evaluate current City of Rancho Cordova programs that support the arts within the
community and develop options for new programs as directed by the City Council.

Staff Report: Megan Siren, Management Analyst and Paul Junker, Senior Project
Manager.

Advances Goals: 1, 2, and 6.

ACTION: Discussion item only, no action taken.

4,

5.

9.1

9.2

10.
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ADJOURNMENT OF SPECIAL MEETING
REGULAR MEETING - CALL TO ORDER/ROLL CALL

Mayor Budge called the regular meeting to order in the David B. Roberts Council
Chambers at 5:42 PM.

Council Members Present: Gatewood, McGarvey, Sander, Terry, Budge.

Council Members Absent: None.

Staff Members Present: ~ Abhar, Goulart, Haven, Heisler, Juran, Kniestedt, Leitner,
Leonardich, Lindgren, McCoy, Pittman, Simpson, Stricker,
Weber.

METRO CABLE TV TELEVISION ANNOUNCEMENT

The City Clerk read the meetings recordings and playback schedules.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

Paul T. Schubert, General Manager of Golden State Water Company led the pledge.

INVOCATION

Jeff Koons from River City Christian Church gave the invocation.

PRESENTATIONS

Water Purveyor Presentation Provided by Paul T. Schubert, General Manager of

Golden State Water Company and Evan Jacobs, Director of Regulatory Policy and

Case Management with California American Water.

Presentation of Proclamation to members of the Sacramento Regional Builders

Exchange and Women in Construction Committee recognizing March 4-10, 2018 as

Women in Construction (WIC) week, which is an annual celebration highlighting women

as a visible and critical component of the construction industry.

PUBLIC COMMENT

Mayor Budge opened the public comment period. There were no speakers. Mayor
Budge closed the public comment period.

AGENDA ITEM 9.1



Rancho Cordova City Council/Successor Agency to the CRA/RCFC - MINUTES
Special and Regular Meeting of Monday, March 05, 2018

1.

12.

13.

COUNCIL REPORTS

Council reported on events since the last meeting.
CITY MANAGER’S REPORT

City Manager Cyrus Abhar gave his report.

CONSENT CALENDAR ITEMS - ROLL CALL VOTE

Item 13.7 was pulled by Council Member Gatewood for separate discussion.

Council approved item 13.1 with the changes provided in the supplemental packet.

ACTION: Motion to approve items 13.1-13.6, 13.8, and 13.9 by Terry second by Sander;

Motion passed with a 5-0 vote.

ACTION: Motion to approve items 13.7 by Gatewood second by Sander; Motion passed with

13.1

13.2

13.3

13.4
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a 5-0 vote.

Subject: Meeting Minutes from the February 20, 2018 and February 27, 2018 Regular
and Special Meetings.
Recommendation: Adopt Minutes.

Subject: Employee Home Loan/Down Payment Assistance Program.
Recommendation: Adopt Resolution 35-2018 establishing an employee home loan
program for the purchase of a primary residence in the City of Rancho Cordova.

Result of Recommended Action: Adoption of Resolution 35-2018 will enable staff to
roll out the employee home loan program as a benefit to full time City employees.

Staff Report: Kim Juran-Karageorgiou, Administrative Services Director.

Advances Goals: 3 and 5.

Subject: Second Amendment to the Mather Veterans Village Phase 3 Disposition and
Development Agreement.

Recommendation: Adopt Resolution 34-2018.

Result of Recommended Action: Adoption of Resolution 34-2018 will allow the City
Manager to execute the Second Amendment to the Disposition and Development
Agreement (“DDA”) with Mercy Housing California (“Developer”) for the Mather
Veterans Village Phase 3 permanent supportive housing project (“Project”) revising the
timing of the reimbursement of City costs and updating the Approved Design Review
and Finance Plan exhibits.

Staff Report: Stefan Heisler, Reinvestment Analyst.

Advances Goals: 1, 2, 5, and 6.

Subject: Resolution Authorizing the City Manager to Execute a Contract with De Novo
Planning Group in an Amount Not to Exceed $170,954 for a Term of March 5, 2018 to
June 30, 2019, for the Preparation of an Environmental Impact Report for the Ranch
Development Project.

Recommendation: Adopt Resolution 36-2018.

Result of Recommended Action: Adoption of this Resolution will authorize the City
manager to execute a contract with De Novo Planning Group in an amount not to
exceed $170,954 for a term of March 5, 2018 to June 30, 2019, for the preparation of
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13.5

13.6

13.7

13.8

13.9
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an Environmental Impact Report for The Ranch development project.
Staff Report: Darcy Goulart, Principal Planner.
Advances Goal: 2.

Subject: Douglas Road 105, LLC Development Agreement Amendment.
Recommendation: Waive the second reading and adopt Ordinance 2-2018.

Result of Recommended Action: Adoption of Ordinance No. 2-2018 approves the
Second Amendment to the Development Agreement for the Douglas 98 Project.

Staff Report: Elizabeth Sparkman, Interim Community Development Director.
Advances Goals: 1, 2, and 6.

Subject: Rancho Cordova Zoning Map Amendment.

Recommendation: Waive the second reading and adopt Ordinance No. 3-2018.
Result of Recommended Action: Approval of Ordinance 3-2018 would amend the
Zoning Map to change the existing zoning of M-1 (Light Industrial/Manufacturing) to GC
(General Commercial) for consistency with the General Plan land use designation of
Commercial Mixed Use (CMU).

Staff Report: Darcy Goulart, Principal Planner.

Advances Goals: 1 and 6.

Subject: Ordinance 4-2018, an Ordinance Amending Title 23 (Zoning Code) of the
Rancho Cordova Municipal Code Regarding Specific Allowed Uses, Select Site
Planning and Development Standards, Specific Use Provisions, Parking, Signs and
Updated Definitions.

Recommendation: Waive the second reading and adopt Ordinance 4-2018.

Result of Recommended Action: Approval of Ordinance 4-2018 would amend
Rancho Cordova Municipal Code (RCMC) Title 23 Zoning Code, Articles 1
(Administration), 3 (Zoning Districts, Allowable Uses, and General Development
Standards), 7 (Site Planning and Development Standards), 9 (Specific Use Provisions),
and 11 (Definitions).

Staff Report: Darcy Goulart, Principal Planner.

Advances Goals: 1, 2, and 6.

Subject: Ordinance Amending Sections 10.50.010 and 10.50.020 of the Rancho
Cordova Municipal Code to Establish Radar Enforceable Speed Limits on the Roads
Listed in Ordinance 1-2018.

Recommendation: Waive the second reading and adopt Ordinance 1-2018.

Result of Recommended Action: Adoption of Ordinance No. 1-2018 will allow the
City of Rancho Cordova to establish radar enforceable speed limits on the roads listed
in the Ordinance.

Staff Report: Albert Stricker, Public Works Director and Zach Bosch, Associate Civil
Engineer.

Advances Goals: 1, 2, and 5.

Subject: A Resolution of the City Council of the City of Rancho Cordova Establishing a
Depository Relationship with American River Bank.

Recommendation: Adopt Resolution 39-2018.

Result of Recommended Action: Adoption of Resolution 39-2018 authorizes the City
Manager to execute the contract and any associated agreements between the City and
American River Bank to provide banking services consistent with the local banking
preference program.

Staff Report: Kim Juran-Karageorgiou, Administrative Services Director.
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14.

15.

16.

16.1

Advances Goals: 5.

CONSENT PUBLIC HEARING ITEMS - ROLL CALL VOTE
NONE.

PUBLIC HEARING ITEMS

NONE.

REGULAR CALENDAR ITEMS

Subject: Community Enhancement Fund Citizen Oversight Board Appointments.
Recommendation: The City Council interview, discuss, and select, by a majority vote
of the full City Council, five two-year term Board members and two one-year term at-
large student appointees to fill the new Community Enhancement Fund Citizen
Oversight Board.

Result of Recommended Action: The five Oversight Board members and up to two
at-large student appointees will be appointed to provide a review and audit of how tax
revenues from Measure H are spent by the City.

Staff Report: Kim Juran-Karageorgiou, Administrative Services Director and Stacy
Delaney, Community Enhancement Analyst.

Advances Goals: 3 and 5.

Council appointed the following applicants to the Community Enhancement Fund
Citizen Oversight Board:

» Mayor Budge appointed Nica Gauff

* Vice Mayor McGarvey appointed Lee Frechette

» Council Member Gatewood appointed Eunie Linden

* Council Member Sander appointed Patricia Medina

*  Council Member Terry appointed Andrew Carhart

» Council also appointed Mason Truijillo as the at large student employee

ACTION: Motion to approve by Terry second by Sander; Motion passed with a 5-0 vote.

16.2
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Subject: Discussion and Direction on potential development projects in the Bradshaw
Village Center and Villages of Zinfandel.

Recommendation: Receive report and direct staff on the proposed development
projects in the Bradshaw Village Center and Villages of Zinfandel.

Result of Recommended Action: No formal action is requested of Council at this
time. Council insight and/or direction to City staff on the proposed development projects
will assist the perspective applicants with a future submittal.

Staff Report: Darcy Goulart, Principal Planner

Advances Goals: 2 and 5.

Mayor Budge recused herself during the Bradshaw Village Center Discussion due to a
financial conflict of interest.

Bradshaw Village Center - Council is open being provided more information at a later
date.

Mayor Budge returned to the dias.
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Villages of Zinfandel - Council is open being provided more information at a later date.

ACTION: Discussion item only, no action taken.

16.3

Subject: Receive Technology Update Presentation and Adopt Resolution Authorizing
the City Manager to Execute a Contract with Tyler EnerGov Land Management and
Permitting System in an Amount Not to Exceed $1,555,435.

Recommendation: Receive Technology Update Presentation and Adopt Resolution
37-2018.

Result of Recommended Action: Adoption of Resolution 37-2018 will authorize the
City Manager to execute a contract with Tyler Technologies EnerGov Land
Management/Permitting System in an amount not to exceed $1,555,435 through June
30, 2022.

Staff Report: Kim Juran-Karageorgiou, Administrative Services Director and Rod Van
Buskirk, Business Systems Analyst.

Advances Goals: 1 and 5.

ACTION: Motion to approve by Gatewood second by Terry; Motion passed with a 5-0 vote.

16.4

Subject: Fiscal Year 2017-18 Mid-Year Financial Report.

Recommendation: Receive the 2017-18 Mid-Year Financial Report.

Result of Recommended Action: The Fiscal Year 2017-18 Mid-Year Financial Report
provides the City Council with the City’s financial performance as of the mid-year point
for the current fiscal year.

Staff Report: Kim Juran-Karageorgiou, Administrative Services Director.

Advances Goal: 5.

ACTION: Receive and file only, no action taken.

17.

18.

COUNCIL REQUESTS FOR FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS

Mayor Budge provided a chart of current boards and commissions appointments.
Requested that Council Members review and provide feedback to the City Clerk or
herself to discuss at a future meeting.

ADJOURNMENT

Mayor Budge adjourned the meeting at 8:24 PM in memory of Tom Rosenberg.

Stacy Leitner, City Clerk

Page 6 of 6
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I MEMORANDUM

DATE: March 19, 2018 a fresh take. I
RANCHOCORDOVA

CALIFORNIA

TO: Honorable Mayor and Council Members
FROM: Elizabeth Sparkman, Interim Community Development Director

SUBJECT: 2017 GENERAL PLAN ANNUAL REPORT

RECOMMENDATION

Receive the 2017 General Plan Annual Report as required by State law.

RESULT OF RECOMMENDED ACTION

By receiving this report, the City Council is satisfying its obligation under State law. No further
action is required on the part of the City Council. The purpose of the report is to provide an
annual accounting of implementation of the City’s General Plan.

BACKGROUND

State law requires that the City complete an annual review of the General Plan by April 1% of
each year, covering the previous calendar year. The purpose of the review is to:

» Identify compliance with the State General Plan Guidelines;
» |dentify status of the General Plan and the process towards its implementation;

» Describe the City’s progress in meeting its Regional Housings Needs Allocation (related
to areas zoned to allow for affordable housing); and

» Describe progress in addressing/removing governmental constraints to the maintenance,
improvement, and development of housing.

Further, State law requires that the City submit the report to the Office of Planning and
Research (OPR) and the department of Housing and Community Development (HCD).
Completion of the report may make the City eligible for various State grants and other
programs.

The 2017 annual report covers the calendar year (Planning Year) 2017 (January 1 to December
31). As in previous reports, staff has included a summary outlining the major accomplishments
of the City in 2017 related to General Plan implementation. The Report also includes
information on the status of residential construction compared to the City’s obligation under the
current Regional Housing Needs Plan/Regional Housing Needs Assessment. The tables are
used to collect and report this data are required by HCD.

The annual report can be used as a guide for development of the 2018-2019 fiscal budget for
the City, helping departments plan their budgets with General Plan implementation in mind.

City Council Staff Report 10f2 2017 General Plan Annual Report
March 19, 2018
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FISCAL IMPACTS

The City anticipates that this annual update will result in a minimal fiscal impact as the
accomplishments are a balance of quality of living improvements, internal infrastructure
improvements, staff training, and revenue generating projects.

ANALYSIS

As indicated in previous reports, staff identified a concern that the actions of the General Plan
may not be accurately programmed as they relate to implementation. In an effort to keep the
General Plan current and ensure it remains a useful document that sets the policy direction for
the City, staff had previously recommended that a more detailed analysis of the General Plan
actions be undertaken. This analysis would re-program, as appropriate, some of the General
Plan action items to (1) departments that are more appropriate for leading the work effort and
(2) realign the timing of the actions in keeping with Council-identified priorities. This effort could
also serve as an opportunity to drop actions that are no longer necessary or appropriate for
Rancho Cordova and create new ones that are. Completion of this task would result in a
General Plan amendment to the Implementation Element. This effort was not programmed into
previous year’s work plans for budget reasons. Following completion of the 2017 review, staff is
again recommending that this effort be undertaken.

ATTACHMENTS

1. 2017 General Plan and Housing Element Annual Report.
2. General Plan Implementation Action Table 2017.
3. Housing Element Status Update 2017.

City Council Staff Report 20f2 2017 General Plan Annual Report
March 19, 2018
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CITY OF RANCHO CORDOVA
2017 GENERAL PLAN ANNUAL REPORT

PREPARED BY THE PLANNING DEPARTMENT
COMPLETED MARCH 2018

CITY COUNCIL

Linda Budge, Mayor
Robert McGarvey, Vice-Mayor
Garrett Gatewood, Council Member
David Sander, Council Member
Donald Terry, Council Member
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INTRODUCTION
PURPOSE OF THE ANNUAL REPORT

California law requires each city to adopt a comprehensive, long-term General Plan to guide the physical
development of the incorporated city and land outside city boundaties that bears a relationship to its planning
activities. The General Plan serves as a blueprint for future growth and development; the blueprint to “Build
a City.” As such, the plan contains policies and programs designed to provide decision makers with a solid

foundation for land use and development decisions.

State law further requires the City to complete an Annual Report by April of each calendar year and submit
the report to the Office of Planning and Research and the Department of Housing and Community

Development. This report must:

Identify compliance with the State General Plan Guidelines;
Identify status of the General Plan and the process towards its implementation;

Describe the City’s progress in meeting its Regional Housings Needs Allocation; and

YV V VYV

Describe progress in addressing/removing governmental constraints to the maintenance,

improvement, and development of housing.

State law requires that the General Plan Annual Report be complete and submitted to the State by April 15t of
each year. The report covers the previous calendar year for which it is being completed. This Annual Report

looks at the City’s progress towards implementing its General Plan during the 2017 planning period.
RECOMMENDATIONS

It is recommended that the City update the Implementation Matrix in the General Plan by adjusting timing,
responsible parties, and establishing new action items, as appropriate, during the 2018 Planning Year. This
action will require amendment of the General Plan and will help ensure that the goals and policies of the Plan
are being achieved by keeping the Plan current. Funding for this task should be included in the 2018-2019
fiscal year budget for all departments.

Tracking the implementation of the General Plan is paramount in achieving the vision of the City that the
General Plan establishes, and providing this information in a transparent report holds the City accountable to

the public for the promises and goals it has set.

This document will provide a status update for major City accomplishments and housing element action
items for the 2017 Calendar year. This document will be reviewed for adoption by the City of Rancho
Cordova City Council on March 19, 2018 to adhere to the state required due date of April 1, 2018
(Government Code Section 65400(a)(2)).
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A copy of the current Implementation Element has been included with this report to indicate the status of all

General Plan policies. This included the Implementation plan for the 2013-2021 Housing Element Update.

ADMINISTRATION AND STATUS OF THE
GENERAL PLAN

Upon incorporation in July 2003, the City adopted the Sacramento County General Plan. Soon thereafter,
the City embarked on an intensive process of crafting the first General Plan for the City. The resulting plan
was adopted on June 26, 2006. More than 50 workshops, stakeholder meetings, study sessions, and public
hearings were held to understand the vision and desires for Rancho Cordova and to develop the blueprint to
build the future City.

The General Plan for Rancho Cordova includes not only the seven mandated elements of a General Plan as
required by State law (land use, circulation, housing, noise, safety, conservation, and open space) but
additional topics of special and unique concern to the community, including urban design, economic
development, air quality, historic and cultural resources, and infrastructure, services, and finance. As the basis
for local government decision-making, the plan includes goals and policies by which projects are analyzed

against and actions to be taken by the City necessary to achieving the overall vision for the community.
DEPARTMENTAL RESPONSIBILITIES

Implementation of the General Plan is the responsibility of the numerous departments and teams in the City.
Each action item identified in the General Plan has been tasked to one or more City departments. The
General Plan includes an Implementation Matrix that lists each of the action items in the plan and identifies
the responsible agency, timing, and funding source for each action. City departments responsible for

implementation of the General Plan include the:

City Manager’s Office;

Planning Department;

Building Department;

Public Works Department;

Finance Department;

Economic Development Department;
Redevelopment Agency;

Housing and Neighborhood Services Department;
City Public Information Officer; and

Police Department.

Public Information Office

Other Agencies/Committees to be established by the Council

VVVVYYVYVYVYVYVYYVYYVY
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There are several other governmental agencies that provide services within the City’s corporate boundary.
While these agencies are not part of the City’s operational structure and not directly responsible for
implementation of the General Plan, the City does coordinate its activities with these other agencies and relies
upon their assistance for full implementation of the General Plan. These additional agencies include, but are

not limited to, the:

Sacramento Metropolitan Fire District;
Cordova Recreation and Parks District;
Folsom-Cordova Unified School District; and
Elk Grove Unified School District.’

AMENDMENTS TO THE GENERAL PLAN

State law allows the City to amend any of its mandated elements of General Plan up to than four times per
calendar year. Amendments may be proposed and acted upon at any time during the year and one action may
include multiple amendments. Any changes to the General Plan require public hearings by the City Council

and evaluation of the environmental impacts as required by the California Environmental Quality Act.

As of March 2018, there were no General Plan Amendments that occurred in 2017. The Housing Element
was updated and adopted by the City of Rancho Cordova City Council at the end of 2013 and certified by the
State of California Department of Housing and Community Development (HCD) in the beginning of 2014.
This 2014 update satisfies the legally mandated update to reflect the 2014-2022 Regional Housing Needs

Allocation.

This annual report includes the General Plan and Housing Element reports as required by State law.
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GENERAL PLAN ELEMENTS AND
IMPLEMENTATION PROGRESS

ELEMENT SUMMARY

The General Plan for Rancho Cordova includes twelve elements that cover a variety of topics as provided for
in State law. Table 1 lists these elements and shows how they relate to the State requirements (State General
Plan Guidelines). The contents of these elements are summarized below. The contents of the General Plan

are consistent with the latest edition of the State General Plan Guidelines for content and scope.

TABLE 1
ELEMENTS OF THE GENERAL PLAN AND RELATIONSHIP TO
STATE LAW

Topics Required by State Law

Optional
Circulation Housing Conservation E)p o Noise Safety Topic
© Space ?
Land Use X (@] (@]
Urban Design @] X
o
£ Economic Development @) X
5 Housing X
3}
Ol Circulation X
<
_é Open Space, Parks, and o X
S ‘Trails
©
;; Ir.lfrastructure, Setvices, and o X
=8 Finance
P
ij Natural Resources (@] X
é Cultural and Historic o X
5B Recsources
g
ED Safety @] X
Air Quality O O X
Noise @] @] X

Notes:
X - Indicates that this element directly addresses the State required topic
O - Indicates that information in this element is related to the State required topic

Section 1-Intorduction

This section contains general history and background into the City, but does not contain action programs that

require annual monitoring.
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Section 2-Land Use Element

The Land Use Element provides the central framework for the General Plan and serves as a compass to
guide planners, the general public, and decision makers on the desired pattern of development in Rancho
Cordova. It describes both existing and future land use activity, the latter of which was designed to achieve
the City’s long-range goals for physical development. This Element also identifies the distribution, location,
and intensity of all land uses types throughout the City. Text, maps, and diagrams establish the blueprint for
future land uses within the City and describe how these uses are integrated with the other General Plan

elements and policies.
Section 3-Urban Design Element

The Urban Design Element provides policies and design concepts relating to the form and character of new
private development and public improvements, along with focused plans for areas of the City in need of
special design attention. The Element also includes policies and implementation programs aimed at creating

Rancho Cordova as a unique place with a strong, memorable character.
Section 4-Economic Development Element

The Economic Development Element attempts to identify the City’s strengths and weaknesses as it seeks to
provide a full range of employment, housing, retail/service, and entertainment option to residents. The
Element establishes goals, policies, and actions to improve the City’s prosperity, maintain regional
competitiveness, ensure accessibility to assets, market the City, and, perhaps most importantly, set fair and
equitable rules for development. This Element is also intended to create wealth for the citizens of Rancho
Cordova by providing opportunities to increase property values, fully utilize their properties, offer continuing

education opportunities, and support entrepreneurship.
Section 5-Housing Element

The purpose of the Housing Element is to identify housing solutions that solve local housing problems and
to meet or exceed the regional housing needs allocation. The City recognizes that housing is a need that is
met through many resources and interest groups. This Element establishes the local goals, policies, and
actions (programs) the City will implement and/or facilitate to solve our identified housing issues.

Section 6-Circulation Element

The Circulation Element describes existing and future transportation conditions and systems. The Element
establishes goals, policies, and actions that will guide the City’s circulation system, including the roadway
network, transit facilities and services, and bicycle and pedestrian facilities. The text, maps, and diagrams are

a basis for the development of the City’s transportation network.
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Section 7-Open Space, Parks, and Trails Element

The Open Space, Parks, and Trails Element identifies the need to maintain existing open space and natural
recreational areas, as well as to create additional areas for the enjoyment of residents and the protection of the
environment. The goals, policies, and actions provided are intended to achieve the City’s vision of open
spaces that are accessible to all members of the community. This Element establishes a policy framework

and action program for the improvement, expansion, and maintenance of the City’s open space.
Section 8-Infrastructure, Services, and Finance Element

This Element seeks to identify the ideal level and type of infrastructure and service provision necessary to
achieving the goal of becoming a first-rate city. It also explores possible mechanisms to finance infrastructure
and service improvements. The goals, polices, and actions contained in the Element set forth methods for

ensuring that Rancho Cordova provide the highest service levels possible.
Section 9-Natural Resources Element

The Natural Resources Element identifies the ways in which Rancho Cordova will protect, maintain, and
enhance its natural resources for the betterment of current residents and future generations. It also attempts
to balance the present needs of resource users with the need for resource conservation for the common good.
The goals, policies, and actions in this Element will foster the preservation of Rancho Cordova’s many

valuable natural resources, including wildlife, habitat, water resources, soils, and mineral resources.
Section 10-Cultural and Historic Resources Element

The Cultural and Historic Resources Element seeks to identify and protect locally important sites, buildings,
and memorabilia that reflect the history of the community. It also seeks to honor the people of Rancho
Cordova by promoting the inclusion of cultural arts into the fabric of the community as a component that
contributes to the overall quality of life for residents, workers, and visitors. The Element provides goals,
policies, and actions designed recognize and preserve the history of the area and celebrate the diversity of the
City’s population.

Section 11-Safety Element

The Safety Element seeks to recognize and remedy both present and anticipated concerns about the on-going
well being of City residents, employees, and visitors. The goals, policies, and actions identify viable solutions
to minimize the potential risk of death, injuries, property damage, and economic hardship and social
displacement resulting from fires, floods, earthquakes, landslides, and other hazards. Additionally, this
Element addresses safety and hazards related to airport land use, groundwater contamination, traffic and
pedestrian accidents at interfaces with rail lines, the potential release of hazardous materials into the

community, and general issues related to police and fire protection services.
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Section 12-Air Quality Element

The Air Quality Element establishes a framework for how the City will improve air quality in the Planning
Area and work with other communities in the region and the Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality
Management District (SMAQMD) to improve air quality in the Sacramento Valley Air Basin. This Element
also underscores the effects that land use patterns and the resulting transportation behavior have on air
quality. The goals, policies, and actions outlined in this Element focus on improving air quality through
embracing regional coordination, “smart growth” land use concepts, transportation demand management,

energy conservation, cleaner industries and vehicles, and public education.

Section 13-Noise Element

The goal of the Noise Element is to identify the major sources of noise within the City and discuss the City’s
role in ensuring comfortable and safe noise levels throughout the community. The goals, policies, and actions
provided will, when implemented, improve the noise environment in the Planning Area.

Section 14-Implementation Element

This section contains a complete list of the action programs contained within each element. The

implementation element was intending to assist staff in the monitoring the progress of those programs.
STATUS OF IMPLEMENTATION ACTIONS OF THE GENERAL PLAN
Attached with this report is the 2017 Implementation Element progress assessment. While some of the

programs have been complete or remain incomplete, a majority of the programs within the General Plan

remain active and ongoing.
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REGIONAL HOUSING NEEDS AND REMOVAL OF
GOVERNMENTAL CONSTRAINTS TO HOUSING

In an effort to address state-wide housing needs, the State of California requires regions to address housing
issues and needs based on future growth projections for the area. The Department of Housing and
Community Development (HCD) allocates regional housing needs numbers to regional councils of
governments throughout the state. The Regional Housing Needs Plan (RHNP) for the Sacramento area is
developed by the Sacramento Area Council of Governments (SACOG), and allocates to cities and the
unincorporated counties their “fair share” of the region’s projected housing needs, or the Regional Housing
Needs Allocation (RHNA). The needs plan allocation is based on household income groupings over the
planning period.

The intent of the RHNP is to ensure that local jurisdictions address not only the needs of their immediate
areas but also fill the housing needs for the entire region. Additionally, a major goal of the RHNP is to assure
that every community provides an opportunity for a mix of affordable housing to all economic segments of
its population. State law requires that the City identify its progress in meeting its share of the regional
housing needs allocation and identify local efforts to remove governmental constraints to housing. The City’s
General Plan Housing Element identifies solutions to meeting these objectives and reflects the 2014-2022
Regional Needs Plan and Regional Housing Needs Allocation for the Sacramento region.

2014-2022 REGIONAL HOUSING NEEDS PLAN

The Sacramento Area Council of Governments (SACOG), along with the City and the other jurisdictions in
the region, has prepared a new Regional Housing Needs Plan (RHNP) for the 2014-2022 planning period.
The 2014-2022 RHNP for the Sacramento region identified a total of dwelling units as the City’s “fair share”
of the regional needs total. Table 2 identifies the breakdown of this number for each of the four income
categories covered by the RNHP for the City.

10
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TABLE 2
CiTy oF RANCHO CORDOVA
SHARE OF THE REGIONAL NEEDS ALLOCATION
FOR 2014-2022

Income 2014-2022
Group RHNA
Extremely Low 770 units
Very Low 770 units
Low 1,079 units
Moderate 1,303 units
Above Moderate 3,087 units
Total 7,008 units

Source: SACOG, Regional Housing Needs Plan_for Sacramento Connty; City of Rancho Cordova.

The RHNP and RHNA only require the City to provide a suitable amount of land needed to build the
number of units allocated to the City under the RHNA. The Housing Element was updated and certified by
HCD at the beginning of 2014 to reflect the 2014-2022 RHNA.

Table 3 summarizes the number of units permitted in the City in 2017 by income category and dwelling type.
Table 4 summarizes the cumulative total number of units permitted in the City during the current RHNP
planning period. All numbers are based on issuance of building permits from January 1 to December 31 of
the given year.

11
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TABLE 3
ANNUAL BUILDING ACTIVITY REPORT SUMMARY
NEwW CONSTRUCTION
VERY Low-, Low-, AND MIXED-INCOME MULTIFAMILY
PROJECTS

Housing
without

Housing Development Information

Restrictions

} T Affordability by Household Incomes Total Ak
Project Unit Units Bst. # Programs Deed
i Vi Ab i
Gty Category ~ R=Renter ey Low- Moderate- ove per Inf{]l for Each Regtr1cted
Low- Moderate- . Units* Units
O=0Owner Income Income Project Development
Income Income
North SF o) 36 04 130 0 Sale Price
Douglas
Anatolia SF O 1 13 14 0 Sale Price
Sale Price
Capital
Village SF (@] 73 0 73 0
Bridgeway
Square 5+ R 199 199 199
Apts
Mather
Veterans TCAC,
Village S R 50 50 20 \HP, HTF
Phase 3
0 0 0
Total of Moderate and Above Moderate from Table 5
Total by income 50 110 306 466 249

Total Extremely Low-Income Units

*Building permits issued from January 1, 2017 to December 31, 2017. New permits include 216 single family detached homes.

12
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ATTACHMENT 1

2017 GENERAL PLAN ANNUAL REPORT

TABLE 4
ANNUAL BUILDING ACTIVITY REPORT SUMMARY - UNITS
REHABILITATED, PRESERVED AND ACQUIRED PURSUANT TO GC
8§65583.1(c)(1)

Affordability by Household Incomes

Description of Activity

N Extremely Low Including Housing
Activity Type Very Low . i o =
c Income ’ Low Income Total Units Element Program
Income - °
Reference
Rehgl;uhtatlon 0 0 0 0
Activity
Preservation of
Units At-Risk 0 0 0 0
Acquisition 0 0 0 0
Total Units by 0 0 0 0
Income
13
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2017 GENERAL PLAN ANNUAL REPORT

Single

2-4 Units

TABLE 5
ANNUAL BUILDING ACTIVITY REPORT SUMMARY FOR ABOVE
MODERATE-INCOME UNITS (NOT INCLUDING THOSE REPORTED
IN TABLE 3)

5+ Units

Second Unit

Mobile

Number of

No. of Units
Permitted for
Moderate
No. of Units
Permitted for
Above
Moderate

Family

14

Homes

Infill Units

AGENDA ITEM 9.2
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2017 GENERAL PLAN ANNUAL REPORT

TABLE 6
REGIONAL HOUSING NEEDS ALLOCATION PROGRESS

2015 2016 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 ‘Total
Unit Total
RHNA 21 S Remaining
Allocation Year Year Year Year Year Year Year RHNA by
Income Level ) , ) Date ’
by Income 2 3 Z ) 6 7 8 ) Income
) (All
Level A Level
pETD)
RD:set(riicted = =
Very Low Non-Deed 1,540 1,490
Restricted
Deed
Restricted
Low Non-Deed 1,079 1,079
Restricted
Deed
Moderate liGitases) 1,303 1,193
Non-Deed
. 110 110
Restricted
Above Moderate 3,087 331 402 330 306 1170 1718
Total RHNA by COG 7,009
Total Units 331 402 330 466 1330
Remaining Need for RHNA Period 5480

15
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2017 GENERAL PLAN ANNUAL REPORT

TABLE 7
RHNA ANALYSIS

EL/VL/L M
2,618 1,303
Vacant Infill

Sunrise North 20
Mather RDA 241 45

Folsom Boulevard 357
Countryside/Lincoln Village 95
Williamson Ranch 34
Annexation Sites 425 101
Bradshaw and Highway 50 29

Under-Utilized Infill

Town Center TOD 218
Folsom Boulevard New Markets 124
Mather RDA 160
Greenfield
Capitol Village SPA 461
Villages of Zinfandel SPA 368 275
SunCreek SP 725 82 581
Rio Del Oro 5P 312 648 816
The Ranch @ Sunridge 80 120
Sunridge Park 78
Anatoha I1 66 170
Anatoha 111 286
Anatolia IV 203
Montelena 66 655
Sunridge Lot | 5 179
Douglas 103 43 51
Douglas 98 280
North Douglas 62 603

Pending Projects

Horizons (@ New Rancho 48
Total 2,920 2573 3,649
Surplus/(Shortfall) 302 1,270 562
16
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2017 GENERAL PLAN ANNUAL REPORT

TABLE 8
QUANTIFIED OBJECTIVES

Extremely Very Low- Moderate-

Action Item Low- Low- Total

Income Income
Income Income

New Construction Units
City’s RHNA

770 770 1,079 1,303 3921

770 770 1,079 1,303 3,921
Owner Occupied Housin
Rchabdit:itiur? ¢ i e Y Gl
Subtotal 40 40 0 80!

7 -- il
Subtotal n - !
Total 770 881 1,119 1,303 4,072
Source: City of Rancho Cordora
This mumber incledes Honsing Rehabilktation 1 aans and Emergency Repair Loans.

REMOVAL OF GOVERNMENTAL CONSTRAINTS TO HOUSING

The Housing Needs Assessment of the General Plan states that the development standards for residential
development in the City do not constrain the development of new housing or affordable housing. It identifies
significant constraints as generally being non-governmental, including high land and construction costs, lack
of gap funding for affordable projects, and a vatiety of other market factors. The Citywide Zoning Code
includes land use districts, regulations, and standards that allow for alternative housing products at higher
densities and facilitate the provision of live-work units and mixed use developments. Further, the Citywide
Design Guidelines, adopted in 2005, do not pose a constraint on the development of housing, as they

represent the City’s guiding policies and expectations for quality development.

17
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ANNUAL ELEMENT PROGRESS REPORT
Housing Element Implementation
(CCR Title 25 §6202)

Jurisdiction City of Rancho Cordova

Reporting Period 1/1/2017

- Dec 31. 2017

Table A

Annual Building Activity Report Summary - New Construction
Very Low-, Low-, and Mixed-Income Multifamily Projects

ATTACHMENT 1

page 1 of 5

Housing Development Information

Housing with Financial Assistance
and/or
Deed Restrictions

Housing without
Financial Assistance
or Deed Restrictions

1 2 3 4 5 5a 6 7 8
Affordability by Household Incomes Assistance Deed Note below the number of units
Project Identifier ' Tenure Total Uniits ; Programs Restricted  |determined to be affordable without
(may be APN No., Unit or Est. # Infill for Each Units financial or deed restrictions and
project name or Category | R=Renter | very Low- Low- Moderate- | . Above 5 pe Units* Development attach an explanation how the
address) O=Owner (EEmE (EEmE REEmE Moderate- roject jurisdiction determine_cl the upits were
Income See Instructions | See Instructions|affordable. Refer to instructions.
North Douglas SF (0] 36 94 130 0 Sale Price
Anatolia SF (0] 1 13 14 0 Sale Price
Capital Village SF (0] 73 0 73 0 Sale Price
Bridgeway Square Apts |5+ R 199 199 199
Mather Veterans Village 5+ R 50 50 50| TCAC, MHP, HTF
Phase 3
(9) Total of Moderate and Above Moderate from Table A3 » » 0 0 0
(10) Total by income Table A/A3  » > 50 110 306 466 249

(11) Total Extremely Low-Income Units*

* Note: These fields are voluntary

99



¢’6 N1l VAN3IOV

Jurisdiction

Reporting Period

ANNUAL ELEMENT PROGRESS REPORT

Housing Element Implementation
(CCR Title 25 §6202)

City of Rancho Cordova

1/1/2017 - Dec 31.2017

Table A2

Annual Building Activity Report Summary - Units Rehabilitated, Preserved and Acquired pursuant
to GC Section 65583.1(c)(1)

ATTACHMENT 1

Please note: Units may only be credited to the table below when a jurisdiction has included a program it its housing element to rehabilitate, preserve or acquire
units to accommodate a portion of its RHNA whichmeet the specific criteria as outlined in GC Section 65583.1(c)(1)

Affordability by Household Incomes
B oo | o | toma | ot s o et e
[— Income Income UNITS
(1) Rehabilitation Activity 0
(2) Preservation of Units At-Risk 0
(3) Acquisition of Units 0
(5) Total Units by Income 0 0 0 0
* Note: This field is voluntary
Table A3

Annual building Activity Report Summary for Above Moderate-Income Units
(not including those units reported on Table A)

1. 2. 3. 4. 5. 6. Num:).er of
Single Family 2 -4 Units 5+ Units Second Unit Mobile Homes Total o )
infill units*
No. of Units Permitted for 0
Moderate
No. of Units Permitted for 0
Above Moderate

* Note: This field is voluntary

page 2 of 5
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ANNUAL ELEMENT PROGRESS REPORT

Housing Element Implementation
(CCR Title 25 §6202)

Jurisdiction City of Rancho Cordova

Reporting Period 1/1/2017 - Dec 31. 2017
Table B

Regional Housing Needs Allocation Progress

Permitted Units Issued by Affordability

ATTACHMENT 1

im‘;r'f,j‘f”ﬂar Year Sta."'gg g'th tEhe f"Stl vearof | 54 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022
the allocation period. See Example. Total Units Total
RHNA to Date Remaining RHNA
) Year Year Year Year Year Year Year Year Year (all years) by Income Level
Income Level Allocation by
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
Income Level
g:ﬁicted 50 50
Very Low Non-deed 1,540 1,490
restricted
Deed
Restricted
Low Non-deed 1,079 1,079
restricted
Deed
Moderate Restioted 1,303 1,193
. 110 110
restricted
Above Moderate 3,087 331 402 330 306 1,170 1,718
Total RHNA by COG.
Enter allocation number: 7,009
' 331 402 330 466 1,330
Total Units  » » b 5,480

Remaining Need for RHNA Period » » » » >

Note: units serving extremly low-income households are included in the very low-income permitted units totals.

page 3 of 5
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ATTACHMENT 1

ANNUAL ELEMENT PROGRESS REPORT

Housing Element Implementation
(CCR Title 25 §6202)

Jurisdiction City of Rancho Cordova

Reporting Period 1/1/2017 - Dec 31. 2017

Table C

Program Implementation Status

Housing Programs Progress Report - Government Code Section 65583.
Describe progress of all programs including local efforts to remove governmental constraints to the maintenance,
improvement, and development of housing as identified in the housing element.

Program Description
(By Housing Element Program Names)

Timeframe

Name of Program Objective in H.E.

Status of Program Implementation

page 4 of 5
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Jurisdiction

Reporting Period

General Comments:

City of Rancho Cordova

ANNUAL ELEMENT PROGRESS REPORT

Housing Element Implementation
(CCR Title 25 §6202)

1/1/2017 - Dec 31.2017

ATTACHMENT 1

page 5 of 5
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ATTACHMENT 2

Status 2017

IT - LAND USE ELEMENT

LU 111 Regulrly evaliate them x of Ind uses as the C iy grow s to analyze buid out PL 0 oo GF Com pkted com prehensive zonhg code
conditons, m arket conditons, etc. gong update 1h 2017. O n-going 1 2018.
U dlize the PLACE3S Ind usem odel o track G eneral PEn in plem entation w ith Com pkted, but other resources are alo
LU 112 regect o Land U s and analyze the in pactofnew developm enton exdistng uses and PL 0 nooh GF under consderation to determ he proper
the C ity roadw ay netw ork .. U pdate them odelon a quarterly basisw ith new gong Bnd use and their In pacts.
constructed develbbpm entprofcts to m antah accuracy of them odel.
Regulrly update the G eneral Pln Land U s=M gp and other relbted m gos 1 the The parceland zonflng.'m &pshavebear.
. . . i ) updated, them gpsw ithn the G eneral Pn
LU 113 G eneral Pn w ith the Btestparcel nform ation from the County’s A ssessor’s O ffice, PL Omgores GF 1 1 . unges e = Brsgeesl &
regardess of G eneral Pln Am endm entactivity. Updates to the parcel Ines, when .§ .
no adjistm ents have been m adew ith regect to nd uses AU i57=(Ca el the bnd use
. map to bok atpossibe LU changes.
LU 114 Am end the Z onihg C ode text to hiclide the goproprite findngs required for PL 2006 / GF Compked.ZC 23155040
7 | G eneralPIn nd use and textan endm ent requests. 2007
O ngong.H ow ever, notpart of the annual
LU 122 D esgnate adequate com m ercEl, office, and ndustrial End uses throughout the C ity L 0 nooh GF G P reporting.Z oning an endm entsw il
during profctreview and aspartofannual review of theG eneral Pln. gorg contihue through the 2018-2019 zonihg code
updates.
Tm provan ents have been com pktad to the
M ather area and new progcts have been
. . . 4 . . goproved o In prove vialty 1 the region. A
Lul22 iosfgﬁ :iiogim . epn foran econom b e xof nduses n and PL /ED 2007 GF com prehensive pn hasnotbem establiched
o that review s the econom & vability of the
Bnd uses hcluded 1 theM ather SPA
approved by Sacram ento County.
LU 131 Tdentify targetbushesses and hdustries that diversify the C 1y's em ploym entbase ED 0 oo GF 0 ngoig and w lllbe hcluded 1 20172018
and create heentives to bcate th Rancho Cordova. gong W ork pln.
D estnatenew and existng offite devebpm ents asm xed-use t© encourage the © ) are nchided w ihn am:xedulse
LU 132 | compatbk hiegration of resdentialand comm ercalretailand ssrviceuses n PL 2006 / AF zonew ih som e of theseM U zones allow g
.. , 2007 restdentil and/ or Ipht hdustrialand retail
proxim iy to pbs.
uses.
E stablish perform ance and develbpm ent stendards 1 the Z onhg Code and 0O n-going and com pkted.
LU 141 guidelnes 1 the C ivw de D esign G uidelhnes to address com patiility between L 2006 / GF
; existing and proposed devebpm entand w ithh proposad m xed-use develbpm ent 2007
(vertical and horizontal).
C raate devebpm ent stendards and design guidelnes to goecifially address the N otcom pkted . PEnning saffw ill conthue
com patbility of high-rise devebpm ent t the D owntown Plnning A rea.G e gpecal 2007 / to work w ith the Fire, Public W orks, and
LU 142 | constleraton to those Fuesunijue to high-rise develbpm ent, ncliding the PL / FD 2008 GF Buibling departm ents to assess existng
folbw ng: visual htrusion, distent view shed, shadow hg of adcentproperties, ghare, stendards as a proactive solition .
w hd tunnel effects, em ergency service, htenuption of electronic tranan isions,

1|Page
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ATTACHMENT 2

. Responsible Tine Funding
Acton Party Fram e Source Sta'ms 2017
traffic and parking, and noie and viratbn .. Recognize thaturban higher ntensity)
develbpm ents ncrease transit opportunites, crease w alkability, and efficient lnd
use, whith leed to reduced autom obike an issbns.
Prom ote the disclbsure of potential Bnd use com patibility issues 1 allparts of the The C iy offers and encourages pre-
LU 143 C 1y, such asnoise, dust, odors, efr., 1 order to provide potentil purchassrsw ith the PL 2006 / GF goplication m estihgsw ith develbpers and
) Tform ation necessary to m ake nform ed decisbons about the property and its future 2007 bushess owners 1 order to In prove
Bnd uses. com m unication and potentialdischbsure.
D evebp guideles for the buffering of hcom patible nd uses h ways thatretain 2006 / Compkted.
LU 144 | comm uniy characterbutdo notconaum e brge nd area, create pedestrian barrirs, PL / PD 5007 GF
orresilt i unsafe conditions.
M hin e In pactsbetw een urban and agricuturaluses through the use of buffers, 2007 / Com pkted and in plem ented aspartof
LU 145 | nareasad setoacks, roadw ays, banders, Endscaping, and/ or other approprate PL 2008 GF entitlem entreview .
m ethods to avoid conflicts.
W ork w ith utility providers to coordhate Ication of transm &son hesand . O n-goihg. TheC ity coordnatesw ith the
LU 1456 substations durihg develbbpm entreviw . P/ PL Ongong GF utdhty providers
LU 151 U pdate the Z oning Code Textand M ap to reflectnew nd use despnations and PL 2006 / GF Com pkted 1 2017and on-going.
distributions throughout the C ity as establiched 1 thisG eneral Pln. 2007
Regulrly audit, and update as necessary, any provisons of the C ode thatm ay e O ngoig.
LU 152 hoonsistentw ih the G eneral Pn and its subssquentam endm ents. PL Annual GF
Ensurem asterpEnned com m unites iclide the provision of public/ quastpublic . Com pkted and ongong aspartof
LU1l61 Teotls | forcivi ) PL O ngoihg AF /GF ot I———
2006 / N otcom pkted.
LU 162 | Createa sie nventory dentifyng desired bcatons fora full ssrvice hosgpial. CM /ED /PL 2007 / GF
2008
W hen sithgnew transitoriented develbpm ents: the developm entm ustbew ithi 0 ngoing.The zonihg code encourages
one-quarterm ik of am apr transit stop ; en phasize saeetlevel neghborhood higher densities and m ore htense usesw ithh
com m excial services that serve m any restdents 1 surroundng aress; encourage these conrdors.
LU 171 | enpbym enti theurban transitorinted develbbpm ent created abng the transit PL O ngoihg GF
route; create a plasantw akihg environm ent through good End use desion, short
distances, an enites, and strestscape features; and provide direct, m ultpke nkages,
egecilly forbicycles and pedestrins, to sunounding areas.
. . . - . . DG adopted and Article 6 of ZC hclides
LU 211 AmeldﬂqleZPHngCodearlécmﬂeDeﬁgIlGuﬂe]n%tt) hclide theC ity’'sam art PL 2006 / GF Form Base Brons frallV ilhge zonhg
grow th principles as gopropriate. 2007 J .
districts.
Tdentify the buiding blck com ponents of neghborhoods, vilkges, and districts h N otCom pkted. Reguires coordnation w ith
LU 221 | theexistng areas of the C ity and encourage redevelbpm entusing the buiding blcks PL O ngoihg GF /AF PublicW orks Street systeam to Dentify these
princpks. aress.
A chieved butnotcom pkte.LU 2 4. hvolves
LU 241 E stgblih, asapartof desion review ,a systam orm echanin thatevaliates the L 2006 AF profctdesons that ensure safe pedestren

effectiveness of a proposad profct I m ecting these requiram ents (isted 1 LU 2 4).

routesboth on and off site. Reviewed
durihg profctentitim ent.

¢’6 N1l VAN3IOV
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ATTACHMENT 2

. Responsible Tine Funding
Action > o o Status 2017
Phasing pnsand fhancihg plns are
Requirem arket studies, fnancing pkns, phasing pkns, and other assocated studies required form asterpkns and specifc plns..
LU 251 asneeded aspartofallnew m aprdevebpm entaoplications h order to evalate the PL /T 0 oo AF Snce 2014, PlEnning saff nclides a “Figcal
nead for these profcts, thedr com plence w ith established C ity policy, and the n pact gong Tm pact’ section w ithi the s@aff report that
of the develbbpm enton the C 1y and service providers. dicates the potentialbenefitof a projct
taken before the C iy C ouncil.
A spartofneghborhood profctreviaw , ensure that villbge centers are shategically O ngong and com pkted.
Jcated foraccessioility to sunounding neghborhoods and retail viebilty. V ilbge
LU 261 | town center should ensure thatneighborhood-serving com m erxcaluses adpoent to PL/F O ngoihg AF
restentil areas provide quality, convenince, and com m unity-serving retail choices
1 am anner that does not adversely in pactneghborhood character.
There are som e policis forenergy
D evebp and adoptenergy consarvation perform ance sandards that aoply to new oonsetvaton sty DEC ) Tl:ler_e ae
. . L. no specific RCM C codes/ regultions.
construction and foaus on costeffectivem easures thatexcesd m nin um  federaland . L.
Lu271 . . o L. ) PL /B 2007 GF Cunently, the C iy enforces the provisons of
state requiran ents, 1 recogniton and supportof the Sacram ento M unicipalU iy T i
D Btrict’s “C onservation Pow er” goalks T e
: Energy E fficiency Stendards thatare
referenced w itht .
C reate progran s that educate develpers and property owners about the advantages Buildihg & Safety w dosite page directs
of “green desion” on theirproperty and w ithin the C i/, and inform them on how devebpers and property owners to the State
LU 272 | theycan hoorporate such deson elam ents hito thelrprofcts. D evebp hoentives, PL /B /PID 2007 GF G reen C ode w ebsite for the reaquiram ents of
such as grants, financihg program s, or otherm echanian s thathel m ake “green the G reen Building Stendards CALG ree).
deson” realstc.
Am end the Z oning C ode to hclude flexbe parking stendards and parking 2006 / Compkted. ZC 23719 090 nclides
LU 281 | reductins to encourage com pactdevelbpm ent, shared parking, and higher density PL / PW 2007 GF reductions.
pro¥cts n goecified beations throughout the C ity.
U311 Tdentify and m gp target attractions and establish econom it devebpm entpoliciesand ED 2007 RAF D evebped a revoving an find and
progran s to attract theseuses to the C ity bushess hoentive program .
E stablish specific policies, standards, and guidelnes forqualitsy desion of allpublic Contaned wih theDG and ZC forArticke5
LU 321 , , PL 2007 GF
and quasipublic uses. and 23 722
A Tlgpplications forannexations shall hclide a com prehensive nd usepln forthe The C iy did not receive an annexation
affected teriory, hcliding prezonig and apin for hfrasoucture financing and goplication 1 2016.
phashg. Tn constering goplications for annexation, the C iy shallconsterwhether A Iproposed amexatbnsw illm estLU 361
the annexation w illaccom plish allof the folow hg:
-C onstitute fiscally sound additons to the exdsting C ity;
-Be consitentw ih state lw and Local A gency Form atfon Comm Json policies, .
LU361 stendards, and criters; CM / PL O ngohg GF

- Presarve neghborhood Hdentites;

-Ensure the provision of adequate m unicpal servies;

-Be consisentw ih G eneral Pln and Comm uniy PEn Ind use polcis;

- Thoorporate am art grow th princip ks for susahabk econom o grow th whike
m ahtahihg environm ental htegrity and providig for soclequity; and

¢’6 N1l VAN3IOV
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ATTACHMENT 2

. Responsible Tine Funding
Acton Party Fram e Source Sta'ms 2017
- Prom ote fiscally sound, efficint service boundaries
E steblish and m aihtah agreem ents orw orking relbtonshipsw ith SACOG , O ngong and com pkted.
LU 411 | Sacram ento County, and the cities of Folsom , Sacram ento, and E k G rove to CM 0O ngoihg GF
facilitate a coordnated goproach t© nd use decisons thataffecteach jurisdiction.
Facilitate agrean ents (1e.m an orandum s of understending) for criticalplnning 0 ngoing and com pkte.
LU 412 | topisand actvitesw ih nebhboring jirsdictionsand SACO G and albw for shared CcM O ngoihg GF
regoonsbility and an equalvoie forallpartcpants
Partnerw ith other jirisdictions and agencies to create pintpow ers authorites that 0O ngoig and com pkte.
LU 413 | address suesofm utualconcem (ie. the Am erican R ver Parkw ay) but stillalbw the CM O ngohg GF
C iy to m ahtah itsvoie and decision m aking authority throughout the process.
Enoourage nepghborng jirisdictons to adoptand collect hifrastructure in pact fees O ngoig and com pkte.
LU 414 | eg.madway inpact fees) forallnew develbpm ent thatw illhave an in pacton the CM O ngoihg GF
C ity hfiastucture eg.roads)
. . T . E stablished the son and facade program t©
LU 511 Encou.tage ﬂ'leupgxad:}g,.beautjfcatoljl,re\nia]:zaton,nﬂldevébpm ent,and ED /DL 6 s GF ous el Seefeead ot
goproprate rause of existing com m excial areas and shoppihg canters. . .
onsie I provan ents.
. ; - 0O ngong.Folkom Boukvard in provem ents
LU 512 Szdlty, or éqa;ld n}p].hﬂ .e;ll:o fos X < devel oan;?‘:p]ans € b PW / PL O ngoihg CIP / Grants have in proved the corrtor and encourage
pro3 g o new devebpm entto the area.
Staff has dentified them agniude of this
2006 / extensive need and ism akhg great progress
Seck in provam ent to existing hfrastructure w thi restdential areas of the C iy 2007 / w ith com plkte streets hcluding bike and
LU 513 | devebped prorto hoorporation thatare not consistentw ith the C iy’s current PW 2008 / CIP /Gmnts | pedestrin facilides. 2017 exam pks hclide
stendards. 2009 the folow Ing; Raiks to Traik profct, overby
of streets 1 exasting restental, AD A ram ps
and storm  drahage In provem ents.
Compkteand ongong. RA forthe ciyno
LU 521 Conduct the studies and com m unity hputprocess necessary to determ he the ED / PL 2006 GF /RAF Ingerexists.N ew studies are being prepared
Jocation and extent of nesded redevebpm entdisrictsw ithi the C ity to address areas that require revialization
and rehab.
C onduct hfrastucture surveys and, where necessary, coordnate w ith utility Com pkte and ongohng.
proviers to create hifrastructure enhancan entplns, which determ he shorttom ngs .
Y S T hifrasructure that could nhiit the develbpm entofm xed-use profcts n already RN Ongong CERA
devebped areas of the C 1y.
Conducta survey of property w ithin the D owntown to determ e where potential Pog haizzolw miOt;Ot;ﬂipciEaas thiy
LU 551 | Bnd assam bly squesm ay occurand work w ith propertyy owners to actively solve the ED / PL 2007 GF /RAF Y . P . )
, . case basis, butnotof allproperties to define
probkn together, w ith m utuallenefit. L.
theD TPA vison.
Survey property designated as a TransitO riented D evelbpm ent to determ hewhere N otcom pketed.
LU 552 potentil Bnd assam bly issuesm ay occurand work w ith property owners to sove the ED /PL 2007 GF /RAF

probkm . Coordnate access and rightofway Bsuesw ih the trensitprovider early n
the process.
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ATTACHMENT 2

ITT - URBAN DESIGN ELEMENT

. Responsible Tine Funding
Acton Party Fram e Source Sta'ms 2017
For Endsw itht the C ountryside/Lncot V illage, Sunrise Boukvard N orth, and O ngong.
Sunrise Boulevard South PEnning A ress, require consistency betw een proposed .
LU 611 devebpm entprofcts and the corregponding PlEnning A rea descrptions and Land PL Ongong GF/AF
Phns.
Reguire the develbpm entand approval of Specific PIns or Special Plnnng A reas PInshave bemn adopted w ith new
forthe A erogt, East, G Inborough, G rantLneN orth, G rantLie South, G rant construction . Currentm arketdem ands have
LiheW est,Jackson,M ather, R 1 delO 1o, Suncresk/Presaerve, and W estborough debyed the sulbm ittalofnew plns h som e
LU 621 | PlEnning A ress to areate parcekspecific Bnd use plns for those areas. Subsequent PL O ngoihg GF /AF aress.
nd use plns challbe consistentw ith rekevantG eneral Pn provisions and shall
reflect the Heas com m unicated 1 the Conosptual Land Pns and assocated
plnnig area descrptions.
Thoom pEte.TheG P adopted aD owntown
Consentw ih the D owntown PlEnning A rea, create aD owntown Specific Pln that 2006 / th.’l?ﬂgAm OTPA) Bound.axy, buta
LU 631 & he on and s of aD owntown Rancho C ordova PL 2007 / GF Specific Pn hasnotbean achisved.The
: 2008 D TPA kcksdetailand contahsm ultple
overbys (ransit, FBSP).
D evelop, adopt, and in plam enta Foleom Boulevard Specific Pn that refnes the
LU 641 visbn and creates a detaild End pln w ith action steps for revitalization of the PL 2006 GF Compk=d.
) corrdor. The Specific Pn shall hclide a Bnd pkn consistentw ith the vision and
devebpm entenvelbpe 1 the G eneral Pn asw ell as the Plnning A rea descrption .
Analyze developm entprofcts proposaed forthe Folsom Boukvard PlEnning A rea for . 0 ngoing and com pkte.
LU 642 consisency w ith the plnning area descrption for the corrdor. PL Ongong AF

UD 11 Am end the Z onihg Code and D esign G uidelnes to e consistentw ith the urban PL 2006 / GF CompkedperDG and Artcke 5 ofthezC .
1 visbn. Sekctarsaswhere a “form bassd” gpproach to zonig is approprate. 2007
UD 11 Prepare and adoptguilelnes and stendards for restlential dw ellings n higher density 2006 / Com pkted. The adopted design guidelnes
5 develbpm ent. Foaus on m aihtahing Ivaoility through sesnsitive desion thatm antahns PL 2007 GF hclde sendards forhigh density
privacy and m hin zes conflicts betw een adpoenthom es. devebpm ent

UD 12. | Devebp nepghborhood street stendards thatprom otew aking end cyclng to I prove Compkted and ongong. B?Chdes ?W
1 i of o and 1 choes for resdents PW / PL 2006 GF stendards, m asterpln review , desion

Aty S : guidelnes, and the zong code.
UD 12. | Esableh restlentildevelbpm entdesin sendards and guidelnes that enhance the L 2006 GF Com pkte aspartof the Ciyw de D eson
2 character and quality of profcts. G udenes.

. . . . . . . . . Compkte. H owever, notapplicabl to all

IllD 13. | Requir the desion of all resdential profctsw ith a grid orm odified grid strest PL / D Ogores AF — : . onsie conshants §

> . prohbitthisdesn.
UD 13. | ATow for flexboility n the in plam entation of resdentil densities 1 am ixed density PL 0 nooh GF Com pkte and ongohg. TheG P and zonhg
2 progct. gong hclides density range.
UD 13. | D imourage the use of fences/walls/ gates betw een com patbleuses. PL O ngohg AF Com pkte and ongong aspartof the
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3 entitlan entreview process
UD 15 Conthue t© use, and update as necessary, the C iyw de D estn G uldelnesasa Com pkte and ongoig.
1 " | sarthg pont forencouragig develbbpm ents thatare hterconnected and rehte to PL O ngoihg GF /AF

one another.
UD 15 Revie the Z onthg C ode provisions to dentify goproprite solutons to create 2006 / Com pEte aspartof ourdesion guidelnes
5 * | com patboility betw een develbpm ents. Theuse ofwallsand fences to segregate uses PL 2007 GF and htegrated develbpm ents (choppihg

doesnot nherently create com patioilisy. centers).
UD 16. | Createdevebpm entstendards and update the D eson G uidelnes asnecessary to PL 2006 / GF Com pkte and ongoihg.
1 ensure pedestren-friendly vilbge and bcal town centerdesins. 2007
UD 22. | Amend theZonhg Code textand m ap to I pkm ent the new m ixed-use despnations PL 2006 / GF Com pkted and ongoing.
1 1 thisG eneral Pln. 2007
UD 23. | Land usesabng the eastem and southem boundaries of the C 1y shall transition BL, 0 oo AR Com pkted. U ses consistof bw densty
1 down the hitensity and densitty of develbpm ent from urbean to ruralat the C iy edge. gong housing and open goace presarve.

E stablish a gatew ay program  to creafe a ssnse of entry at key beations throughout G atawayprogram Phase 1 com pkte;
UD 23 the C ity and prom ote w ayfinding throughout the comm unity. U se creative desons GF /RAF / W ayfinding signs.
2 | thatrespond to the characterand history of the C ity to establish a sense of place, PL /ED / PW 2007 ot Phase 2 0 ngoig asan extension of Phase 1

hcluding gatew ay sonage, strestscape desion, site Endscaping, and other featuires.

U sars shoul feela sesnse of arivaland bew elbom ed to the C ity
UD 23. | Prare and adoptdesin sendards forpedestren overcrossings ofm aprroads that PL, / BW 2006 / GF Stendards foratgrade, above grade, and
3 contrbute to district character and defined gatew ays and prom otew ayfinding. 2007 under-crossing exist.

A spartoftheD espn Review process, encourage the developm entof unified dstrict Partof the Entitlem ent Process.
UD 24. | them eswih hiegrated strestscapes (hcluiding streetscape fumiture), districtw de L / W O nooi o
1 signage program s, unified architectiral syles, and / or them es fora concentration of gorg

USSS Or Open Space progran s.
UD 25. | Prepare and adoptaD owntown Specific Pln that addresses the future uses, deson PL 2883; GF /RAF NotComp
1 stendards, street desion, and other characteristics of the built form . 2008
UD 25. | W orkw ih bushesses, property owners, and other stekehoHers to create a vial ED / PL 0 oo RAF N otCompkted.The ZC hclides sendards,
2 D owntown w ith pedestrien-and cychstoriented activites and deson features. gong butnothng specifically forthe D TPA .
UD 256. | Devebp srestscape sandards that define the character of the strest and prom ote PW / PL 2006 / GF Compkte.
1 pedestrien m obility betw een hdwvidualuses. 2007
UD 256. | Create sendads for the type, spachg, ete. of trees abng the sheet. Require 2006 / Specifc PEn.. Complte. Landsapng &
5 d entto hichide aong all fron of the PO+ PW / PL 2007 GF Jcated under 23 716 w ith plntand

e steet rees abng Bges POt #rigation stendards under 22 180.
UD 26. | Egablich sandards for the use of street fumiture, such asbenches, Ipht fixtures, and PW / PL 2006 / GF CompkeperDG and 23722 .Lhthg 5
3 plnters, as hivitng and usabk acoentpieces abng the street. 2007 wihh 23.725.
ZD 205 D efne stendards for the use and dim ensions of separated sdewaks. PW 2;)8067/ GF Cemplsis.
UD 26. | Craate enhanced m ediEnsw ith Indscaping and Iightihg along corridors to prom ote . O ngoihg
5 district Benty and unify hditlual devebpm ents. P Ongong | CIP /G mnts
6|Page
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UD 26. | Promote theuse of on streetparking asan altemative to Erge parking bts. E sablish BW 0 oo AF O ngong
7 stendards for sze, ocation, and frequency of on-strest parking spaces. gong
UD 25 D evebp and In plan ent streetscape enhancem entplns forFolsom Boulevard, 2006 / Streetscgpe enhancam ents are nearly
8 " | CobmaRoad, Sunrise Boukvard, M ather F i Road, and other roadw ays of PW 2007 / CIP / Grants com pkte on Folkom Boulvard.
comm uniy in portance. 2008
UD 31. | Devebp provisins h the C iyw de D esgn G uidehnes that flustrate how profcts PL 2006 GF Com pkted and O ngohg.
1 w ith archiectural stylesand / or them es can be desoned sucoessfinTly.
UD 31. | Requireproicts to hclide features and attrbutes thatpositively contrbute to the . Compkted and O ngong.
. . PL O ngong AF
2 nageoftheCiy.
UD 31. | Requirdevebpm entprofcts to use qualiym aterials that are Iong sting to ensurea . Com pkted and O ngong.
. PL O ngong GF
3 snse of parm anence foreach profct.
Prepare and adopt stendards and guidelnes for the developm ent of interconnectsd Com pkted and O ngoig.D eson gudelnes
UD 32. | wakways, pedestren an enites eg. ssating, Iightihg, sonage, Endscaping), plaza PL / P 2006 / GF and zonihg code outlines exam pks.
1 aress, outdoor goaces, and com m uteran enites eg. coverad bus stops) orientad 2007
toward the pedestren user.
UD 32 Am end the C ity’s StreetD esgn Stendards to nclide desgn elem ents thatestablich Com pkteperthe D eson G ubeles, zonhg
5 " | priorty forpedestrins at road and drive aiske crosshgs through pavem entm arkings, PW / PL 2006 GF code, and public w orks stendards.
differentation 1 the pavem ent surface, and/or sonage.
Prepare and adopt stendards and guidelnes for the orientation of com m ercaland Com pkted and ongoig. Per the pedestren
UD 32 m xed-use buidigs, whith should be cbse to the streetw ith parking behind oron m asterpln and pedestrizn gathering space
3 " | the sde of the devebpm entand easily connected to the pedestrian-and cyclist- PL 2006 GF stendards 1 zonihg code 23 722
orientad public streetscgpe. C onsider hcorporating such provisonsw ithi a “form
bassd” code 1 gpproprate beatons around the C ity
UD 32. | Prepare and adoptstandards for cychistiriggered Ights thatalow cyclists to m ove BW 2006 GF/CTP The C ity received a grantand buittbicycle
4 about the com m unity efficiently. detection systam s at traffic sgnals ciy-w de.
UD 33. | Prpare and adoptguielnes for the deson and htegration ofm eeningfiilpublic 2006 / Tnclded Wﬂ.qn thes . pkn anq Zonng
. . . . PL GF code, w ith exam pks i theD estn
1 goacesw ithih comm ercial and m xed-use proEcts. 2007 L
G udeknes.
UD 33 Require Endscaping to bem eeningfiil h nature, relating to the style and scake of the Com pkted and ongoig aspartof the
5 * | devebpm entand contributing to the ok and feslof the C ity and district. G ive PL O ngong AF entitlm entand buidhg review process.
consideration to how Endscaping w illm afure overtin e.
UD 33. | Reguire site fumiure that suniform across the developm entand encourage PL, / BW 0 nookx AF NOt@pfFej ", Hﬂixgefer,ldll g]an nd pks
3 fumiture that i consigent across entire districts. T . t b
desion/open gpace guidetnes.
UD 33 Prepare and adopt stendards forprofct stnage thatprom ote the creation ofa 2006 / N otcom pkte. H ow ever, stendards exdast for
* | uniue character for the projctwhik regpecting the in pact of sonage on PL AF son desn review .
4 . . . 2007
nepghboring properties and uses.
UD 34. | Devebp aC iyw depublc artprogran  thatdirects the inclusion of art h private ED 2007 GF W orking on durihg 2017, expect com pktion
1 pro¥cts and coordhates the use of art  public profcts. of O rdiance in 2018.
UD 42. | Devebp sendards and guidelnes that require and ilustrate com patioiliy between L 2006 GF Com pkted and ongoig. Per the pedestren
1 new and existing develbpm ent. m asterpln and pedestrien gathering space
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stendards 1 zonihg code 23 722

UD 43 Ram ove barrers to hfillprofcts by In proving existhg hfrastucture to . Com pkte and ongong.
1 accomm odate new develbpm entand creases 1 service dan ands. PL/PW/B Ongong CIP/Gmnts
UD 43 Provide hcentives thatallbbw forhigherdensity and htensiy of developm ent, . Com pkte and ongoig.
2 hcliding how t© stream Ine the perm iting process. Bl /10 1 Ongong cH
UD 43 Require hfillprofcts to com plyw ith the C iyy's an art grow th principles and buiding . Com pkte and ongoig.

PL O ngong AF
3 blcks conospt.
UD 43 Review how proposed profcts hterface w ith existihg develbbpm entand ensure that PL 0 oo AF Com pkteand ongoig. Partof the
4 the hterface spositive and m eaningfiill. gong entitlem entprocess.
UD 43 W ork w ith property owners of existing devebpm enton potential ran odel/ rause of Com pkte and ongohg.
5 i thedr sites so thatt theym ay becom e caalysts profcts for developm entand ED / PL O ngoihg GF

redevebpm ent n the C iy.
UD 43 C onsder the develbpm entand adoption of pattem books/buidng prototypes of 2006 / N otcom pkte.
6 i desired devebpm entand destn solutions. These pattems/prototypesw oull be pre- PL 2007 GF
aoproved for expedited pem itreview and buidihg pem it issuance.

UD 44 Prom ote streetscgpe enhancam entpro$cts, asdescribed  UD 2 4 6, as caalysts for PW /ED 0 ngoing CTP /G nts Com pEte and ongoing.
1 change.
UD 44 W ork w ith property owners to coordhate develbpm ent activites overm ultple sies ED / PL 0 Nt AF O ngohng.
2 to heb create hitegrated profctsw ith com m on desion features. gorg
UD 45 Encourage the developm entofm apr streets, trailks, and sonificently sized public . O ngong.
1 hatp nd ventage of visas. PW / PL O ngoihg GF/CIP
IZJD = U pdate the C iy e D esion G uidelnes to address view sheds and vistas. PL 2006 GF R e fRbEEslaalisr S -

Tdentdfy key bcations for transform ation  of exdsting office and retailuses to m xed- Com pkted and ongoing.
ED 11. | useprofcts that hoorporate other supportive usesw thn Brge en pym entaress, at ED / PL 2006 GF
1 pulkepontsabng Folom Boukvard and w ithh one-quarterm ik of am apr transit
stop.
ED 11 Targetundertilized and vacant sites throughout the C iy thatm ay bem ore Com pkted and ongoing.
5 * | adequately suied forotherusss ora com biation of uses thatw ould be vibrantand ED / PL O ngohg GF
successfiil
ED 11. | Conthueannexing Bnd w thin the Plnning A rea to secure an adequate supply of oM / PL 0 N GF boiojmpbﬂtei;}gﬂ]f;neﬁlaghq] daba{]liFOBOi SI‘T‘loe
3 Bnd for future developm ent, consistentw ith LA FC o procesdings. gong : % 012
ED 12. | O ffer noentives to bushess owners and property owners for in proving the ED / PL 0 oo o / RDZ? / Compe et O£iongi;i;§ig;$d
1 gopearance of aghng shopphg canters and retail space. gong pCDBG FCepIog &P
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ED 12. | W orkwih theownersofCbssB and brge foorphte office buidings to update ED 0 nookx RDA / 0 ngoig and hclided 1 2016 Strategic PEn
2 their office space o attractnew bushesses. gong private Update.
ED 12. | Actvelyprom otenew CBssA office devebpm ent that serveshiph-end office users ED 0 oo GF /RDA 0 ngong and hclided 1 2016 Stratege PEn
3 and provies spnature buidng office users. gong finds Update.
ED 12 A ctively prom otenew office developm entw ith an aller hdwvidualand cooperative RDA / 0 ngong and nclided 11 2016 Strategic PEn
4 " | gpaces to providenew opportunites foran expandig dem and currently unm et the ED O ngoihg CDBG / Update.

City. privae
ED 12. | O ffer noentives fornew office develbpm ent or redevelbpm ent that provides on-sie ED / PL O ngong / CI]{DDBAG / / Comp s o SR e
5 am enites to em pbyees. PR o

W ork w ith calbrokers, devebpers, and the Chan berof Comm erce to establish 0 ngoig and hclided 1 2016 Strategic PEn
ED 13. chstEllsanddﬂirctsofsmibrus&:@rhomemprovenaqtloaqta:s,gjet:ﬁly ED 0 ngoing GF /RDA Update.
1 buidnhgm aterdls show room s, fumiure retail, m eanufacturing and high-tech

hdustries to further dversify the econom v.

D evelop an attraction and retention progran  for com panies thatprovide bushess- 0 ngong and nclided 1 2016 Strategic PEn
ED 13. | to-bushess B2B) saks tax revenue to the C ity 9., bushess services, electronic D 2007 / GF /RDA / Update.
2 egquim ent, Ight hdustril, etc.). These com panies are best suited to bushessparks 2008 Cham ber

and aress of the C iy w ith heavy hdustraland Ipht hdustral despnations.
ED 16. | Collboratew ih Iocalbusiness, m exchantassocations, and the Cham berof ED 0 nooi GF /RDA / | Ongoihgand hclided 1 2016 Strategic PEn
1 Comm erce to prom ote and advertise bcal events. gong Cham ber Update.
ED 16. | Esablich perm anent hifom ation kibsks and event son structures h stategc ED /CM ;883; GF /RDA / w gon E ns
2 JIcations throughout the com m unity to prom ote and advertise bcalevents. . G m=nts
ED 16 W ork w ith the Rancho C ordova Cham berof Comm erce to dentify potental GF /RDA / Com pkte and ongoihg.
3 " | tourism -oriented m arket opportunites and to devebp saonger Inks to regionaland ED /CM O ngohg B s

national touristm arkets.
ED 17 Create and m aintain an econom i develbpm entw eb page on the C y’sW b Sitew ih Com pkte and ongohng.
1 " | perthenteconom i and dem ographic hfom aton, aswellas profikes of key ED /PO 0O ngoihg GF /RDA

develbpm ent sites and vacantbuidigs avaibbk fornew bushesses.
ED 17. | CreatraCommuniy D ata Book w ith up-to-date hform ation on avaibbl sites to ED / PD 2883; GF /RDA mbmatononi];)gt:bgtedeCTT
2 attractbushesses to Rancho C ordova. .

O ngong

ED 17. | Instutea zonhg noentive program thatm ay hclude flexble develbpm ent PL 2006 / GF co%znf?hnnhmv? ii?vggi%vﬁ'jifED ﬁffn lc:lre
3 stendards, fast track processing, etc. for target uses and hfilldevelopm ent. 2007 : g oent
ED 17. | Esablich aD evebpm entReview Comm itee or Technical A dvisory Comm itee to Compkted
4 provide expedited review of devebpm entgoplications for targeted profcts. PL /PW /ED 2006 GF /AF
ED 17 Contiuallym onior the redevelbpm entand econom & developm ent strategies to 0 ngoig and hclided 1 2016 Strategic PEn
5 " | determ he their effectiveness 1 encouraging econom i diversty, and adjistpolices ED / PL 0 ngoihg GF /RDA Update.

and hoentiveswhen necessary.
ED 17. | O ffier hoentivesaspartof the Rancho CordovaED Stategy and Acton PEn eg., ED O ngoig GF Thclided 11 2016 Stategic Pn Update,
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6 feewaivers and defenals, bw hterest bans, facade in provan ents, assam bing program sdevebped
properties, etc.) that can beusad to attractbushesses.
ED 19 W ork w ith the Sacram ento Sports Comm ission and C ordova R ecreation and Parks 2007 / Partnerw ith RCTT
1 * | D Brictto dentify opportunities fornew sports facilities h Rancho C ordova thatw ill ED /CM 2008 / GF
be capable ofhosting m alpr goorts events. O ngoihg
ED 19. | Evalate the econom i retum and wvestm entby the C ity foram apr soorts centeror ED ;88; ; GF W fllconductwhen prozect :
2 arena. .
O ngong
Colbboratew ith the Sacram ento Sports Comm Fson and C ordova R ecreation and 2006 / O ngoihg
ED 19. | ParksD Hrictto program existng and new parks and recreational facilities to their ED /CM 2007 / GF
3 maxinum potental eg.M atherF il Park, Sacram ento Sports com plex on Folsom O oo
Boulkvard, efr.). gorg
ED 19. | W orkwih theChanberofComm erce’sV iitorand Tourist Bureau to devebp a ED /CM 288;; GF Responsbilty of RCTT
4 strategy for attracting goorts events to Rancho Cordova. 0 ngoig
ED 21 W ork w ith projctproponents to bcate retailusesw ith restdental profcts 0 ngog / Com pkte and ongohg.
1 " | approprate bcations and at the approprite scak to sarve Iocaland com m unity retadl PL /ED g;R g AF
needs.
W ork w ith the Cham berof Comm erce, Rancho C ordova R egional E conom © Com pkte and ongoihg.
D evelbpm ent C orporation, the C ity’s E conom D evebpm entComm itee, ocal
brokers and devebpers to attract com panies thatw ill serve Rancho C ordova’s
ED 21. | spechly retadl, ragbnaland super reginalneads eg., ekctronics, hom e déoor, crafts ,
2 and art, fashibn-oriented departm ent stores, chidren s stores, beauty and spa, auto PL/CM Ongong GF /RDA
deakrs, shoppihg and entertaim ent centers, and specily buidngm aterials, biytox
hom e In provem ent), and otheram enites to sarve the comm unity eg., resaurants,
coffee shops, oeciEly bushesses, ethnically diverse enterprises, and services).
ED 21. | Promoteand s.lpportspec:altybumand ethnically dverse enterprises ED O are GF /RDA CompErand or}gong.KP htemational
3 throughout the C ity. phza isan examplke.
ED 22 Am end the Z oning C ode to hclude flexbl zoning sendards for the redevelbpm ent 2006 / CompktedperM U zonhg sendards. These
1 " | ofoffie and hdustril stesw ith supportive services eg., albw ed uses, setbacks, PL 2007 GF stendards contan setbacks, FAR , and by
parking). rphtalbwance form ostoffice uses.
ED 23 Review devebpm entproposals to determ he if the proposad uses are consistentw ith O ngohg
1 * | theRancho CordovaRetail Strategy 1 term s of type of retail, acoess, visiboility and PL /ED O ngoihg AF
benefit to Rancho Cordova.
ED 23. | W orkwih bushesses, Regbnal Transitand other trensitproviders to bcate . O ngoing.
2 Joproprite uses near transit. PL / PW Ongong GF
Tm prove and expand the shoppig opportunites h Rancho Cordova by teking the Sunridge P Bza centernearly com pkte.
folow g steps: S Tm provan ents continue to bem ade o the
ED 25. | - Conductasurvey of existing shoppig centers o Hentifyprobkm soresand . 2887 / BF JEA R vvergate and 7 nfendel V ilbge shoppihg
1 oenters. o ./ centers. C goialV illbge also near com pkton.
ngong

- W orkw ih storeowners to cleen up the existing stores and shoppig centers.
- Attractnew retailto Rancho Cordova through m arketing and econom i
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develbbpm entefforts
- Provideassistance to an allerm erchants through m erchandizing training.
- Encourage cooperativem arketing of Rancho C ordova shops 9., Secret
Shopper) .
Thenew CiyH allswihi the downtown
ED 31. | Locate govamm entoffices, com patblk public services, and publc gathering plbces L / CM 0 nookx GF /RDA / pEning area and In provem ents have been
1 D owntown Rancho Cordova. gong taxes m &de to both sdesof Hwy 50 w ithi the
pEnng area.
ED 31. | PrepareaD owntown M arketing PIn that targets potentialnew bushesses, hcliding ED /F 2006 / GF /RDA N otCompkted.
2 restaurants, upscake retail, high quality com m ercial, and entertainm entvenues. 2007
ED 31. | W orkwih bcalbushesses and property owners to create a Bushess In provam ent ED /F 2008 / GF N otComplkted.
3 D Hrict 81D ) n D owntown Rancho Cordova. 2009
ED 31 AdoptaRancho CordovaD owntown Im plm entation Pn orD owntown Specific 2007 / NotCompked.
4 * | PIn that dentifies gopropriate lnd uses, hoentives, devebpm ent stendards, and ED / PL 2008 GF
deson provisions.
ED 31 Tdentify soecific factors form easuring D owntown ‘s econom o diversiyy and financial O n hoXd untildowntown bcation is
5 * | success eg., tax heran entgrow th, new square footage, num ber of new bushesses, ED O ngoihg GF determ hed
new hirastructure profcts, etc.).
GF /RDA / Tnclided 1 2016 Strategic Pln Update
ED 31. | O ffer ncentives that attract targeted uses and hioh qualtity buidings and architecture ED / PL / BW O nooi sswer /
6 T D owntown Rancho Cordova. SR ©
CDBG /
bans
ED 31 Support the develbpm ent of specilty food stores and restaurants 1 the D owntown Tncluded 1 2016 Strategic PEn Update
7 " | to sarveRancho Cordova an pyees and to m est the neaeds of the region ‘s diverse ED / PL O ngoihg GF
popultion, asw ellas the needs of the grow ng num berof visiors to the area.
ED 31. | Encourage the devebpm entofnew retail services n D owntown Rancho C ordova ED / PL 0 oo GF Tncluided 1 2016 Strategic Pn Update
8 forwhich an unm etdem and clarly exists. Sed
ED 31. | Foserm xed-use devebpm entw ith m ult-am iy resdential and com m ercEluses ED /PL /H 0 nooh GF W orkihgw ih devebpers on potential
9 D owntown t© provie altemative houshg opportunites for the com m unity. gong pro¥cts
Enhance Rancho Cordova’s in age and quality of life through ivestm ent i the Tncluded 1 2016 Strategic Pn Update
ED 31. | Downtown,neghborhoods, com m ercial ditricts, parks, open goaces, com m unity ED / PL 0 nooi GF
10 facilities, and services, and creating a high Ievel of perceived safety and abushess- gorg
friendly governm ent.
C reate econom It develbpm ent strategies to support the D owntown vison hcluidhg, 0 n hold untlprofct beaton isdeterm hed
butnot In i=d to:
ED 31. L . . . 2007 /
1 -Evalating nfillopportunites forunderutitized parking bts. ED / PL 2008 GF
-Encouraghg hcreased btooverage, density and htensity.
-Encouraghng structured parking and creesed btooverage.
ED 32. | W orkw ih bushess and property owners i the D owntown to redevelp and ED O st RDA / gment | Ongohg orentitlem entand buidihg perm it
1 In prove theirproperties, update their architecture and facades, Indscaping, parking / CDBG reviaw . 20162017 facade grantsw illassist
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ATTACHMENT 2

. Responsible Tine Funding
Acton Party Fram e Source Sta'ms 2017
and pedestrin am enites owners I m aking in provan ents
ED 32. | Create hoentives fornew develbpm entand redevelbpm ent n the D owntown w ith . Tnaentives have been created cityw de
2 hcreased density and htensity of developm ent. ED /PL Ongong GF/RDA
gD S Pursue the devebpm entof shared parkng structuresw ithin the D owntown. ED / PL 0 ngoihg GF Ongong
ED 32 Coordhatew ih the Public W orks D goartm ent to com plete an assesam entof O ngoing.There isno D TSPA ;how ever
4 * | hfastructure deficiencies n the D owntown and along Folom Boukvard and ensure ED / PW O ngoihg GF/CIP PublicW orkshas com pkted in provan ents
that hfrastructure i adequate t© supportplnned ntensity and density of Ind uses. to Folom Bid.
ED 41. | Detemm he the approprite type and scak foraRancho Cordova C onvention C enter, ED 2006 / GF O ngohg
1 basad on a sound m arket analysis and approprite publc and private ivestm ent. 2007
W ork w ith the high-tech bushesses h Rancho C ordova and the region, aswellas W illbe com pkted once aproEct s em hent
ED 41. | convention centerdesiners, to m ake sure the Rancho C ordova C onvention C enter CM /ED 2007 / GF
2 has sate-ofthe-art techno gy and high-tech connectivity t© serve the nesds of 2008
future users.
ED 41. | Attractnew hoteldevebpm ent to Rancho C ordova thatw ill support conferences . O n-gong
3 and entertainm entvenues. D)/ Cl Ongong cH
ED 41 Reviw devebpm entproposals for Bnd within the C onvention O verlay for O n-gong.
4 7" | consistencyw ith the C ity's destres fora convention centerw ith conference and PL O ngoihg AF
m esting spaces, hotels, and restaurants.
ED 41. | Promoteacomm on archiectural them e and otherunifying elm entsw ithi the PL 0 oo GF D efned w ithi the Folsom Boulkvard
5 Conventon O veray. gong Specific Pn desgn stendards for the area.
ED 41. ) CAC /ED / . W ork com pleted by parmershp w ith the
6 A ttract fine arts, culural and perform ance venues to Rancho C ordova. PL O ngonhg GF / Gmants C ordova C omm un iy Cotncil
Review develbpm entproposals for nd w ith the w esterm portion of the 0 ngoing, work t© be com pkted as proposals
Convention O verlay desnation t© perm it transitonaluses from  the D owntown subm ited
ED 41 Plnning A rea, such as research and developm ent, retail, restaurant and professional PL / ED 0 N AF
7 office, aswellashipher density residential to supportprin ary uses i the C onvention gorg
0 very and D owntown aress and 1 kegoing w ith the vasibon and subsequent
plnnig efforts for those areas.
ED 41 Encourage restential developm ent 11 appropriate bcations h the C onvention N otCom pkted;H owever, PW has
s i 0 verly area to support convention, hotel, restaurantand other convention-relted PL /ED O ngohg GF /AF com pkted num erous in provan ents to
uses, hcliding houshg foralleconom i bvels. Folom Boukvard.
RDA / TheRC Redevebpm entagency hasbeen
ED 51. | AdopttheRancho CordovaRedevebpm ent Pln and realize the A gency’sFiveY ear 2006 / b / red.
; ED /RA CDBG /
1 Tm plm entation Pln. 2011
G ments /
EPA
ED SL. W ork w ith devebpers to attractprivate ivestm ent to redevelbpm ent sites. ED O ngoihg GF /RDA Inclded 1 2016 S g Pl Ur
ED 51. | Suppkm entprivate and publc fimds through use of Comm unity D evelbpm ent ED Omeata Private / To beutilized asnesded
3 Blbck G rants and other outside fimdig m echanian swheneverpossbke to stin ubte CDBG /

¢’6 N1l VAN3IOV
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ATTACHMENT 2

. Responsible Tine Funding
Acton Party Fram e Source Sta'ms 2017
econom & devebpm ent n the C 1y G rants / PW
/ EPA
GF /RDA / Tncluded 1 2016 Stategic PEn Update
private /
ED 51. | Surveyphysical, socil, and econom i conditons on a regulrbass to dentfy other ED 0 nooh RDA /
4 potental redevelbpm entaress. gong CDBG /
Gmants / PW
/ EPA
ED 51. R e a0 Yo nf and the ) ED /RA 6 s GF /RDA / TheRC Redevebpma'ltAgmqrhasbeaq
5 t CDBG dissolved.
ED 61. | Review devebpm entand redevelbpm entproposals for consstency w ith the Folsom PL Ongohg / AF Com pkte and ongoig.
1 Boulkvard Specific Pn. PR
RDA /GF/ O ngong
FD 61 W ork w ith property owners and bushess assocAtons to In prove com m ercil areas RDA /
5 " | abngFolkom Boukvard, hcluidng theirvibility, appearance, clkanness, and ED O ngoihg privae BID )
accessoility. /CDBG /
G mants / PW
D iscourage the underutilization of properties along Folom Boukvard by offering G IZ?Q//G F Inchided 1n 2016 S g PIn Ux
ED 61. | hoentives for redevelbpm entand htensification of uses and densites atkey ED 0 N /RDA /
3 Jocations along the contdor to create the desired pulse points of activity and gong pri BDD)
htensity. / CDBG
ED 63 Coordnatew ith the develbpm ent com m unity and R edevelbpm entA gency to Qentify TheRC Redevebpm entA gency hasbeen
1 " | Endownersw iling to partner, s=1l, and / orredevelp theirproperty to acheve ED /PL /RA O ngoihg GF dissoived.
greater econom I and com m unity benefit.
ED 63 Enoourage the use of m ixed-use zonhg categories, nd use despnations, transit- Ongoihg / Compkte - Folkom Bid.Specific Pn
5 * | oriented develbpm ents, and districts abng Folom Boukvard consistentw ith the PL / ED Specific RDA /AF created .
Folom Boukvard Specific Pln. Pln
ED 63. | Through Bnd useplnnig and zonhg, establich nodes of comm ercal activity w ith L 0 nooi RDA GF 0 utlhed w ithh the adopted zonthgm &p.
3 new restential, office, and support services. gong
Ongohg / RDA / TheC iy has com pkted over $25m ilof
ED 64. | Usestrestcorrdor in provan ents as catalysts for econom It revialization abng Specifc In provem ents to Folom Boulevard.
ED /RA / PW CDBG / PW
1 Foloom Boulvard. PEn/ / G mnts
RDA Pln
ED 71. | M ahtah an hwentory of vacentand underutilized End despnated for comm ercil, ED / PL 2?)83661,/1(1 GF / EPA Cor;mrzi > o odngon] g aseft otaqat]::'sl.
1 hdustral, or resdentil uses and Pentify opportunites for hfill developm ent. i o5 G rants 1 o entp
ED 71. | Tagetkeyunderutlized orvacantparcels and buidigs for rapid developm entand / ED 0 nooi EPA Grants Tncluded 1 2016 Strategic PEn Update
2 orradevebpm ent, consistentw ih the otherpolicies h thisG enaral Pn. gong /GF
ED 71. | Devebp guidelhes foradaptive rause of comm ercial, hdustral, and office buidings BL, / ED 2007 / GF N otcom pkted
3 on hfill sites, hcliding ushg these buidngsas “lve / work” sudbs. 2008
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. Responsible Tine Funding
Acton Party Fram e Source Sta'ms 2017
ED 71. . . . Som e progress hasbeen m ade, butw il
4 Adoptan hfillpolcy. PL / ED O ngoihg GF contiue asnew opportunites arie,
ED 72. | Esablish focused public hvestm entaress, where the C ity w ill teke am ore proactive ED /F /RA 0 oo CGDFBéC/I;,{; © n—gon%\.’ gg{r;t;suerx;v?ﬂmgwﬂq IZEIbLE
1 rok 1 providing bastc hfrastructure and shaping grow th for nfill sites. gong / G mnts pro3
ED 72 2006 / Com pkted on new Specific Pns 2012
5 "7 | Createa fiscalanalyss to determ he “Returm O n Investm ent” RO 1) foreach profct. F 2007 / GF /AF forward @ rboretum ,R D €l0 ro)
O ngoihg
ED 73 Prioritize and expedie the devebpm entreview process for hifilland redevelbpm ent 2006 / N otcom pkted, currentlyw orking on a cage-
1 "7 | profotsby stream Inhg the profct evaliation and pem itthg to avod unnecessary PL /PW /ED 2007 and GF andAF by-case basis
debys. ongoihg
ED 73. | W ihnh the Z onihg C ode establich provisions thatprovide flesbility for nfill sie PL 2006 / GF Com pkte aspartof the zoning code and
2 devebpm ent. 2007 Folom boulevard SPA updates.
GF / wawvers U tlized asnesded
/ cedis /
. . . . . . Jans /
g!D 73. | Usedensitybonuses and other hoentives to stim ulate nfilldevelbpm ent i target ED 6 s G rnts /
: private BID )
/ CDBG /
PW
GF/ 0O ngoig, asneeded
ED 81. | Provide Hoorm arket hfom ation to bcal educational histiutions and youth and ED O ngong / education
1 adult traihng agencies forplnning and curricula purposes on an annual basis. Annualy fimds /
G mants
ED 81 W ork w ih bcaleducatibnal agencies to prom ote the valie of education, especially ediF / - Sesasae
5 * | amongyouth with Iim ied fan iy history of higher education, h support of vocational ED O ngong P
traihing program s. G mnts
GF/ O ngong,asneded. M easureH Prom ke
ED 81. | Fadiate catalystproscts by bringing together key orgenizations to expand ED 0 nooh education Program .
3 vocatibnal and technial program s i secondary schools. gong Gmants/
funds
GF / O ngong, asneeded
ED 81. | Prom ote and expand bushess activites that support schools, such as school ED 0 oo education
4 partnershps, C iy sudent ntemsh ps, faculty htemshps, and pb shadow ng. gorg G m=nts,
fimds
ED 81. | Fosteran on-gohg connection w ith existing hdustries to retah bushessesby ED 0 oo GF Tncluded 1 2016 Strategic PEn Update
5 effectively regoonding to concems. gong
ED 82 W ork w ith the Cham berofComm erce, Rancho CordovaRegional ED C orporation 0 ngoihg
1 * | and bcalbushesses to support “pbs first” and “firsthie” program s to optin ze ED /RA O ngong GF
hirng Rancho Cordova resdents.

¢’6 N1l VAN3IOV
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ATTACHMENT 2
Status 2017

O n-gong
A tiracthher educational facilites, posthigh schooltrainng, and m edial facilites to
Rancho Cordova.

V —~-HOUSING ELEMEN T

D ecam ber16th, 2013, C iy C ounciladopted the 20132021 H ousing E Jem entU pdate of the C iyys8G eneral Pln . The policies and action iem s
contahned h thatupdate supersede those of the orighal G eneral Pn adopted 1 2006 . The summ ary 0£2013-2021 H ousing E lan ent s discussed
T the supplan entalH ousing E Iam ent Status U pdate 2015.

VI - CIRCULATION ELEMENT

ci1i11 Review and update the C iy's roadw ay cross-sections and desgn stendards that BW 2006 GF Com pEe Streets sendardsw ere com peed
n plm ent the roadw ay types shown 1 the C rulbtton Pln. 1 2006
Require the dedication of rightofway and the nstalbiton of roadw ay In provem ents Com pkte and on-going.
aspartof the review and goproval of develbpm entprocts. Require the dedication .
cliz ofm aprroad rightsofway generally, form aprroads and thoroughfares) at the PW / PL Ongong AF/GF
earliest opportunity h the develbbpm entprocess.
Require the dedication of additonal rightofw ay for ntersection in provem ents 0 ncoh AR/ Com pkte and on-going.
cl1l13 where features such as grade separations are plnned, uness otherw ise goproved by PW / PL 9o GF
the C ity Engheer. g
Reguire alldevelbpm entprofcts thatm ustperform new roadw ay construction or Roadw ay phasihg w fllbe required 1
road w denhg to com pkte the entire roadw ay t© isplnned w dth from curb-o- thenew Iy devebpng area. PW &
cila aurb priorto the operation of the profct forwhih the In provem entswere PW / PL O ngon AF/ requirng thatany phased strest sa
' constructed, unless otherw ise gpproved by the C ity Enghesr. Such roadway g GF com pkte street.
construction m ustalko provide facilities adequate to ensure pedestran safety as
determ hed by the C ity Engineer.
Require develbpm entprofcts to provide fiinding or to construct roadway / The Transportation D evelopm ent
hitersection In provem ents to in plam ent the C iy’sC irulbttion PEn.A ttheC 1y's Tm pactFee is established and
discretion, conster the paym ent of established traffic in pactor sin ibr fees to pro¥cts arem oniored foradditonal
provide com pliancew ith the requiram ents of thispolicy w ith regard to those facilites O neom AF/ fair share cost requiram ents.
clls hclided 1 the fee program |, provided that the C ity finds that the fee adequately PW / PL 9o aE
finds all required roadw ay and htersection in provam ents. If paym entof establiched g
fees Isusad to provide com plEnce w ith thispolicy, the C iym ay also require the
paym entof additional fees ffnecessary to cover the fair share costof facilitiesnot
clided 1 or fully finded by the fee program .
ci116 Spacem apr roadw ays goproxim ately onem ik goart and connector roads one-half BW O ngon AF / The city-w Je A rterelM aster Pln s
m ik gpart to ncrease route choie and I prove vehiulbr ciraubton . g GF com pkted.
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. Responsible Tine Funding
Acton Party Fram e Source Sta'ms 2017
Adopt, and update asnecessary, guidelnes for the preparation of traffic in pact Traffic Tm pactG utdelhes are i plce abng
analysis forproposad devebpm entprofcts. Ttan s to be addressed m ay nclude the wih CEQA sonificence critera.
Towng: 2006 /
cl21 g oo ] o a c PW GF
- Guiehes fordetermm nihg when traffic analysis is required;; 2007
- G udelnes for the preparation of taffic analysis; and
- Sinifitance crteria foruse h CEQ A analysis of proposed profcts.
A dopt, and update as necessary, a Iist of circulation in provan ents, hcliding The roadw ay circulation pn i h phee and
c122 roadw ay In provem ents, pedestran and bicyck facilites, and transitrebted BW Annual o Transi, Biyck and Pedestren M aster PEns
n provem ents, which the C ity w illaccsgpt as offsets for congeston 1 accordance are com pketed.
w ih thispolcy.
s . . o 5 h . . The C iy has a traffic countm oniorng
cl31 gilya 9 /I ONIOT g en asw S o e PW Ongon GF progran . The TraffcM anagem entC enter
: g was com pkted 1 2017.
Conthue t© update and refine the C ipw He trafficm odeland use them odel to Several city-w dem odeling effortshave been
cl32 pro¥ct future traffic conditonsbased on existing and pEnned End usesw ithi the PW O ngoihg GF com pkted. Cunently updatihg the G P
Ciyand i the region. Cirukton M odel.
A dopt, and update asnecessary, a Iist of roadw ays on which the C ity w fllnotseek to 2006 / Eges mitﬁi;f:f;;s matwﬂérgotm] ee);
Ccl133 achieve Levelof Service D . This listm ay destnate the Level of Service, which will PW . cIP .
G i - O ngoihg and Folom Boulkvard.The listm ay be
: expanded w ith the G P update.
cis1 Tm plam ent, and update as necessary, the N eghborhood Traffic M anagem entPln W 2006 GF TheEEI\.I T;d;;g];ﬁ)m ancg]p 532(;%?:3
and the tools for in plem enting traffic cain ing 1 neghlborhoods. be oo 3 12018,
C onsider the preparation and adoption ofa Trp Reduction Progran that Hentifies 2006 / The C iy parmersw ith the 50 CondorTM A
cl91 ways th which autom obike traffic and congestion can e reducesasaway to in prove PW 2007 GF to provide these services and the C ity has
m obiliyw ithin the C ity. hitated theCordoVen.
192 Encourage devebpm entprofcts, m apren pbyers, and schook to BW 0 nooh GF Participation w ih the 50 TM A sa sendard
hooporate/particpate 1 trip reduction program s. T conditon of goproval.
c1101 lmooxporatemacmum blbck Iength sendards nto the C ity's street desion and/or W 2006 GF Compkte
in provan ent sendards.
1102 W hen blocks are desined at Ingths greater than 800 feet, desion shall nclidem O- BW 0 nooh AF /GF Enforced during the em all bt tentativem ap
bk pedestrin and em ergency vehitle connections. gong n provam entpkn process.
c1111 Tnclude fimdng 1 the C ity's C goital In provem ent Pln (CIP) t© construct the _- 2006 GF/CT Bike, Ped and Transitelm ents are ncluded
pedestren and bioycke com ponents of the roadw ay in provan ent. /2007 T the Trangportation Fee Program .
Require pedestran circulation routes to be designed fito all bnd plnsand Com pkted and ongoing aspartof the
c231 subdivisbns to ensure thataccess for the pedestren sprovided. Pedestrén routes P/ PL 0 Nt AF entitlm entreview process.
shallbe hterconnected and m ay nclude open spaces, parks, and traik as otherw ise gong
required by the C ity
Reguire and site pedestren crossings ofm apr roads at key hitersectionsand at 2006 / AF /CIB/ C om pkted when projctm ustadhere to a
c232 Jcations thatprovide priority and efficiency to the pedestren, even at the expense of PW / PL . GF desnated crossing per the B ke and

n proved vehioular ciroulation .

Pedestren M aster Pn .

¢’6 N1l VAN3IOV
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. Responsible Tine Funding
Acton Party Fram e Source Sta'ms 2017
Ensure safe, efficient pedestrizn connections arem ade betw een the sidew ak, parking Com pkted and ongoing aspartof the
c233 aress, and entrances to gtores, offices, and otheruses as part of develbbpm entdesin PW / PL O ngoihg AF /GF entitlan ent review process.
revEw .
Prepare and adopta Pedestrien M aster Pln that sets forth a com prehensive CompkedM arch 2011. H owever, the
pedestren system and support facilites, asw ell as plns education , m arketing, and 2006 / update wasnotcom pleted.
c241 enforcem entprogran s. Identify detailed and ranked in provem ents h theM aster PW / PL 2007 GF
Pln, and update the pln every three to five years. Tncluidem hinum sdewak
w dthsbased on develbpm ent ype.
C242 Coordiate the Pedestrien M aster PIn and the cirmuton—+elated com ponents of the PW / PL / 2006 / GF Com pked N ovem ber2013.
' C 170 pen Space Standards. CRPD 2007
Prepare and adopta B keway M aster Pn that sets forth a com prehensive bicycle CompkedM arch 2011.
c251 systam and support facilites over the next 20 years, asw ellas plns education, PW / 2006 / GF
m arketing, and enforoem entprogram s. Identify detaild and ranked ciroubtion PL 2007
n provem ents 1 theM aster Pln, and update the pln every three to five years.
Cc252 Coordhate the BkewayM aster Pln w ith the ciraultion-+elhited com ponents of the PW / 2006 / GF Com pkted N ovan ber 2013
C iy O pen Space Stendards. PL 2007
Pursue allavaibbke sources of findig for the developm entand in provem entof O n-gohg. O btahed grants foraltemate
c253 bizycle facilites. D evebp profcts and seaure fimdig to in prove pedestren and PW O ngoig CIP / Gmnts m odes.
bizycle safety and access around schools and transit stations.
E stablish a Bycke A dvisory Comm dttee to oversee creation and in plm entation of The B ioychng A dvocates for Rancho
c254 the BioycleM aster Pln and ensure consistency w ith exdasting policy doaum ents, such PW 2006 GF C ordova hasbean established.
astheG eneral Pn.
C oordnate C ity departm entsw ith stekehoHers such as the C ounty of Sacram ento, Staff sworking w ith allagencis to buid an
Sacram ento A rea C ouncilof G overnm ents, Bureau of R eclEm ation, Am ericen R ver hiegrated tradl systam .
Parkway C omm itee, Cordova R ecreation and Park D trict, Sacram ento C ity /
c255 County Biycke A dvicory Comm ittee, airquality agencies, Sacram ento Regional PW O ngong GF
TransitD istrict, 50 C onddor T ransportation M anagem entA ssochation, em pbyers,
restdents, and cyclists 1 order to deson, in plm ent, and m antan the proposed
bikeway systam .
Cc256 Provie saff resources focused on review ofproposed bicycle and rebted facilities PW / PL 2006 / GF Compktd.
and their In plm entation and operation. 2007
c271 Tnclude grade-ssparated crossings 1 the C iy's C apital In provem ent Pln, and collect W 2006 CP/GF G rade Separations for B kes and Peds are
: fees to assist h the construction of these facilities. hcluded 1 the Fee Program .
D evebp stendards for grade separated pedestren and bicycle crossings that take the D evebped a sandard forbicycle under-
pedestrn / bicycke crossing eltherabove orbelbw the road. W hen the crossing crossings and continue to expand stendard
c2792 goesunder the road, develbpm ent standards should gecify thata change is elevation W 2006 / cP options.
’ I required of both the crossing and roadw ay, therdby splitting the necessary vertical 2007
Clarance. D ong g0 w illm ake the crossing safer and m ore attractive to usersby
albw Ing them to see the horizon as theym ake the crossing.
Tdentify grade ssparated crossings and enhanced tersection in provem ents for 2006 / Com pkted aspartof the B ke and Pedestrin
c273 bikewaysand trails aspartof the BioyckeM aster Pn, TrailsM aster Pln, Pedestrian PW / PL 2007 GF M aster Pn i 2011 and 2013.
M aster Pn, and 1 conjinction w ith developm entreview .
17|Page
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D evebp program s to encourage bicyck use h com m unitfeswhere sonificant W orkingw ih 50 CorrdorTM A and

c281 segm ents of the population do notdrive and where short trjps arem ostcom m on PW O ngoihg GF / Grmants advocacy groups to expand C iy program s.
eg., through Safe Routes to Schoolkprogram s).

M antahn roadw ays and bicyclkerebted facilities so they provie safe and com fortabke Strest av espihg m antenance program s
c282 conditions for the bike rder, nclidng esablishhg a routinhe street swesping PW O ngohg CIp phce.

program and m antainihg Bne srpihg forbike Bnesand routes.
c283 M hin Zze road construction in pacts by coordhatig bike, and pedestrin facilites - 0 oo e Tnclided h profctdelvery requiram ents.

w ith roadw ay construction whenever feasble. gong

Ensure traffic-cain g projects are appropriate forbicyclk and pedestren usars 9., . Bike Ped access sa key elem ent n the
Cass address bulb-out or roundabout designs thatpush cyclists nto taffic). Ew Ongong GRS NTM P

Provide snage, altemative routes, etc. durhg construction activities affecting . Tnhclided 1 Constructon Stendards
€285 bikeways to ensure the safety of cyclists. B Ongong c®
Cc285 Enforce traffic lw s to in prove the safety and com fortof all road usars, wih a PD 0 oo GF O ngong.

partioulr foaus on behaviors and attiudes that causem otorvehicke / bioycle crashes. gong
c287 U se avaibbk accdentdata to m oniorbiyclerebied accdent vels annuall and PD Anmual GF O ngoig.

’ focus on a reduction of fifty percent on a per capita basis over the next 20 years.

c288 Wl_'mpmveped%tran crossihgs T areas ofhigh pedestrin activity where safety isan W 5 s e o Addressed 1 the Bioyee and Pedestren

ise. M asterPEns.

Adopta target Evel of biyck use eg.percentof trips) and safety to be achieved M ode gplitgoak are established 1 the
c289 w ith a soecific tin efram e, and in prove data collection necessary to m onior PW / PD O ngong GF BiyckeM agerPEn

progress.

Tdentify a fimding source thatw ill provide at last one crossing guard foreach N otCompked

elan entary and m dd’le schooln the Ciy. W ork w ith schooldistricts to dentifyy piht .
C 20 findig solutions and otherpartnersh opportunites that faciliate pedestrien safety 15D) /I Ongong Cli / (E s

around schools

Aspartof the Pedestran M aster Pln, Bioycke M agter Pn, and/or C ity Strest These sendards are hicluided 1 theN TM P
2101 Standards, develbp In provem ent stendards for atgrade pedestrian crossings €g., BW 2006 / GF and theBM P and PM P.

pedestrn bub outs, m arkngs, specElpaving, Iohting, shnage) w ith perform ance 2007

stendards for bcation and frequency.

Create, In plan ent, and update reguarly a TransitM aster Pln forRancho Cordova The TransitM aster PEn was com pkted

that dentifies the type of system desired for the C ity. Transit routes should conncide 2006 and is currently being updated .

w ith m aprdesthations foran ploym entand shopping, the bcation ofm apr
c311 sttutions, concentrations ofm ultd=fam iy housing, and other Ind uses Ikely to PW / PL 2006 GF

attractpublic transit ridershp . Bus routes shoul folow m aprroadsw ih service to

restential neghborhoods from  connector streets. Fgure C 3 dentifies the C y's

preferred transit systam .

W ork w ih transitproviders to develbp and in plen ent the TransitM aster Pln and GF/TF/ Initated w ith the Rancho CordoVan and i
c312 any additonal transit servicesw ith the C ity thatare tin ely, costeffective, and PW O ngong UF /G rnts contihuig.

regoonsive to grow th pattems and existing and future transitdem and.
c313 Pursue allavaibbke sources of finding for transit services. PW O ngoihg GF U btz adaggmn B s

Rancho Cordova 2017 General Plan Annual Report

18|Page

8.



¢’6 N1l VAN3IOV

ATTACHMENT 2

VII - OPEN SPACE, PARKS,AND TRAILS ELEMENT

. Responsible Tine Funding
Acton Party Fram e Source Sta'ms 2017
Ensure that transit service isprovided 1 accordancew ith regional plns and policis, Transitplnnihg i htegrated w ith other
c314 hcliding dentified transit in provem ents develbped as part of the Sacram ento PW O ngoihg GF / Grmants transit agencies.
CountyM obility Study.
c315 Review thenead foradditonal transit nes / service 1 new develbbpm entand require BW 0 oo AF /GF Perform ed aspartof the C ity’s transic
salbton of nesded stops through the profctreviey process. gong n plan entation efforts.
) . s ) . ) . . Reently expanded the Paratransit service
c321 Enoou:.:age;.)azatra?stsasmewﬂqm theC beyw.()ﬂmgwm semoe.pmv:dets © PW O ngoihg GF area and w illcontiue to ok for expansibn
better Hentify service ggps and resources, and to In prove resoonse tin es. .
opportuniies.
TheC iy aurrentlyhas 4 ITphtrail satons.
Requirenew develbpm entand redevelbpm ent to nclide public transit stations, N ew develbpm ent s required to provide
c331 egecilly Ightrail stations, and t© prom ote pedestrien activity and connection PW / PL O ngoihg AF their fair share of transit in provem ents @e.
betw een public transitand retail, office, and resentaluses. additonalROW , findng) aspartof the
entitem entreview process.
Consstentw ith the Transit section of the C irrulation Pn and the TransitM aster R phtofway nesds are verified 1 the
Cc332 Pln, require develbbpm ent to dedicate the necessary rghtofway needed to PW O ngoihg AF n provam entpkn process.
accom m odate planned transit services.
Enoourage and acosptan pbyee shuttles asa visblem itgation m easure for trip AF /GF/ E fforts are beng addressed by the 50 TM A .
c341 recluction when proposad develbpm ent cannototherw isem itgate potential in pacts PW / PL O ngong
3 I
to C 1ty streets.
W ork w ith the Sacram ento C ounty A Iiport Systam and the A portLand U se Staff contiues o m omtorailtpoxtpla!nnng
C411 | Comm isbn to inprove operatbnsatM atherA iport, consistentw ith the C iy’s ED / PL 0 ngon GF sfiors ERR §). Saffm etw th the arport
; n P ]p gong m anagem ent h 2017 to discuss the A iport
: Land U sepln update.
Perodially undertake a detailed analysis of the In provem entsneeded as grow th The Trangportation Tm pactFee progran
Cc531 occurs and the costs associated w ith those in provan ents. U pdate fees asnecessary PW O ngohg GF aurrently review g o 2018
o engure full finding of all required In provem ents.
532 E steblish a road m ahtenance assesan entdstrict to provide a fimdihg source to - 2006 GF M anhtenance D Hrictshave been establiched .
m ahtah road in proven ents and new roadsasaresultofnew devebpm ent.
D evebp and in plem enta com prehensive systan o m onitorand evaliate the The C iy has established a Pavan ent
cE1l conditons and m ahtenance needs of the existing trangportation netw ork. Inventory BW 0 oo GF/CTP M anagam ent System usihg apavem ent
and categorize the C iy-m antahed roadsby road type and conditon ushg a gong conditon ndex.
pavem entm anagam ent systam .
W orkwih SACOG to ensure that theM etropolien Trangportation Pn i C 1y staffhasan h-depth coordnation
c6l2 coordnated w ith the C iy’sC apial Tn provan ent Pn to faciliate access to federal PW O ngong GF process for SACO G M TP updates.
and state funds for cirmulation m ahtenance and in proven ents.

OSPT1.

11

Require devebpers of allnew restdentialdevelopm ent to dedicate parklend ata rate
of five acres of Ind per1 000 popuktion .W hen necessary, provide an h-hieu
paym entoption, which albow s the devebper to find the acquisition of acosptable

PL / CRPD

O ngohg

AF

Com pkted and ongoig as the C iynow has
open space requirem ents.
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ATTACHMENT 2

. R esponsible Tine Funding
Action > o o Status 2017

nd equal o the dedication requiran ent. Calubte required parkend dedication

exclusive of required open soace.
OSPT 1. | Consulw ih the CordovaRecreation and Park D strictprior to determ hhing the L 0 N GF /AF Com pkted and ongong.
12 acoeptabilisy of Ends proposad for dedication as public parkend. gong
0SPT 1 E stablish a procedure fordetarm hing an aopropriate h lieu fee an ount thatensures BL /F N otcom pkted. H owever, outlned w thi
13 " | CRPD willhave adequate funds to purchase required parklnd forwhih n ieu fees CRPD 2006 GF D evelopm ent A greem ents and required h

arepad. Teu feesprior to FhnalM ap A pproval
O SPT 1. | Ensure thatsufficint finding form antenaence of parks i assured prior to goproval PL/F/ 0 nookx GF Corrérﬁ@u gha;i onlgolng;‘;usrf eqsz)d
41 of any Final Subdivision M gp that ncludes publc parksand / orrehbted facilites. CRPD gong g propo

D evelbpm ent A grean ents.

C onsder creating a fee and assesan entprogram  © provide hcreased finding for O ngoing.
0SPT 1 existing parks, i colbboration w ith the C ordova R ecreation and Park D strict. This BL /F
49 " | could nclude bcal or regbnalbond m easures or assesan entdistricts, public or - O ngong GF

private grants orpartnersh s, hom eowners assocations, or otherm ethods deam ed

goproprate by the C iy.
0SPT 1 Conthue to work w ith the C ordova R ecreation and Park D istricton this issue, and O ngoig.

" | Inplm ent findihg m echanism saspartof the C ity's review and approvalofnew PL / CRPD O ngoihg GF

51 .

develbpm entprogcts.

O ngong.Tn 2017,CRPD contracted w ih
O SPT 1. | Explbre thepossiility of the C ordova R ecreation and Park D istrict constructing a PL / CRPD 2007 GP/DF consulants, LPA , to work on pkns forthe
52 com m unity poolthat isusable yearxound. comm uniy pool. W orkshops are scheduled
1 2018.

0SPT 1 Expand the C ordova SeniorC enterat the Lincoh V illege C om m unity Park, and the 2007 / Tm provan entshave been m ade.
53 " | construction ofnew senior comm unity facilites asdan and for such facilites PL / CRPD 2008 GP/PF

creases.
0SPT 1 Conthnue to work w ith the C ordova R ecreation and Park D strict n theplnning and Com pkte and ongoig.
61 " | execqution ofpark and recreation facilities to accom m odate a varety of regional PL O ngoihg GF

SoOrts vaues.
O SPT 1. | W ork cooperativelyw ih the Sacram ento Sports Comm ission and Cham berof PL / CRPD 0 Nt GF Com pkte and ongong.
62 Comm erceV itorand Tourst Burean to attract and host regional sporting activites. gong

AdoptC iy 0 pen Space Stendards as an action program to in plam ent the open Com pkte.2017-2018 saff is review hg
0 SPT 2 goace policy fram ework 1 thisE Jem ent. The sendardsw ill ckearly define the C iy's finding and in plm entation of the stendards
11 " | regquiram ents for the In provem ent, expansion, and m aitenance of open space. Such PL 2006 GF fornew developm ent.

stendards shall hclude provisions fortw o types of open gace: 1) M andatory O pen

Space, and 2) Perform ance Bagad O pen Space.

Require devebpers of allnew resdentialdevebpm ent to dedicate parklnd ata rate Compkte;CRPD regubtes the quin by

of1.75 acres of Ind per1 000 popultion, generally com prised of: parklend requirem entwhik the C iy regutes

stPT 2.0 O pen Turf, Tree Canopy and D og Parks; PL O ngoihg AF the open space requirem entper the open

- N eghborhood G reens; and space standaros.

- Comm uniyw de O pen Space.
O SPT 2. | Consderpartalcaedit form andatory open spacew thi drahage faciliteswhen PL O ngoig AF O ngoig.
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ATTACHMENT 2

. Responsible Tine Funding
Acton Party Fram e Source Sta'ms 2017
13 certan critera arem et
0 SPT 2 Exemptfrom them hinum open space requiran ents resdential subdivisbns of ten Under consteration for an alkerprofcts.
14 " | acresorlesswhith arenotpartofam asterplnned develbpm entm esthg the PL O ngoihg GF
' m hinum open gace requiram ent, at the C iy’s discretion .
0 SPT 2 Require allnew develbpm entprofcts to provide a systam of connected open space Com pkte and ongoihg perentitlem ent
15 " | that ncludes greenw ay, trails, nodes, and green hifrastructure (gee C ity O pen Space PL O ngoihg AF TeVEW .
Stendards), h proxin iy to allnew resdents.
0 SPT 2 Ensure that finding form antenance of open goace s sufficientpror to approvalof O ngoig.
15 " | any Fhal Subdivision M ap of developm ent that ncludes open gpace facilides or PL/F O ngoihg AF
an enides.
G T Consder nclidihg encum bered Bnd (uch as a pow er Iine easam ent) thatm ests all 0 ngong as partof the entitlam ent review
17 " | otherrsquiran ents for open space for nclusion 1 the open goace system on a case— PL O ngong AF process.
0 SPT 2 Adopta com prehensive O pen Space Presarvation PIn as the action program that 2006 / Compkted. O pen Space D eson G udehnes.
o1 " | cleardy in plan ents the C 1ty's open space polcy fram ew ork and provides clar PL / CRPD 2007 GF
direction for them antenance of open space nds.
Encourage pro¥cts to accom plish the follow ing: Com pkte and ongoihg
- A logn madsand public gpaces o take advantage of vistas overm itgation Ends;
- Siepublicly accessble trails adpoent to the boundaries of m itgation Bnds to ke
O SPT 2. advantage of the open character and unntermupted edge of them itgaton nds; PL/PW / 0 noo;
gong AF
31 and CRPD
- Consder baating public parks adpcent to m itgation Bnds to create a greater
snse of open gace and © teke advantage of opportunites forvisas and trail
connectons.
O SPT 2. | Through the devebpm entreview process, hoorporate deson features that hcrease PL 0 nooh AF Com pkte and ongoihg.
32 viualaccess to natural resourcem itgaton Bnds. gong
0 SPT 3 C reate and adopta com prehensive TraikM aster Pn that includes niform ation on 2006 / Compkted 1 2016.
| cumentresources and plns for future develbpm ent, hcliding desionating baations PL / PW GF BiyckTraikM aster PEn
11 2007 :
and types of trails.
O SPT 3. | Review allnew devebpm entprocts and public works profcts and require L / W 0 oo GF Com pkted durihg entitkm entreview .
12 com pliencew ith the TraikM aster Pn prior to goproval. gong
O SPT 3. | Provide appropriate pedestrin and bicyck Iinkages to existing facilities, partioularly BL / W O neo GF /AF O n-gong.
13 to those facilitesw ith the Am ericen R Mer Parkway and the Folom South Canal. gong
O SPT 3 | Devebp and in pln enta capial in provem entpln to constructnew bridges, grade- W 0 N GF G rade sgparated crossings are hclided 1 the
14 separated crossings, and ram ps at key hitersections of m apr traiks and roadw ays. T BM P and 1 the Fee Program .
O SPT 3. | W ork cooperativelyw ith Sacram ento County to find enhancem entsw ithn the PL /PW / 0 nooix GF /G mnts O ngohg
21 Am erten R iver Parkw ay, consstentw ith the Am ercen R er Parkway Pln. CRPD gong
0 SPT 3 Inhclde fundng for grade-sparated and enhancad atgrade pedestrn crossings Infrastructure needs are cluded
"] through the develbpm entreview and entitlam entprocess and pursue grants and PL / PW O ngoihg AF devebpm entefforts.
31 )
other fundig for traik.
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ATTACHMENT 2

INFRASTRUCTURE AND FINANCE ELEMENT

. Responsible Tine Funding
Acton Party Fram e Source Sta'ms 2017

O SPT 4. | Provide staff supportand / or findig to facilitate updates to the Am erican R Irer PL /PW / 0 nooix GF O ngohng.
11 Parkway Pln. CRPD gong
0SPT 4 Tdentify and supportprogran s,whith serve the specE] recreational and open goace O ngoing.
12 7" | needsof smbrs, youth, and other gpecialnesds groups thatm ay be underserved PL / CRPD O ngoihg GF /Grmnts

wihn the comm unity.
0 SPT Tdentify and supportprogram swhich sarve the gpoecial recreational and open pace 0 ngong; M ultiolke departm ents have been
413 neads of ssnrs, youth, and other specalnesds groups thatm ay be underserved PL / CRPD O ngong GF / Grants hclided to facilitate this outreach .

w ihih the comm uniyy.
O SPT D etam e the nead for special facilites forssniors eg.,m orebenchesand flt . 0 ngoig and partof the buiing perm itand
414 paved waking areas near the river) . PL / CRFD Ongong GF /Gt In provem entpln review .
O SPT D eterm 'ne thenead for special facilities foryouths consistentw ith natural resource L, / CRPD Omgores GF /Gmnts O ngong.
415 protection.
0SPT 4 Encourage the use of volintesrs and com m unity groups to providem ahtenance and BL /DWW / O ngoig. C iy engages th events such as
o1 7| safetypatrols on trails through the provision of findihg and saff assistance to CRPD / PD O ngoihg GF / Grmants Creek W esk and Communiy Cken Up

Jeverage volinteer efforts. events to help m antain O pen Space aress.
O SPT 4. | Prom ote the C ity’swortd-clss system ofparks, trails, and open goace to allusers PL /PW / 0 nooix GF /G rmnts W orkng to In prove prom hence of the
22 through education, m arketing, and com m uniy activites. CRPD / PIO gong Am ericen R er Parkw ay'.

Support traik events and trailuse through publicity, prockm ations, particiation , and These events are prom oted and supported 1
0SPT 4 finding, comm uniy events eg. Eppie'sG reatRace, Fourth of July C ekoration, BL / BW / our city bioyclke program .
23 ~" | KdsDay, SollBom Fam s, Anatola-K avah Rancho Tradl) that cross com m unity CRED / PD O ngoihg GF /Grants

and neghborhood boundaris, and heb bring together varibus sagm ents of the

populton.

=F 1l U tlize the C 1y’s F izcal Tm pactof N ew D evebpm ent FIN D ) M odelw ihin the N otComplkted.
1 review of proposad develbpm entprofcts to engure revenues assocated w ith the PL/F O ngoihg AF
profctw il fuTly find C ity expenses assocated w ith the profct.
ISF1l1 Annually review the Fiscal In pact of N ew D evebpm ent FIN D ) M odeland update PL /T Anmual GF N otComplkted.
2 asnecded to reflectactual costs of C ity Servioes.
— Perbdially evaliate the C 1y’s office and retaildam and basad on changhg Tncluded 1 2016 Strategic Pln Update and
3 dean ographis and m arket conditons to engure an adequate supply of nd fornon- PL /ED /RA O ngonhg GF /RDA E conom i D evebpm ent Strategic Pln
BF21 Exogpotwhen prohbited by state Jaw |, require sufficient capacity t allpublic facilities O ngong.
1 to m ahtah desired service Ievels and avoid capacity shortages, traffic congestion, or PL / PW O ngoihg AF
othernegative effects on safety and qualiyy of life.
SF 21 Adoptaphasing pln for the developm entof public facilites i a ogicalm anner that O ngoihg
5 * | encourages the orderly develbpm entof roadw ays, water and saw ex, and otherpublic PW 2007 GF /AF
h:ﬂm‘ ] .
ISF21. | W ihhoH publc financhg orassistence from procts thatdo notcom plyw ih the PW /ED /RA O ngoing AF O ngoing
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Action

plnned phasing ofpublic facilites, and approve hterin facilites only 1 goecal
Cciroum stances.

Responsible
Party

Tine
Fram e

Funding
Source

ATTACHMENT 2

Status 2017

ISF21.

W ork w ith utility providers to coordiate the hsalbtion orupgrading or rebcation
ofutilities to m hin Zzem ultple tranching of city streets.

Pw

0 ngoihg

AF

O ngong.

ISF22.

E gablish a TechnimalReview Comm itee for contihued coordination w ith outside
service agencies, hcldihg water and saw erproviders, the C ordova R ecreation and
Park D strict, and the schooldistricts, durng the review of plns and developm ent
pro¥cts.

PL/PW /B

2006 /
O ngong

GF /AF

0 ngoing as the D evebpm ent Servie Team
(O ST) filk this ok In pregoplication and
goplication review .M estings tBke plce
weskly on Thursdaysat10am .

ISF23.

Require sscure fhancing forall com ponents of the transportation systam  through the

use of spechl taxes, assesan entdistricts, devebper dediations, or other gppropriate

m echaniam s. Fiancihg should be sufficient to com pkte required m aprpublc

facilities at their fullplnned capacites 1 a shglke phase. M apr facilites hclide

roadw ays of collector size or lrger; allw ells, w ater transam ission Ines, treatm ent

facdhites, and storage tenksnesded t© serve the progct; and all saw er trunk and

hiterogptor Ines and treatm entplnts or treatm entplnt capacity.

- D esbn, enghearng, environm ental com plence, and construction of roadw ay
Tnes, trafftc spnals, and bridges.

- Rihtofwayacquisition, design, enghesring, environm ental com plience, and
construction costs.

- D rahage and other facilites related t© new roadw ay construction .

- Tns@albtion of lndscaped m edEns, sidewaks, and staestscaping where
aoproprate.

PW /F

O ngoihg

GF/AF/
IF

0 ngoig fornew devebpm ent
profcts.

ISF23.

Requirenew devebpm entto find its fair share portion of its in pacts to allpublic
hfrasructure and facilities.

PL/PW /B/
F

O ngoihg

AF

O ngoig.

ISF23.

Tnclude sufficint finding 1 fee program sand / orother fnancem echanim s to
cover the costs of each of the folbw g roadw ay iem s:

PW /F

O ngoihg

GF /AF

O ngoihg

ISF24.

The folbw 1g shallbe required for all kgishtive-kvel develbpm entprofcts,
hcliding comm unity plns, generalpkn an endm ents, goecifc plns, rezonihgs, and
otherpkn-kevel discretionary entitlam ents, but exclidihg tentative subdvisonsm gos,
parcelm gps, use pem its, and other proactgoecific discretionary End-use

entitlan ents or goprovals:

- Proposed water supplies and delivery systam s shallbe dentified at the tin e of
develbpm entprofctapprovalto the satisfaction of the C ity. Thewater agency or
com pany proposhg to provie sarvice (collectively referred to as “water
provider”) to the profctm ay provide several altemative m ethods of supply
and/ordelivery, provided thateach i capable ndviually of providing water to
the profct. The profctaoplicantorw aterprovider shallm ake a factual show hg
pror to profct goproval that the w ater provider or proviers proposihg to serve
the develbpm entprofcthas orhave legal entitlam ents to the Hentified water
supplies or that such entitlan ents are reasonably foresessbk by the tin e of
subssquent, profctspecifc discretibnary End-use entitlan ents or gpprovals.
This factual show hg shallalko dan onstrate that the w ater provider’s dentified
water upply is reasonably relEbke over the ong term - @t Jeast 20 years) under

PW / PL

O ngoihg

AF

0 ngoig per the entitlan entreview process
through C onditons of A pproval, W ater
AgencyReviw ,and Tm provan ent Pn

Reviw .
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Action

nom al, shgk-dry and m ultiok-dry vears

-  Allrequired water treatm entand delivery hfrastructure for the progct shallbe
phce atthe tin e of subssquent, proctgecific dicretionary nd-use
entitlan ents or gpprovals, or shallbe assured pror to occupancy through the use
ofbonds orother sureties to the C iy's satisfaction . W ater hfrastructurem ay be
phased to concdew ith the phasad develbpm entof Erge-scake profcts.

A ction sarvice area, and other projcts, which have received comm im ents for,
water service.

- O ffsir and onsie water hfrastucture sufficient to provide adequate water to the
subdiasbn shallbe h place priorto the goproval of the FhalM gp or thelr
fihancing shallbe assured t© the satgsfaction of the C iy, consistentw ith the
requiram ents of the Subd¥ision M gp Act.

- O ffsie and onsite w ater distrbution system s required t© serve the subdvison
challbe 1 plce and contan w ater at sufficient quantity and pressure prorto the
Fuance of any buidihng perm is. M odelhom esm ay be exan pted from this
policy asdeterm hed goproprate by the C iy, and subict to goprovalby the C iy,

Responsible
Party

Tine
Fram e

Funding
Source

ATTACHMENT 2

Status 2017

The folbw hg shallbe required for profctgoecific discretionary Bnd-use

entitlhn ents and gpprovals, hcliding butnot Iin ied to, all tentative subdivision

m gos, parcelm gos, oruse pem is:

- An assured water aupply and delivery system  shallbe avaibblk or reasonably
foreseesbe at the tin e of proctapproval. The w ater agency providing service
to the profctm ay provide several altemative m ethods of supply and/ or delivery,
provided thateach is capable hdividually of providing water to the profct.

- Theprofctaoplicant, wateragency ©Oragencis), orw ater com pany Or
com panies) providig water service to the profct site shallm ake a factual
show g consistentw ith, or the C ity shall in pose conditons sin ibr to, those
required by G overmm entC ode section 66473 7 1 order to ensure an adequate
w ater supply for devebpm entauthorized by the profct. Priorto recordation of
any fhal subdwvisbn m ap, orprorto C ity aoproval of any sin ibr profctgpecitic

SF24. discretionary nd use goproval or entitlan ent required fornonresdentaluses,

2 the profct goplicant orw ater provier shalldem onstrate the avaidbiliy ofa
Tong-tem , relieble w ater supply for the an ountof develbpm ent thatw ould be
authorized by the final subdvision m go or profEctspecific discretonary non—
restential goproval or entitkm ent. This assurance ofwater supply shall dentdify
that the w ater providerhas Jegal entitlem ent to the water source and that the

water source Is reasonably relisbke @t Jeast 20 years) undernom al, dry and
multple dry years. Such dem onstration shall consist of aw ritten certification
from thew aterprovider that either existing sources are avaibbke or thatnesded
n provem entsw illbe 1 place prior to ocaupancy.

- O ffsie and onsie water hfrastucture sufficient to provide adequate water to the
subdwasbn shallbe th place prior o the Bsuance of buiding pemm its or their
financing shallbe assured t© the satgsfaction of the C ity priorto the gpprovalof
the FhalM ap, consistentw ith the requirem ents of the Subdivision M ap A ct, or
prorto the isuance of a sin iar, profctlevel entitln ent fornon-+esdential Bnd
uses.

PW / PL

O ngong

AF

Com pkte and ongong per the
entitlem entreview process,
Conditons of A pproval, W ater
AgencyReviaw and In provem ent
Plns,
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Action

0 ffsite and onsite w ater dstrbution system s required to serve the subdwvisbn
shallbe 1 plce and contah w aterat sufficient quantity and pressure prior to the
Jesuance of any buiding perm its. M odelhom esm ay be exan pted from this
polcy asdeterm hed appropriate by the C iy, and sub¥ct to approvalby the C iy

Responsible
Party

Tine
Fram e

Funding
Source

ATTACHMENT 2
Status 2017

ISF26.

Require all subdivision devebpm ents to adhere to the folow hg provisons, to the

extentperm ited by state aw :

- Sawage / wadtew ater treatm ent capacity shallbe avaibbk at the tin e of tentatie
m gp goproval.

- Theagency providihg sew er service o the subdvison shalldan onstrate prior to
the gpprovalof the FialM ap by the C ity that sufficient capacity shallbe avaibbk
to accom m odate the subdiision plus existing develbpm ent, and otherproposad
or gpproved profctswhith have received saw age treatm ent capacity
comm im ent.

- O nsite and offsite saw age conveyance systam s required o sarve the subdivision
shallbe i plce prior to the goprovalof the FialM ap, or thelr fnancig shallbe
assured o the satdsfaction of the C iy, consistentw ith the requirem ents of the
Subdivison M ap Act.

- Sewage conveyance system sw ithi the sulbdivision shallbe h place and
connected o the sawage digposal systam priorto the Fssuance of any buidig
pem is. M odelhom esm ay be exan pted from  this polcy as determ hed
approprite by the C iy, and subct o aoprovalby the C ity.

PW / PL

O ngoihg

AF

Com pkte and ongoig per the entitlan ent
review process, C onditons of A pproval,
Tm provan ent PIns, and Sacram ento Area
SewerD BxictReviw .

ISF26.

G enerally, the C ity shallnotalbw construction of hdependent com m unity sewer
systam s to sarvenew develbpm ent.

PL / PW

O ngoihg

AF

0O ngoig per the entitlem ent review process.

ISF26.

Require allcom m excial or hdustraldevelbpm ent, asw ellas allresdential
develbpm entw ith Iots an aller than two acres, to connect to apublic sewer systam .

PL / PW

O ngong

AF

0 ngoig per the entitlem entreview process.

ISF217.

C oordhate w ith utility agencies to underground, strategically place, and screen
egquim entto them axinum extent feasble.

PL / PW

O ngoig

AF

0 ngong per the entitlem ent review process.

272

Require com pkte viaual screening of allutility sites, facilities, and equiom ent, with
goecilan phasis on screening i proxin iy to restentidlproperty or n view shed.

PL

O ngoihg

AF

0 ngoing as a zonihg code raquiram ent
section 23 731 080.

ISF 2 8.

D evebp an Infom ation Technolbgy Strategic Pn w ith fnput from com m uniy
stakehoers and experts.

2006 /
2007

GF

Com pkted and O ngoing.

ISF 2 8.

Expbreways to in prove the C iy/'sw ebsite to provide service h new ways.

CM

2006 and
ongohg

GF

0O ngoing 1 2017 o hoorporate new
brandng, open counter, and storyboards for
PW and PL.

ISF31.

C ity Staff shall actively w ork w ith other agencies and jirisdictions 1 the develbpm ent
/ expansion and finding of aw He range of public services hcliding, butnot Im ied
to nebhborhood senvices, socialand culural services, Specl nesds sarvices, houshg
services, educational and com m unity services, and recreational services.

PL/ED /H /
CRPD

O ngong

GF / Gmnts

O ngoig — asne=ded

ISF31.

Regulrly survey or otherw ise Hentify the service nesds and priorites of Rancho
C ordova resdents.

CM /H

O ngoihg

GF

O ngong.

ISF31.

Pursue grants and other fimding opportunites to createnew servioes or expand
existing services targeted to m est the neads of Rancho C ordova resdents and

CM /PL /PW
/B/ED /H

O ngoihg

GF

O ngong.
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. Responsible Tine Funding
Acton Party Fram e Source Sta'ms 2017
an pbyess
ISF31. | Encourage the co-bcation of public service proviers into comm ercil, office, and . 0O ngong — asne=ded
4 m xed-use sites that are accessbke to persons 1 nead of sarvices. PL /ED /RA Ongong GF
ISF32. | Provide financial support to the existing Horary system to in prove services for bcal . N otCompkted. CF feesare cunently
1 resdentsand em pbyees eg., extended hours). s Ongong = Emie collected fornew facilites.
SF 32 Encourage the County to bcatenew Torariesw ithin Rancho C ordova accessbk to CM / PL / PW O ngoihg
5 * | pedestrins, bioycks, and public transit riders, 1 ahighly visble bcation that s /ED O ngoihg GF /Grants
accessb ke to unaccom panid chibdren.
ISF 32. | Consderthe esablishm entofa fee forpublc Tbrary financing bassd on progcted M /T 2006 / GF N otComplkted.
3 em pym ent fornew non-restential developm ent. 2007
ISF32. | M arkettheC iy's srengths and desires fordevebpm entof a fulkservice hogoial to CM /ED /PL 2006 / GF O ngoing.
1 nationalhogpitals and m edical service providers. O ngong
SF32 C onsder the creation of econom i devebpm entor redevebpm ent hoentives t© 2006 / 0 ngoig discussion
5 " | encourage the develbpm entofa full service hospial n Rancho Cordova eg., ED 2007 GF
assam blyand / ordedication of nd, reduction of fees).
SF 34 C reate an orgenzation of com m uniy volnteers at C iy hallby contacting bocal 2006 / Com pkte for2016 and ongong for2017
1 7" | volnteargroups, coordhating activities, and faciliating the sharing of niform ation NS/H /PD 0 oo GF
and resources. gong
ISF34. | Create bcalneghborhood advisory comm ittees and em pow er keders to enhance NS/H /PL 2006 / GF Com pkte and ongoig forevents in 2017
2 their com m uniy. O ngong eg.ITLV).
ISF34. | Create aneghborhood servites education program o hcrease aw areness aboutC iy NS 2007 / GF Compkteand O ngong eg.BlghtBusers,
3 stendards and propertym ahtenance. O ngoihg M ayor'sW ak)
Convene a focused desgn effortw ith the SchoolD stricts to establish deson O ngong.
guidelnes for schook. K ey Issues hiclide:
ISF41. | - Propersizing of schoolcan puses and consderation of urban schooldesin. P];" ./ S.Cho;jl 2006 / GF
1 - D esn solutions thatenhance; rather than in pactnetthborhoods. CRED 2007
- Address shared use of school facilites, hcliding continued park/school
com bined facihites and com m unity use of schoolcam pus horares.
Supportthe Folom Cordovaand E k G rove Unified SchoolD Htricts 1 sithg new O ngong aspartof the entitlem ent review
school facilities according to the folow g critera: progess.
- Schools should bew ithih waking distence ofm ost restdences, and should
connectw ith traiks, bikew ays, and pedestran paths.
ISF4l. . ] . PL / School .
5 - Schoolk shoul s=rve as a focalpontofneghborhood activity and be D ricts O ngong AF /GF
hiterconnected w ith churches, parks, greenw ays, and off-strect paths whenever
possble.
- Neaw schoolk should be ploed adfcent to neghborhood and com m unity parks
wheneverpossbk and be destned to prom ote phtuse of approprate facilites.
ISF41. | Conductfoaused discussion with Jocal schooldistricts to disuss desion of pedestren oM 2280076 // GF Comp a5l CEERal:
3 and bicycke facilities adicent to and w thi the school sites i ke

Rancho Cordova 2017 General Plan Annual Report

26|Page

98



¢’6 N1l VAN3IOV

ATTACHMENT 2

. Responsible Tine Funding
Action > o o Status 2017
SF 42 2006 / N otcom pkte.
1 7 | Conthue to pursue a shgke unified schooldistrict forthe C iy’sK =12 chidren. CM 2007 / GF
O ngong
SF A3 C reate econom Tt develbpm entand / or redevelbpm ent hoentives for the bcation 2006 / N ew educational facilites have been bcated
1 7" | and develbpm entof educational nstutons 1 proxim ity to Ightrailand / orvisblke PL /ED /RA 2007 GF I proxin iy t© Iphtand hhway 50 eg.
from H ghway 50. Folom LakeColkge)
SF A3 Require Comm unity Plns, Specific Plns, and Specal PEnning A reas to consder the A Tlagpects of a profctare tsken hito
7" | neadsof comm unity colleges and address the feasbility and goproprateness of off- PL /ED /RA O ngoihg AF consideration durhg entitlan entreviaw .

can pus facilites, particurly h town centers and transitorintad develbpm ents.

ATURAL RESOURCES ELEMENT

Tnoorporate arge habiat presarves and hiterconnected w idlife cordidors h new
develbpm entaress to provide am ple space foranin alm ovem ent.

PL

O ngohg

AF /GF

0O ngoig as partof the entitlam ent review
processand CEQ A Analysis.

Reviw profcts through the entitlm entprocessand CEQ A analysis to ensure that
they com plyw ih thispoliy if the site contahs unique habiat, crecksand / or
wooded corrors.

PL

O ngoihg

AF

O ngong.

NRI11.

A spartof the consteration of devebpm entapphications for ndiitual PlEnning

A reas contanng habitats that support soecaksatus pntand anin al gpecies thatare
pEnead © be preserved, the C ity shall require that these preserved habiats have
hterconnectionsw ith otherhabiat areas h order to m antahn the vability of the
preserved habiat to support the specalstatus goecies entified . The determ hation
of the desn and size of the “hterconnections” challbem ade by the C iy, as

recom m ended by a qualified professional, and w ill hclude congulation w ith the
Califomia D egpartm entof Fxh and Gameand U S.Fih and W idlife Service.

PL

O ngonhg

AF

O ngong.

NRI11.

Prorto the gpprovalof any public or private devebpm entprofct n areas
containihg trees, the C iy shall require thata determ hate survey be conducted during
the nesting season M arch 1 and August31) o dentfy if active nesting by bids
protected under theM Dratory Bird Treaty Act M BTA ) & teking plce. Ifallsie
disturbance & t© ocaur outstle this tin e, the actions described 1 thism igaton

m easure are notrequired . Tfnesthg activity I obsarved, congulation w ith the C iy
ofRancho Cordova Plnning D epartm ent shallbe conducted 1 order to determ ne
the gopropriatem itgation, if any, required to m in ize In pacts to nestng birds. No
activitym ay occurw ithi 100 feet of any nesting activisy oras otherw e required
folbw g consultation w ith the C aliforna D goartm entofFigh and G an e.

PL

O ngoihg

AF

O ngong.

NR12.

Egablich a Swanson 'sH awk O rdihance h coordnation w ith the Califom&

D goartm entof Fish and G am e to establish the process ofm itating for the bssof
Swanson ‘shaw k foraging habiatbassd on habiatvalie bstto develbbpm ent. The
ordhancew ill set forth a processwhere habitat bst to developm entw illbem itoated
through the perm anentprotection of equivalntorbetter existing habiat conditons
(referred to hereafteras “m itgation Ends”). The goecific required m itgation ratios
habiatacreage bstversusm itgation nds) and any other provisions to m itgation

process shallbe esablshed through technical sudies as part of the developm entof

PL

2006 /
2007

GF

Compkted.
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Action

the ordhance and w ill take ito accountvalie of habiat to be converted 1 rebtion
to habiatvalie of them itgation Bnds eg., rehtion to nesting sites), proxin iy of
them itigattion Bnds to adiacent conditions affecting habiat eg., nearby nd uses
and already perm anently protected Ends), and other relevent factors. The ordhance
w illalko esablich stendards ensuring thatm itgation End w illbe adequately protected
and m anaged 1 perpetuty €g., via conservation easam ent, deed restriction or other
gopropratem ethod), and setting forth the tin tng of the required provision of

m itgation Bnds 1 rebton w ith the tin g of the bssofhabiat h theC iy @s is
boundariesm ay be changed through subssquentannexations), such thatm itoation
Tnds shallbe provided no hter than prior to ground disturbance.

Responsible
Party

Tine
Fram e

Funding
Source

ATTACHMENT 2

Status 2017

NR13.

C oordhatew ith non-profitgroups, educational hstutons, and other agencies t©
provide environm ental education program s that hform the public about the C iy's
natural resources, existing presarve sites, and cohabitation w ith comm on urban

w idlife populations.

PIO / PL

O ngoihg

GF

Com pkted and ongoing. This hcluded
hform ation on storm w ater and in pacts to
sensitive habitats/ goecies eg.Creek W esk)

NR14.

C reate an educational kaflet that Hentifies com m on hivasive soecies and
recom m ends the plnting of non-nvasive goecis.

PO

2006 /
2007

GF

N otCompkte.

NR14.

TheC ity shalladoptand m ahtaih aN oxbusW e=d O rdihance. TheN oxbusW e=d
0 rdance shall hclide regubtory stendards for construction activitdes thatocour
adpoent to natural aress to nhbit the establidhm ent of noxbusw eeds through
accental seed In port.

NS

2006 /
2007

GF

Compkeperl7l12.

NR17.

For those areas h whith gpecial status goecies are found or Hkely to occur orwhere
the presence of species can be reasonably nferred, the C ity shall requirem itgation of
In pacts to those species that ensure that the profect doesnot contribute to the
decltne of the affected species populbbitions 1 the ragion to the extent that their
decthewould in pact the viabiliy of the regional population . M itbation shallbe
desoned by the C ity h coordiation wih theU S.Fich and W idlife Service

USFW S) and the Californi& D epartm entof Fxh and Game CD FG ), and chall

em phasze am ult-species goproach t© them axin um extent feasble. Thism ay
hclude developm entorparticipation i a habiat conservation pln.

PL

O ngoihg

AF

O ngong.

NR21.

D uring the environm ental review process, evaluate feasb ke on-site altematives that
w il reduce in pacts to wetleand resources and effectively preserve these resources.

PL

O ngong

AF

O ngong.

NR24.

D evebp trails and assochted educational facilites eg., hform ation kibsks, sonage)
around w etEnd and vemalpoolpreserveswhere possbkewhilem ahtanihg the
tegrity of smsitive natural resources.

PL / PID

O ngoihg

GF /AF

O ngongw ih new develbbpm ent.

NR24.

C onsider constructing elevated board w akw ays and other ow in pact trails nteror
o pregarves, 1 coordnation w ith theU S.Fih and W idlife Serviceand U S.Amy
Cormpsof Engheers.

PL

O ngoihg

GF /AF

O ngohg eg.G =nd O pentg of Anatola-
K avabRanch Trail)

NR32.

D evebp guidelhes for channel creation orm odification thatw illensure channel
m eender; naturalized side sbpe, and varied channelbottom elevation are considerad
T desn.

PW / PL

2006 /
2007

GF

The O pen Space G uidelhes provide
guidance fordevelbpm entalbng the
perin eterof the open space. Tn additon,
review forwater quality treatm ent ispartof
the entitlam ent review process..

NR 32.

Adoptand in plan ent in provan ent stendards for softbottom channelks.

PW / PL

2006 /

GF

N otCom pkted
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. Responsible Tine Funding
Action > o o Status 2017
2 2007
W ork w ith affected Iocal, state and federal agencies, including SACO G |, the Partof the Environm entalpem iting
NR 33 Califomia D epartm entof W aterResources, D ela K espersand theU S.Am yCorps 2006 / process.
1 " | ofEnghesrs, to determ he when natural aresk corrors can and should PL / PW 2007 / GF /CF
accomm odate stom flow s or if separate storm  w ater conveyance sructures are O ngong
necessary.
E stablish perform ance stendards fornatural resource presarves that acoom plish the The O pen Space G udelhes provide
folow ng: guidance fordevelbpm entabng the
- Provide suffcintw ith foram owed fisbresk (where necessary), adoent pe}:'m eterofthe open space. n a(.idjtbn,
passive recrestion uses, and access or channelm ahtenance and food control eVEN ﬁ)rwa.terquahytllmnn ent spartof
- O ffersufficientw dth 1 and / oradjcent to presarves to alow forexistng and 2006 / the entitm entreview process.
NR 34. created w idlife habitat, soecies sensitive to hum an disturbance, vegetative L 2007 / GF /CF
1 fillrattion forw ater quality, corridor forw idlife habiat Inkage, protection from .
nmnoff, and other in pacts of urban uses adicent o the corrdor. O ngong
- ATow forsufficintw dth adicent to natural resource presarves to alow for trails
and greenbelts.
- Pmhibit the placam entofwater quality treaim ent structures desoned to m est
polutentdischarge requiran entsw ith’h m igaton preserves.
E steblish standards thatalow public access 1 the fbodplan and buffers abng cresk O ngong.
NR 34. | conmdorsand presarves. M itgation m easures shallbe hoomporated hito PL 2006 / GF /CF
2 environm entaldoaum ents and conditions of goproval that require open-view fencing 2007
adpoent to preserves.
E stablish stendards and/ or guidelnes for devebpm entadpining wetbnd presarves Specific gutdelnes have notbean created;
NR34 orcresks to m axin ze visbility by destning the Bnd pln w ith public streets on at 2006 / how ever this s part of the entitlm ent review
3 ~" | Iestone ste of the corridor orpresarve w ith vertical aurbs, gutters, footpath (), PL 2007 GF process eg.0 pen SpaceD espn G udelnes
street Iohting, and postand cabke barrers to preventunauthorized vehiulbr entry and screening requirem ents).
hto creek comdors and presarves.
Tm plm ent the C iy’s Tree Presarvation and Protection O rdhance @nd update as A revised Tree Presarvation O rdhancewas
NR41l. | necessary) o esablichm inin um requirem ents forpreserving native trees and PL 0 oo GF adopted 1n 2017. The revised ordihance
1 Tndm ark trees n the C iy, hcliding a definition of the size, species, and age gong Tcreased the num ber of protected trees and
requiram ents of ndm ark, oak, and other trees to be protected and/orrepload. Tclides resrictions on trinm g trees.
W here feasble, require underground utihty nes thatare  cose proxin ity to oaks O ngoig.
NR41l. | and other Endm ark trees to be desned and hsalkd to m hiin ze in pacts o trees. P/ PL 0 oo cF
2 W ork w ith the utdhty provier(s) to coordnate treanam sson Ine bcation and other gong
potential in pacts assocharsd w ith the undergrounding of the utilites.
NRAL E stablish developm entguidelnes that require alloak habitat to be avoided to the 20067/ O ngoing.A C iy arboristhasbeen hied.
3 77 | maxinum extent feasbl. W hen avodance isnotpossble, requirem itgation efforts PL 2008 / GF W orking on stendards
that result 1 preservation of h-kind habiat n the Plnning A rea. O ngoihg
C raate devebpm entguidelnes to establisch m hinum plnting sendards and require O ngong.A C iy arborsthasbeen hired.
NR42. | approprate tree goecies and plnting densitiesw ithh new Iy Endscaped areas thatare PL 2007 / GF W orkhg on stendards. Tree Listhasbeen
1 viEbk to or chared by the public. An adopted Tree Listshoud beused asa 2008 updated and adopted.

guidelne forall tree pntingsw ihn the C iy.
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. Responsible Tine Funding
Acton Party Fram e Source Sta'ms 2017
C reate devebpm entguidelnes that address Bndscaping stendards and that require O ngoing.A C iy arboristhasbeen hied.
NR42. | approprate tree goecies and densities h bufferareas. The guidelhes shoud ako PL 2007 / GF W orkig on stendards
2 enaure thatm edensw ill hclide native plntings and trees, and w illbe w e enough 2008
to support the bng-tem vability of the plntings.
NR42. | Provide kafbtsand plnting gutes that prom ote the use of droughttorantnative PD / PL 2006 / GF N otcom pleted.
3 vegetation 1 hom e Endscaping. 2007
NR A2 0O ngoig as partof the entitlam ent review
4 ~" | D Fourage the use of nvasive non-native specEs. PL O ngohg GF process eg. required Endscape plns for
new develbpm ents).
I;R'42' E stablish am istetoe dbatam entand ran editon program . NS 2;)8(?7/ GF NotCom pled.
NR 42. | Esgblich guiielhes to require plnting of trees to reduce “heat Ebnd” effects, hh PL 2007 / GF N otcom pkted.
6 order to reduce the need forair conditbning and thus consarve energy . 2008
Acheve “TreeC iy USA ” gatus. Thisw illrequire the C ity t© contihue to in pkm ent Compkted n 20162017, C iy of Rancho
NRA3 the C iy’s Tree Preservation and Protection O rdneance @nd update as necessary), 2007 / Cordova Iisted TreeCity USA .
1 T | appointaboard, departm entorcomm fsbn to advise the city on tree issues, spend PL/ PW 2008 GF
tw o doIhrs per cgoim on comm unity forestry activites, and hold an A tborD ay
celoration.
NR 43. . . . . . O ngoig. eg.program to pkn 1 treeaday,
5 D espnate bcal finds to educate the public on tree plnting and preservation . F/PD O ngohg GF T N L
NRA3 Coordhatewih SM UD to offerprogram s orother resources to provide property O ngoig eg.100 trees 1 Lincoh V ilbge,
3 T | ownersw ih fform ation on proper tree selection, proper bcation to reduce heat PIO / PL O ngoihg GF etc.)
transfer effects, plnting and m anhtenance.
IZR'43' A ctively participate 1 the Sacram ento C ounty G reenprint Program . PL / PW O ngohg GF On-gong
NR51. ms!?aqlwatarﬂonsenmg Indscapng and Irgation on C y-owned and operated oM 0 ngoing GF O n-gong.
1 facdlitdes.
NRS51 Require develbpm entprojrct goprovals to include a finding thatall feasible and cost- N otCompkte. H owever, new entitkm ents
5 * | effective options for conservation and w ater rause are ncorporated nto profct PW / PL O ngong AF are required to com plyw ith thewater
deson. conservation city requirem ents.
E stablih aprogram  that requires per cagpita w ater consum ption to be reducsd by at O ngong.
Jeast 20 percentby 2030 from 2006 baselne conditons consistentw ith State Jaw .
Theprogram shall hclide the follow hgm easures:
- Resrictwaterusage through m etering or establishing desimated w aterihg days for
the C ity’s restdences and bushesses.
NR51. . . 2008 /
3 - Prom otewater conservation efforts through education. PW / PL 2009 GF
- Tmpkm entstendards that require Jow -fow gopliences and fixtures 1 allnew
devebpm ent.
- W orkw ih waterproviers and w ater conservation agencis to create an hoentive
progran  that encourages retrofitting exdsting developm entw ith bw flow water
fixtures.
30|Page
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. R esponsible Tine Funding
Action > o o Status 2017
Requirenew devebpm entand Endscaped public areas to utilize state-of-the-art
Iryation systam s that reduce w ater consum pton g ., gray=w ater systam s, etc).

- Encourage drought=tokrant and native vegetation .
NR51. | Reguirrwaterpurveyors to hclide a provision forw ater supplym onioring and BW 0 nooh GF O ngoing.
4 reporting 1 the franchise agrean ents. gong
NR 52. | Esgablich alLargeScakRecyckd W ater Program and C iyw deRecycked W ater BW 2006 / GF D etarm hed not feasble
1 D Hrutbn Systam O rdhnance. 2007
NR52. | Coordhatew ih the C iy'sw aterpurveyors to establish a connected “purpk pipe” W ;88; ; GF NotCompke
2 system  throughout the C ity’snew developm entaress thatuses recycked water. 0 ngoing
NR 53. | Restricthazardousm aterials storage 1 the 100~year foodphihn to prevent surface P/ PL 0 N GF 0 ngoing Is required by Bw , butC iy process
1 water contam iation. g hasnotbeen establiched.
NR 53. | Educate the comm uniy on Bwsgovemig the properhanding of hazardous BW /PD 0 oo GF O ngong. PartoftheN PD ES perm itM S4
2 m aterals, egpeciElly those Bw swhich pertain to dischargihgm aterals hito cresks. gong
NR53. msgﬂappropnate signage to deter the discharge of hazardousm aterials nto stom W 0 ngoing GF /AF Com pEte and O ngoihg
3 drans.

Future Bnd uses thatare anticpated to utilize hazardousm aterils orwaste shallbe PublicW orkshas expanded enforcan ent

required o provide adequate contaim ent facilites to ensure that surface water and and education forthe C iy's Storm W ater

groundw ater resources are protected from accdental releases. This chall nclude Q uality Program .Buidhng & Safetyand
NR 53. | doublkcontainm ent, levees to contai goills, and m onioring wells forunderground PW /B 0 N GF /AF C ode Enforoan entare assisting w ith
4 storage tanks, as required by bcal, state and federal stendards. Future nd uses that gorg enforcem ent.

hclude on-site storage of hazardousm aterils and waste com plyw ith all goplicable

I, sate and federal regultions, hcliding those regulating the use, storage,

handIng and digposal of hazardousm aterils.
NR54 Provide nfom aton on polutbn prevention, digposal of hazardousw aste and 0 ngoihg and hiclided on the C ity'sw ebsite.
1 77| chan ialk, Iebilty and clan-up on the C iy'swebsite and 1 educationalm ateribls PIO / PW O ngong GF

and brochures.
NR 54. | Require clkan-up of contam hated ground and surface waterby currentand / orpast PW / PL O are AF O ngong.
2 owners orpoluters.
NR 54. | Encourage polutent ckeansing com panis to use the htest technobgies avaibble 1 P/ PL 0 oo AR 0 ngong and hiclided on the C ity'sw ebsite.
3 order to expaedite the cleansing process and do the kastham to the environm ent. gong
NR55 Require develbpm entprofcts to contahn urban mnoff control strategies and O ngoig, partof the entitlem entreview .
1 * | reguiram ents thatare consstentw ith M aster D rahage Plns and the C y’surban PL / PW O ngoihg GF

rmoffm anagem entprogram .

Reguire devebpm entw ithh new ¥ utbanzing areas to hcorporate runoff control O ngog perentiten entreviaw .
NR55. | measures nto their site desn or to partcipate 1 an area-w de runoff control P/ PL 0 oo AR
2 m anagem enteffort consistentw ith sendards develbped by the Public W orks gong

D epartm ent.
NR55 Encouragenew develbpm entto ncorporate features such as grassy swaks, m ultruse O ngog per entithn entreviw .
3 " | retention ordetention basis, and htegrated drahnage systam s to enhancewater PW / PL O ngoig AF

quality. W ork w ith the C ordova R ecreation and Park D Brict to establich standards
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. Responsible Tine Funding
Acton Party Fram e Source Sta'ms 2017
for ntegrating retention/detention basins nito park sites and create exam plsof
desirabe and novative natural draihage features.
NR55 Require the use of bestm anagam entpractioes to protect receiving waters from  the 0 ngog per entitem entreviw .
4 * | adverse effects of construction activities, ssdin entand urban nnoff consistentw ih PL / PW O ngong AF
aurnent state b .
Regubte surfacem g operations as required by C alifomi s Surface M hing and 0O ngoig perentitem entreviaw .
NR61. | RechEnaton Actof1975 ("SM ARA "), Public Resources C ode Section 2207 (ebtng PL 0 oo GF /AF
1 to annual reporting requirem ents), and StateM hiing and G eobgy Board regulations gong
forsurfacem hing and recm ation practice.
NR 61. | Coordhatem hig operations and urban develbpm ent to m hin ize conflictsbetween L 0 N AF 0 ngoing aspartof the gecific pln and
2 restlents and m hing, partioulrly wherem hing is required before urbenization . gong m asterpkn reviw .
NR 61. | Requir hactivem hed nds to be rechin ed to a usabk conditon that is reedily . O ngong.
3 sl o fre friums, srosveed Sraluess, PL Ongong | GF/AF
NR 62. | Esableh and requirem hinum setbacks of future and reauthorized surfacem hing L 0 N GF 0 ngoing w ith entitlan entand developm ent
1 from adpihing resdential lnd uses. gong pem itprocess.
IER Bz Prohbit the use of cyante-achhg systam s forgol extraction. B/ PW O ngoihg GF /AF Ongorg.
Buildihg & Safetyw eosite directs devebpers
. . . and property owners to the Statew eosite
TR 71. guefebm&i educational program s to ncrease energy consarvation at the housshod and PD /B /PL 2;)(())(6)%9/ GF regarding Enegy C ode requirem ents, and
: hoentive program s thatm ay heb defer
costs.
NR71. | Devebp acomprehensive program to consarve energy resources at C iy~operated 2006 / O ngongw ih the Facilites D gpartm ent.
W B / PL GF
2 facilities. 2007
Som e fhancil hcentives are given for
. . . ) . . energy efficiency. H owever, theynot
NR73. | O fferhoentives g., reducad fees, expedited entitlam entprocessing, density bonus) . . : .
1 forpEns/pros T 24 e Frimcy vem ents by ten p . PW / PL O ngoihg GF /AF Thoentives thatwould alow theprofctto
3 Ty 2 differ cost ordevate from develbpm ent
stendards.
C onstder the folow g iEm sasways to in plan ent thispolicy: Buibing & Safetyw eosie directs develbpers
- Fund aprogram thatoffers hoentives for adding energy efficint system s hto and PIoperty Gwners to the SHEWQDSI"E
. existng develbpm ents; 2008 / regerding Energy C ode requirem ents, and
1 T | - W orkwith bealutility providers to m ake the public aw are of energy rebate B /PL /PDD 2009 / GF heentive program s thatm ayheb defer costs
progran s;and O ngoing
- W orkwith comm unity orgenizations, such asSM UD , to encourage the inclision
of energy efficient systam s 1 ram odelks and retrofits of existing developm ent.
. o . . . . . O ngoihg. Prvate com panisprovide the
IiTRB.‘L. gsn;uepﬁigﬁsmmdgmwa@mma]lmng]e—ﬁnj&and oM/ PW 0 ngoing GF /UF o w ith Qi t size contaners.
B : Inform aton i on the C ity w ebsite
NR81. | Createand faciliate a seres of educationalw orkshops for the pubic and bushesses | PIO /B / PL / 2007 / GF 0 ngoing and fcluded on the C ity'swebsite.
2 on com posting and recycling. Provide at lastone program t© hcrease recycng by Pw 2008 /
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-—- CULTURAL AND HISTORIC RESOURCES ELEMENT

. Responsible Tine Funding
Acton Party Fram e Source Sta'ms 2017

occupants ofm ult-fam iy houshg O ngong
NR 81 Enoourage all office, com m ercial, and m ult-Ham iy com plexes to provide recycling B/ PL /PW 0 N GF 0O ngoig per the entitlm entreview .W ih
3 bisand collection sarvice forpaper, plastc, gbss, and m etal. gong coordination by PublicW orks.
NRS81 Provide recycling centers atC ity facilites eg., C iy H all, loraries) thatare avaibble oM/ PW 2006 / GF 0 ngong and nclided on the C y’'swebsite.
4 o the publc free-of-charge. 2007
NRS81 2006 / 0O ngoihg. Infom ation provided ono the
5 Provide bcations forhousshold hazardousw astes to be recycled. B/ PW 2007 / GF C ty'swebsie.

O ngoihg

lgRSl Ran ove in pedin ents to successfiil recycling. CM / PW 23837/ GF Ongorng.
NR 82 Enoourage the schooldstrictsw ithh the PEnning A rea to supportrecychng at O ngoing.
1 schoolsites by plachg easily accessble recyctng bins, providing educational B / PL O ngoihg GF

program s on recyclng, and ushg recyckd products.
NR 84 Ensure thatat last 50 percent of the C ity's office supply purchases are com prised of oM 0 nooh GF O ngong.
1 recycked or rausabe products. gorg
NR 85 In plan ent the State’s source reduction and recycling elm ent (required by the O ngog per current legishton.
1 C alifomia Integrated W asteM anagem entA ct) and the househod hazardouswaste CM / PW O ngoihg GF

el ent (required by PRC 41500-41510).

There s an unofficelhistorical sockty for
CHR 1. | Esablich apem anentm usaum or culural center to be used t© digoly artdfacts, CM /HRC 2010 GF Rancho C ordova thatm estsatC iy H alland
11 doaum ents, and public art relevent to the C ity’shistory and culural diversity. kegos som e of the historical iem s atC ity
Hall
CHR 1. | Eggblich aH Horic ResourcesComm Jsson that is regoonsible for faciliatng the oM 2007 GF NotCompkte
12 collection, presarvation, and digplay of the C ty’shistory.
CHR 1. | Comm enceand continue collection of the artifacts, photographs, m em orabilia, and HRC 0 Nt GF 0 ngoig w ih different departm entsw orking
13 oralhigtory of the comm unity. gorg w ith outside agencies.
CHR 1. | Locatean hterin facility to show and/orexhiit imm s of historic or cultural valie. CM /HRC 2007 GF Thishasbeen esabliched atthe CiyHall
14 E stablish exhbits forhistoric and culural em satC iy H all office.
CHR 1. | Compika thormugh record of the C ity’s hoomoration, ncliding records, HRC 2008 GF Progresshasbeen m ade and i sdllongong.
15 doaum ents, photos, and artifacts.
D evebp and regulrly update a com prehensive historic resources nventory, N otocom pEte.
CHR 1. | coordhatingw ih otheragencies asnecessary. The hventoryw illcontah a istofall L, / HRC 2007 / GF
21 Jcally historically sonifitent properties, asw ellas higtoric archaso bgicaland O ngong
pakontobgical resources h the Plnnng A rea and am ap depicting their beations.
CHR 1. | Purue recogniton of alleligblk histor properties by the N ational R egister of HRC 0 nooh GF N otcom pkte.
22 H storic Plces and C aliforna R egister of H Storical R esources. gorg
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. Responsible Tine Funding
Acton Party Fram e Source Sta'ms 2017
CHR 1 Im prove and hterpretK ibore Can etery. Tnterpreting the cam etery w ill hclide O ngong.
* | detarm hihgwho sburied h the oderportion of the site and hcreasing public CM /HRC 2008 GF
23 C
aw areness of the cam etery’s shnificence.
CHR 1. | Consderesablching review procedures forrem odeling and reconstruction of 2007 / com pbteperthe EAEEE entl:and biigsig
24 Tuitings and other structures. B4l 2008 GF pem frevisy process.D ST Sako ussd ©
expedie reviav s.
Require historic resources and pakontobgical studies (e., archasobgicaland 0O ngoig per the entitlan ent review process
historical hvestigations) for allgoplicable discretionary profcts, i accordancew ith and CEQ A requiram ents.
CHR1. | CEQA reguktins. The studis should Hentify pakontolgical, historic, or culural PL PR AF
31 resources n the profectares, determ e their eligioility for hclison n the Califomia
Regiterof H Sorical R esources, and providem igaton m easures for any resources
I the profctarea that cannotbe avodded.
Tncorporate the folow g two conditions n gpplicable perm is for all discretionary C om pkted per the stendard conditons of
profcts. goprovaland m iigation m eagures.
-  ThePlnnig D epartm ent shallbe notified inm editely if any cultural resources
eg., prehisoric orhistoric artifacts) orpakontobgical resources 9., fossiks)
are uncovered durhg construction. A Ilconstruction m uststop 1 vichity of the
find and an archaeoogist thatm eets the Secretary of the nterbr's Professional
CHR 1l Q ualifications Standards 1 prehistoric or higtorical archaeo gy ora
: pakontobgist shallbe retaned to evaliate the finds and recomm end PL PR AF
32 . .
gpproprite acton .
-  ThePlnnig D epartm ent challbe notified inm edately if any hum an rem ahs
are uncovered and all construction m ust stop 1 vichity of the find. The
PEnnng D ivison shallnotify the C ounty C oroner according to Section 7050 5
of Califomb’sH ealth and Safety C ode. If the ram ans are determ ned to be
N ative Am erten, the procedures outined h CEQ A Section 150645 @) and )
shallbe folbwed.
E sablsh aCulural A rtsComm ission thatw illbe regoonsble for coordinating A Culural A rtsComm isbn hasnotbeen
CHR 2. aulural events, parades, festivals, coordinate and com m uniate w ith culuraland M / PD 2007 GF created, how ever, this s achieved by other
11 ethnic comm unitdes (v ih the C iy’s Public Tnform ation O fficer), and other activites m eans through partmership w ith the C ordova
asdeterm hed by the C iy C ouncil.. Comm unity Counciland com m unity artsts.
Encourage devebpm entproxcts to nclude desion features that Hentify and Com pkted, butcou provide m ore
CHR 2. | cekbrate the different cultures thatm ake up Rancho C ordova by updating, as BL, / CAC PR GF goecifics nn the deson guidelnes.
12 necessary, the D estn G uidelnes t© hclide provisbns for culural Hentiy i
develbpm entprofcts.
CHR 2. | Encourage and hvite culural groups and orgenizations to participate/pln/ operate CAC / PD 0 ngoing GF O ngong.
13 cibw de events and to show case the C ity's culural diversiyy at these events
CHR 2 Provide C ity nform ation few s, bulkthns, goplication fom s, efr) pursuant to PIOD /CM / Com pkte and ongohg aspartof our
01 * | program sdesgned to best capture the ethnic dversity of the comm uniy @e. n the CAC /PL/B/ O ngong GF develbpm ent service counter.
fourm apr Enguages usad 1 the comm unity and other Enguages on dam and). PW
CHR 2. | Reach outto allethnic groups 1 the C ity and nvite and encourage their participation PO /CAC/ 0 ngoing GF Com pkte and ongoihg.
22 T C iy governm ent. CM / PL/ PW
34|Page
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S111

SAFETY ELEMENT

Conductan evaluation, aspartof the CEQ A process, of the potential safety hazards
ofpropossd develbpm entw ithin the C iy and m itate in pacts as goproprate and
practcal to ensure a reasonabke kvel of safety for restents, w orkers, and property
owners.

PL

O ngoihg

AF

. Responsible Tine Funding
Acton Party Fram e Source Sta'ms 2017
CHR 3. | W orkwih comm unity groups to establich a perform hg arts center th Rancho CAC 2010 GF N otcom pEe.
11 Cordova, deallyw ithi the D owntown orC onvention O verhy.
W ork w ith bcal school and other educational and youth outkets to prom ote artistc N otcom pEteunderCAC , butworks sdone
CHR 3. | perform ancesby chidren and artistic education program s for chidren. W ork w th CAC 0 nooh GF under the C ity's outreach program sunder
12 schooldstricts to esablish perform g arts facdlitdes  hiph schooland jnibrhigh gong different departm ents.
schoolcan puses.
CHR 3. Show case youth artw ork in public venues such asC ity H all, public Horaries, and . NotcompbtelunderCAC i e dons
13 otherol e S B GEr s CAC O ngonhg GF under the C 1y’s outreach program sunder
P Y- different departm ents.
Encoouraged w ithi the Folom Boulevard
CHRS3 A snecessary, reviee C iy ordhances to alow and prom ote on strest visual art, dance, SPA , open space and desion guielnes, and
12 " | and theatricalperform ances h the D owntown. Include such provisbns 1 the CAC / PL 2008 GF the zonhg code, butnot required.
i D owntown Specific Pln. D Jsoussions regarding an A rt0 rdhances
have been m ade forthe C ity.
. o . . O ngoihg asworks isdone underthe C iy's
CHR 3. | W orkw ih existihg theatre, m usic, arts, and otherperform ing arts groups to hebp CM /ED 0 nooin GF outresch Sunder different
15 them find bcations h Rancho Cordova. gorg pieg
departm ents.
E sablish a Culural A rtsComm ission that is responsible forestablishing a public art N otcom pEteunderCAC , butworks isdone
CHR 3. | program ,directhg the use of public finds forart  public places, encouraghg the oM / PL 2007 GF under the C iy's outreach program sunder
21 use of art 1 private devebpm entproxcts, and adm histerng other culturaland different departm ents.
artistic progran s for the C 1y as dean ed gpproprate by the C ity C ouncil.
Prom ote the hcorporation ofm onum ents, plagues, sons, or artw ork Hentifying N otcom pkteunder CAC ,but sdisussesas
CHR 3. | Rancho Cordova’sdiverse history nito devebpm entprocts and on pedestren and CAC / PL 0 nooh GF partof the entitlem ent review and ntemal
22 bk trails. Possblke hiphlghts hclide the area’s agricutural, m hing, Pony gorg Clty profcts.
Express, and aerogpace and aviation actvites.

0 ngoihg asnew regultions and processes
evolre aspartof CEQ A updatesand case
B .

sl21

Partcpate 1 Statem utual ail agream entsw ith neghborng cites and countes; State
and federal an ergency relief agencies; and private enterprises such asRed Cross,
Salvation A m vy, and bcalm edical hsttutions to assist h shelter, relief, and firstaid
operations. Encourage cooperation am ong adpcentcom m unites to provide backup
fire suppression and Bw enforoam entassistance h en erxgency situations.

PD

2006 /
2007

GF

Com pkte and ongoig.

sl1l22

CoIkboratew ith Folsom Cordovaand E k G rove Unified SchoolD tricts, C ordova
Park and Recreation D trict, the faith bassd comm unity, and otherpublic entites to
contihue to offerpublic safety education classes, hcliding butnot Iin i=d to
personal safety, fire safety, traffic safety, and bicyck safety.

PD /F /PO

O ngoihg

GF

O ngoig.

Rancho Cordova 2017 General Plan Annual Report

35|Page

G6



ATTACHMENT 2

. R esponsible Tine Funding
Action > o o Status 2017
C reate, adopt, and update, asnesded a bcal Em ergency M anagem ent Pln dentifying Com pkte and ongoig.
S131 Jeedershp, representatives, coordhation, and action for regponding to en ergencies CM /PD /F O ngoihg GF
T a tin ely and efficientm anner.
Partcpate 1 the Stendardzed Em ergencyM anagem entSystem  (SEM S) and the O ngoing.
S132 N atonal Tncdentm anagem ent System N 1M S), and com plyw ith the State of PD /F O ngoihg GF
C alifomia Em ergency Services A ct.
0O ngoig per the an ergency preparedness
D evebp and adopta pre-disaster ordhance forpostdisaster recovery and pEn coordnated w ith the Facilities
5133 reconstruction that hclides provisions for debris clearance, dan age assesan ent;, CM /PD /F 0 oo GF departm ent. Th additon, theM uld-
dam olitbns, re-occupancy and buidihg m omtorium criters, fee w aivers and gong Jurisdiction H azard M itgation PEn was
deferals, and expedied perm itthg procedures for repatr and reconstruction . adopted 11 2017. Thissa5 year Pn forthe
regon.
D evebp and update as necessary risk assessm ents and an ergency m anagem ent 0 ngoig.TheM uld-durisdiction H azard
sl41 provisons o m antain or in prove the safety rating of Rancho Cordovaasa CM /PD /F O ngong GF M itgation PEn wasadopted 11 2017. This &
comm uniywih bow risk of disruption. a5 year Pln forthe ragion.
s211 Supportthe. construction of flood controlproctswhen cleardangers to life and bW 6 s GF /AF O ngong.
property exast.
Particiate 1 theN ational F bod Tnsurance Program by updating the foodpkin O ngoihg.TheM ult-Jurisdiction H azard
m anagem entordiance asnecessary to hep reduce future fbod dam age. M itgation PEn wasadopted 1 2017. This i
S212 Particpation i the N ational F bod Tnsurance Program m akes federally backed flood PW O ngohg GF /AF a5 year Pln forthe region.
hsurance avaibbk to hom eowners, ranters, and bushesses owners hh Rancho
Cordova.
Particpate w ith the C iy of Sacram ento, the A mm v C orps of Enghesrs, and other O ngong.
S213 Federal, State, and bcal govermm ents and agencies to devebp policis to finance, PW 0 ngoig GF
construct, and pkn flood In provem ents to elin hate fboding i the C ity.
D Fspprovenew pro¥cts thatwould result h new or hareased fboding in pactson Com pkte and ongoig per the entitlan ent
s221 adpihing parcels orupsteam and downstream areas, unkss itcan be shown that the PL O ngoihg AF TevEW .
existing drainage facilites are being in proved to m itgate such in pacts.
Preciide devebpm entw ithi the 100-year fbodplamn, as determ hed by them ost Com pkte and ongoing per the entitlan ent
5222 recent fbodplan m apping avaibblk from the Federal Em ergency M anagan ent PL 0 oo AF review . Includew ithh the zonihg code
Agency FEM A ) orotheracosptable source, unless otherw ise goproved by the C 1y gong overby fordevebpm entrestrictions.
fbodplh adm histratorbasad on site-gpecificm itgation .
0 n fbod-prone parcels, bcate develbpm enton portions of the site thatarenot 0 ngoig per the entitlem entand
S223 subfctto foodihg, consistentw ith otherpolicies of thisG eneral Pln orprovide an PW / PL O ngong AF develbpm entpem it review process.
goproved grading pln show ng no-netoss of fbodpkah storage.
Require every restential bt to have buillablk area sufficint to accomm odate a 0 ngoing per the entitlem entand
restdence and associted structures outste the 100-year fbodplan. D Bwourage the devebpm entperm treview process.
use of fill to create buibablk areaw thn the 100-year fbodplan, exogpt  extrem e .
S ciroum stences consstentw ith all other goplicable policies and regulbtions, and after PW /L Ongong AF
review o determ e potential in pacts on w idlife, habitat, and fooding on other
parcels.
5225 Reguire veéhiouhraccess to the buildable area of allparcels to be atorabove the ten- PW / PL O ngohg AF 0 ngoing per the entiem entand
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ATTACHMENT 2

. Responsible Tine Funding
Acton Party Fram e Source Sta'ms 2017
vear fbodplin elevation. develbbpm entperm itreview process
Precluide the creation of btswhose accessw ill be iundated by flow s resultng from a O ngong.
ten-year orgreater stom event. Bridges orsin ibr sructuresm ay be usad to provide .
BAZE aooess over creeks or Tundated areas, subct to applicabke baal, sate, and federal B0 /e Ongong AF
regubtions.
D isoourage additional crossihgs of natural creeks 1 order to reduce potental 0 ngong per the entitem entand
5227 fboding and access problan s, exagptasneasded o provide roadway and trail PL / PW O ngoihg AF devebpm entperm treview process.
connections and presarve natural resource aress.
Prohbitnew and m odified bridge sructures thatw ill cause an hicrease N water O ngong per the entitlm entand
S228 surface elevations of the 100-+ear foodpain, unless analysis clearly ndiates that the PL / PW O ngong AF develbpm entperm itreview process.
physical and/oreconom it use of upstream property w illnotbe adversely affected.
Require allnew urban developm entpro$cts to either hoorporate runoff control 0 ngoing per the entdtlan entand
S231 m easures to m in ze pesk fow s of munoff or otherw ise in plam entC om prehensive PW O ngoihg AF develbpm entpem it review process.
D rahage Plns.
S232 M antan dranhage facilites 1 order to ensure their proper operation durng storm s. PW O ngong AF O ngong.
Prepare a C om prehensive D raihage Pln forall stream s and thedr trbutaries prior to . O ngong.
5233 any devebpm entw ithi the 100-year foodpki. B Ongong GF
5311 Conthnue to n pln entthe Uniform Buidhg Code to ensure that stucturesm estall B 0 oo AF Com pkte and ongong per the buidng
goplicebe sefam 1 sendards. gong perm itreview process.
Continue to require thatallnew constructon profcts com pkte a geotechnical report Com pkte and ongong per the buidng
or conduct other gopropriate analysss to determ he the soiks characteristics and pearm itreview process.
sS321 assocared develbpm ent constrants and in pose appropriatem easures for geolbgially B O ngoihg BPF
gsitive areas. Thiswould clude necessary m easures to address expansive soil
conditons.
5322 Tm pose the gopropriatem itgation m easures fornew develbpm ent bcated 1 sedan i© B 0 N BEF Com pEte and ongoing per the buiding
and geobgially sssitive areas. gorg pem itreview process.
s421 Coord_natlewzth Reg:onalTranletand com paniesw ih ailvays n the C ity to ensure PW / PL 0 ngoing AF Ongongperﬂqele'lt[t‘_’?n entand
that they n plan entall approprite safetym easures. develbpm entperm it review process.
S422 Tnvestigate in provan ents h crossing gates and waming devices on a reguarbasis. PW OZESZi{lg GF Ongorng.
S423 M ake nform ation on rairoad crossing safety avaibbk atC iy H alland on the C iy's W 2007 / GF N otCompkted
’ w ebsite to encourage safe practices by C ity resdents and bushesses 0 ngohg
sa31 Evalate the potential for grade separations atM ayhew Road, Bradshaw Road, BW 2007 / GF O ngong.
. RoutierRoad, M ather Field Road, and Z hiandel D rive roadw ay crossngs. 0 ngoihg
S432 W orkwih RT to desiin grade ssparations appropriate for each cation . PW 2;) 8 (?7/ BPF Complted and O ngong.
S433 Tnclude the grade ssparations specified th A ction S3 3 1 1 the Capial In provem ent B 2007 / GF O ngong.
' Pln, and collect fees to heb fimd their construction . O ngong
3521 A dopt, and update as necessary, baal sendards form axin um  acosptabke exposure oUW 2007 GF O ngong. Partof the entitlan entprocess
for the evaluation of hazardous facilities forpotential to create hazardous physical
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. Responsible Tine Funding
Acton Party Fram e Source Sta'ms 2017
effects at offsite beations that coutl resut 1 death, sgnificant njary, or spnificant
property dam age.
Buiding & Safety continues to work cossly
wih M etro Fire and the Sacram ento County
Environm entalM anagan entD epartm ent to
5531 Regulrly review the C ity’s codes to ensure thatC ity regulbitons reflect them ostup-— B/F Anm GF educate the public on hazardousm ateral
to-date stendards for the storage, handng, and use of hazardous and toxicm aterals. b handing and storage. This isako
accom plished through enforoam entof the
Califomia Buidig Code, and other
provisions of the H ealth and Safety Code.
Com pkte and ongong per the entitlem ent
review .Buidng & Safety contiues to work
cbselyw ith M etro Fire and the Sacram ento
C ounty Environm entalM anagan ent
5532 D uring the review and goprovalprocess fordevelbpm entplnsand buidingpem is, | PL/PW /B / 0 nooTK AF D egpartm ent to ensure hazardousm ateral
ensure that sscondary containm ent is provided forhazardous and toxic m aterils. F gong handling and storage policies are current
w ih state and federal reguations. This salko
accom plished through enforoam entof the
Califomia Buidihg Code, and other
proviins of theH ealth and Safety Code
Buiding & Safety continues to work cossly
wih M etro Fire and the Sacram ento County
Regquire all sites that are suspected orknown to contain hazardousm ateriblsand / or Environm entalM anagen mtD parm ento
. el 1 al ] o1 : . ] engure hazardousm aterial issues are dealt
S533 cnslen na ousm /s D52 et T B/F O ngoi GF w ith expedintly and are currentw ith state
rem edite forpotentialhazardousm aterials h accordancew ith all beal, sate, and L9 . ..
P S and federal regulations. This isalko
: accom plished through enforcem entof the
Califomia Buidig Code, and other
provisions of the H ealth and Safety Code.
s541 Suppollttfne continued enforcam entofperm ittng requiram ents for radvactive Fie 0 ngoing GF O ngoig.
m atersls.
Enforce public safety stendards for the use of radbactive m aterials, hclidng the . . O ngoing.
S542 - - ort s, Fie O ngoihg GF
Regquire hdustreswhith store and process hazardous or toxcm ateraks o provide a O ngoig.
S551 buffer zone betw emn them aterils and the property boundaris; the buffer zonem ust Fie/ PD O ngoihg GF
be aufficient to protectpublic safety, as determ hed by the Plnning D goartm ent..
C onsider the In pact of proposad hdustral develbpm entprofctsw ith regoect to 0 ngoihg
transgport of hazardousm ateralsw ithi the city. Locate uses requiring substantial .
S5 transport of hazardousm aterils to direct such traffic away from the city’s residential 10 /39 /1305 Ongong AF
and com m excEl areas.
Continue to coordhatew ith the State O ffice of Em ergency Services, the State O ngoig.
S561 D goartm entof T'oxic Substances C ontrol, the State H ghw ay Patrol, C ounty of CM /F/PD 0 ngong GF

Sacram ento, the Sacram ento M etropoliten Fire D strict, the Rancho C ordova Police
D goartm ent, and other gppropriate agences i hazardousm ateryls route plEnning
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Action

and ncdentregonse.

Responsible
Party

Tine
Fram e

Funding
Source

ATTACHMENT 2

Status 2017

S562

Request that state and federal agencies that regubte the trangportation of hazardous
m ater\ls review regubitions and procedures, hh cooperation w ith the C iy, t
detarm hem eans ofm itgating the public safety hazard i urbanized areas.

PD /F

O ngonhg

GF

O ngohng.

S611

Lin it the height of stuctures consistentw ith Federal A viation Regultion FAR) Part
77 regultons.

PL/B

O ngong

GF /AF

Com pkte and ongong per the entitlem ent
TeVEW .

S512

Sitenew Ind usss consistentw ith the CLU P fornoise in pacts and safety
restrictions.

PL/B

O ngoihg

AF /GF

Com pkte and ongoig per the entitlan ent
TeVEW .

S711

A doptand perbdially update devebpm ent stendards and desion gudelnes
consistentw ith currentC rin e Prevention through Environm entalD esgn CPTED ).
Specifically, hcorporate provisbns o address the folbw ng:

- N auralSurveilbnce. Intended to kegp htruders easily obsarvabk, natural
surveilbnce provisonsm axin ze visbility of peoplk, parking areas, and buidng
entrances eg., doors and w hdow s that ok outon to streets and parking aress,
pedestren-friendly sew alks and streets, frontporches, adequate nghttim e
Iohting).

- TertoralRenforoan ent. Physicaldesion can creste or extend a gohere of
hflience. U sars then devebp a sense of territorial controlwhike potential
offenders, perceiving this control, are discouraged . This design concept s
In plan ented by features that define property Ines and disthguich private soaces
from public gpaces usihg ndscape plEntings, pavem entdesions, gatew ay’
treaim ents, and fences.

- NauralA ccessControl. A desion conosptdirectad prin ardly at decreasing crin e
opporuniyy by denyig access to crin e targets and creating a peragpotion of risk
foroffenders. Thisdeson concspt s achieved by desining streets, sdewaks,
builihg entrances, and neghborhood gatew ays to clearly ndicate public routes,
and also by discouragig aceess to private areasw ith structural elan ents.

- TargetH ardenig. This i accom plished by addng features that prohibitentry or
acoess, hcldhgw hdow ks, deed bols fordoors, and nterordoorhnges.

PD / PL

2007 /
O ngoihg

GF

M entbned 1 the C ity’s stendards. The
Police D eptreview s and com m ents on new
develbpm ent

S712

Adoptand mm pkmn enta C iy of Rancho Cordova Uniform Security Code to ensure
all stucturesm estgoplicable security stendards.

PD / PL

2006 /
2007 /
O ngong

GF

N otCompkted.

S713

A dapt transitorinted devebpm entguidelnes to the needs of crin e preventon t
the extentpossble.

PD / PL

2007 /
O ngong

GP/AF

N otCompkted. H owever, the Polie D ept
review sand comm ents on new develbpm ent

s811

Compkteareviav ofpolice sarvices 1 the C ity on an annualbasis and provide
finding for additional senices asneeded and 1 conjinction w ith hareased
devebpm ent.

PD

2006 /
2007

GF

O ngong.

S911

Conthue t review new developm ent for adequate w ater supply and pressure, fire
hydrants, and access to stuctures by fire fightting equiom entand personnel.

FD

O ngoihg

GF

0 ngoing per the entdtlan entand
develbpm entpem it review process.

S912

Contihnue to review profcts for com plencew ih the Fire C ode aspartof the
buidng pem iprocess.

FD

O ngoihg

AF

O ngoing.

S913

W orkwih SM FD to devebp high visbility fire prevention program s, hclidng those

O ngoihg

BPF

Buildihg & Safety contiues to work cbssly
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ATTACHMENT 2

. Responsible Tine Funding
Acton Party Fram e Source Sta'ms 2017
thatprovide volmtary hom e hgpections and hcrease aw areness ofhom e fire wih M etro Fie to educate the public on fire
prevention m easures. safety jssues. This s ako accom plished
through enforcem entof the Califoma F ire
Code.
Reguire on-site fire suppression system s fornew comm ercieland hdustrial O ngoig.
S914 devebpm ent, aswellasm ulti-fan il restential develbpm entw ith five orm ore unis, FD O ngohg GF
to reduce the dependence on fire departm entegquiom entand personnel.
5915 Conthue to m ahtah, perodically update, and test the effectiveness of the C iy's FD 0 ngoig GF O ngoig.
Em exgencyM anagan entPn.
Require the nsallation of earthquake-triggered autom atic gas shutoff ssnsors h . O ngohg.
SOLE high-ocaupancy facilities and 1 hdustraland com m ercial sructures. FD Ongong GF
Com pkte and ongoing per the buidihng
hgpectibn and code enforcam entprocess.
XII-AirQualtyElment
5917 (.jontr}ueto a’lilbrc.ea]l@c.strgoodesmcll ordhances regardng fire protection, BFD /NS 0 ngoing BDF /GF Com pkeand ongong. A llcty facilites are
cliding buiihg hgpection and vegetation m anagem ent. hel to the stendards required orenergy
consarvation and sustaihabke deson,
accordancew ih sate and federalguidelnes
and reguiram ents.
C oordhate the desion and hstalbtion of traffic controland cain ng m easures to . 0 ngoig per the entitlem entand
BELE m hin ze in pacts on em exgency vehicke responses. /B Ongong cH develbpm entpem treview process.
The C iy shall require that fiiture pro$acts are not hitated w ithout assurance from O ngong.
the Sacram ento M etropoliten Fire D Euict that sufficient service cgpacity exdsts for
5919 fire protection and em ergency m edical services. Service capacity consders the BW /PL /FD 0 ngoing GF

proxin iy of fire stations, avaibbility of personnel and equiom ent, water fow and
pressure o the site, and adherence to Fire D Brict construction and destn
requiran ents.

XII - AIR QUALITY ELEMENT

U == the an issbns guidelhes produced by the Californi A IR esources Board,

0 ngoig per the entitlm entand

?Q L SMAQMD ,and SACOG to ensure thatC ity facilities and operations com plyw ih PL O ngohg GF develbpm entpem treview process.
m andated m easures.

2011 SupportSM AQM D 1 the devebpm entof in proved am bintairquality m onitoring 0 ngoing per the entdtlan entand

5 " | capabilities, asw ellas the establishm ent of stendards thatm ore adequately address PL O ngoihg GF develbpm entpem it review process.
the air quality in pacts of proposed profctplns and proposals.
Support hiergovernm ental efforts directed at adopting stricter sendards relbted to O ngong.

AQ 11. | bwestan isbn technolbgy vehitles, and m ore efficientbuming enghes and fuek oM 0 oo GF

3 eg.HVAC, ganerators, construction equiom ent, srcter taibipe an ssbns gong
stendards, etc.).

AQ 11. | Update theG eneral Pln asnecessary ifupdates to the Sacram ento A rea Regional PL O ngoig GF O ngoig.
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ATTACHMENT 2

. Responsible Tine Funding
Acton Party Fram e Source Sta'ms 2017
4 0 zone A ttaim ent Pln would create hoonsistencies betw een future buidoutof the
G eneral Pn Plnning A rea and the A ttatm ent Pln.
AQ 12 Coordhatewih SMAQM D through the environm ental review process to ensure that 0O ngoig per the entitlem entand
1 * | proposed profctswould not sonificantly affect the region ‘s doility to m est State and PL O ngong GF develbpm entperm treview process.
2012 Reguire profctproponents to coordhatew ith SM AQM D on approprate O ngoig per the entitlm entand
5 * | methodobgies forevaliating profctan Esons and airquality In pacts eg., PL O ngohg AF develbpm entperm itreview prooess.
an Isbnsm odelng software, SM AQM D ‘s threshods of sonificance, etc.).
Require allnew developm entprofcts thatexoeed SM AQ M D s threchoHds of 0 ngoing per the entitkem entand
AQ 12. | sbnifitance to hoormporate desion, construction m ateryl, and/ or other operational L 0 nooi o devebpm entperm treview process.
3 features thatw ill result 1 a 15 percent reduction i an issibonswhen com pared to an gorg
\\.l ]m n;’ U amé ba$ I]' ell pIO:E' ct
0 ngoing per the entdtlan entand
A0 21 Support the cation of ancillary em pbyee sarvices, hcliding chibficare, resaurants, devebpm entpem it reviey process.
1 " | banking facilites, and convenincem arkets, atm apran pbym ent centers for the PL /ED O ngoihg GF
purpose of reducing m Hd-day vehick trips.
AQ 22. | Prom ote com pactdevebpm entw ithh one-quarter to one-halfm ik of rail transit L O nooi GF O ngong per the alt'thn entand
1 statons and transit statons abng enhanced transit conrdors. gong devebpm entpem ftreviw process.
Require greenfiel areas of the C ity to be devebped 1 kegoingw ith the C 1y's Ongongpertheg’l . entand
AQ 22. . . . . . . develbpm entperm itreviey pProcess;
5 Buibdig B ock C onagptof livable, wak aoke neghborhoodsw ith servicesand PL O ngoihg GF how ever specific “bbcks” havenotbean
em pbym ent opportunites ntegrated w ithh every V ilbge of the com m unity. Sefned
AQ 23. | Identfyand adopt haentives forplnning and in plm enting nfill develbpm ent L ;882 ; GF Noteomp ’
1 profctsw ithi urbanized areas and near Pb centers and transportation nodes. i oras
?Q 24 Provide buffers and setbacks betw een sensitive Ind uses and sources of airpollation. PL O ngong AF Compled and ongong.
AQ 24. | Contnue to In plan entcritera forallnew parkihg bts to hclide tree plntings that PL, / BW 0 oo GF do ngong per the mt“:hn entand
2 w illresudt 1 50 percent shadng of parking bt surface areasw ithi 15 years. gong evebpm entpem tievisy process.
. . . L. 0 ngoing per the entdtlan entand
AQ 31. | Faciliate streetdesin thatencourages biking and waking  both new and . - -
1 csteblihed arees. PW / PL O ngong GF/CIP develbpm entperm i review process.
AQ 31. | Requireallnew devebpm entto be desgned to enabke easy pedestrien and bicycke . Ongohgperﬁeg’l’dtbn entand
5 acoees and cirouBon PW / PL O ngong AF develpm entpem itreview process.
O ngoig per the entitlm entand
AQ 21. | Devebp and distrbute user-friendlym aps of the C 1y's existing and plnned PD 0 nooi: GF devebpm entperm itreview process.M gos
1 pedestrn and bioyck facilites to bushesses and poston the C ity'sw ebsite. gong are provided ontnhe and atC iy H all.
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ATTACHMENT 2

. R esponsible Tine Funding
Action . o o Sonee Status 2017
AQ 32. | Provie and. / or adequately advertise shuttles from bcal transit stations to goecEl BW /PD i o5 GF M gos are provided onlne and atC iy H all.
1 eventand cvic centers.
2032 Encourage em pbyers to provide: direct shuttle service t© Iphtrail; transit subsidies; Partof TM &
5 * | byl faddlites; ridesharing; flex schedules and altermative w ork schedulks, ncliding PW / PL O ngoihg GF
telecom m utihg and w ork-atthom e program s; and preferentil parking for carpools.
Support the developm entof Trangportation D em and M anagem ent services through O ngong.
AQ 32. | theCiysTransitRebird Services Tax A rea that result n active m arketing of transit W 0 N TSt tex
3 services, ride sharing program s, bike and pedestrin facilities, transit facilities, and gong
provision of transit substies that provide air quality benefits.
Reguire thatnew develbpm entpay its fair share of the costof transit facilities and the . O ngoing.
AQ324 5 onsand m an eof . e, PW O ngohg AF
Encourage com m excil, retail, and resdential develbbpm ents to participate 1 or create . O ngoing.
EoEE Trangportation M anagan entA ssocatons. P Ongong AF
?Q 33 Recomm end thatbushess owners schedule deliveries at offpesk traffic perbds. PW O ngoihg GF Ongoxng.
?Q 2l Require despnated carpooland vanpoolparking h allnew office devebpm ents. PW / PL 0O ngoig GF TR G | AT g B G By
Consterdevebping am odel trp raduction and airqualisy in provem entprogram  for CiyH allbcation clidesEV Stations.
AQ 34. | Cityenpbyees. Theprogram coul iclide flexibke or com pressed work schedules, PL /PW /PD 2007 / GF / tansit Flxblework schedulks forem pbyess are
2 com m uterm atchhg services, telecom m utihg options, and preferential carpool / 2008 tax avaidble
vanpoolparkihg, transit substdes.
Reguire energy-conserving features 1 the desgn and construction of new Com pkte and ongohg.Curnently the C ity
devebpm ent. M any options exist for reducing polution from energy-producing enforces the provisons of the C aliforna
systam s, hcliding the folow hg: Energy C ode, the G reen Buildng Stendards
- Requirhg theuse of the best avaibble technolbgies o reduce airpoluition and the Buibiing Energy E fficiency
sendards. Stendards that are referenced w ithi .
- U shg buiding m atergls and m ethods that reduce em fssions and in prove fhdoor
AQ 41. airqualty eg.LEED certificaton, LEED G reen Buidings, EPA G reen .
1 Buiing, &), B/ PW O ngoihg GF
- Reguirng thatdevelbpm entprofctsbe bcated and desoned h away that
m hin Zesdirrctand hdirecteam fssion of air contam hants.
-  Ins@alihg efficientheating equim entand other goplences, such aswaterheaters,
sy Inm g poolheaters, cooking equiom ent, refrgerators, fumaces, and boikr
units.
- U tdhzihg autom ated tin e cbcks or ocaupant sensors t controlheating systam s.
. . . L . . O ngong, future plnsm ay nvolvew ork
Z;Q 41. in};z;u:@ge il)fﬂ us&enc;E.1 ;o:gfgs:tve and Innovative en isson-reduction technologies PW / PL 0 ngoing AF with econom 1 devebpm entand o
iting com po esgn. findng opportunites and profcts.
AQ 41. | Supporttheuse ofbuidihgm aterals and m ethods that ncrease efficiency beyond B /DL O st AF Com pEte and ongoig per the entitlem ent

State T itk 24 sandards.

and buidig pem itprocess reviaw .
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ATTACHMENT 2

. Responsible Tine Funding
Acton Party Fram e Source Sta'ms 2017
iQ 41 Enoourage theuse of “EPA Energy Star”-certified goplences. B/PD O ngoihg GF Ongoxng.
A0 41 Prom ote the In plan entatton of sustamnabk desn strategies for “coolcom m unites,” Com pkte and ongoing per the buidng
5 T | such as nsalng reflective roofing or Ihtcobred pavem entand plnting urban B/ PD O ngong GF perm TpProcess revew .
chade trees.
Com pkte and ongoing per the buidng
Tspection and code enforcam entprocess.
XII-AirQualtyElnent
AQ 41. | C onsﬂer 1l1001p01at|ng energy-consarving desion and construction tedhnigues  all B 0 ngoing GF Compke and ongong.A Iciy fcilides are
6 C ity facilites. held to the stendards required forenergy
consarvation and sustainable deson,
accordancew ith sate and federalguidelnes
and reguiram ents.
AQ 42. | RepkcetheCity's fleetvehitksw ith new vehicks thatutilize the bwestem sson . Com pkted and on-gohg
1 technology avaibbl, whenever econom 1ally feasble. cM Ongong GF /Gmnts
A0 42 C onsider adopting a polcy that provides a preferential treatm ent to contractors ushg 2006 / N otcom pkte.The C iy can expedite the
5 7| reduced en Eson equibm ent for C ity construction projcts and forC ity contracts for CM /B 5007 GF reviaw forpriority projcts, butdoesnot
s=rvices eg., garbage collection). have a process for preferential treatm ent.
?Q e Encourage bwestan ision technolbgy buses 1 public transit fleets. CM O ngohg GF CenEltes sl Cagariy,
AQ 42. | Prom otedevelbpm entsand street system s that support the use of neighlborhood PW / PL O ngoing / AF NotCompke
4 ekctric vehickes. PR
Adoptan ordiance that Iin its the am ountof tin e diesslpow ered trucks, buses, and O ngong. Inclided i the A irQ uality
otherheavy vehitlesm ay de 1 accordancew ith Californa A irR esources C ontrol D Strictprovisonsand CEQ A review .
AQ 42 Board miks form obike TAC sources, and that restricts placihg new sensitive 2007 /
5 77| receptorsw ithh the proxin ity of known toxic air contan hent (T'AC ) produchg PW 2008 GF
facilities and Ind uses. Sensitive recsptors shallbe bcated a safe distance from TAC
sources as described 1 Californs A R esources Board guidelhes and Sacram ento
A rQ uality M anagam entD srict requiram ents.
AQ 44 Enforce construction-relbted airquality m ifgation m easures adopted through the . Com pkte and ongoihg.
PL O ngong AF
1 CEQ A progess.
AQ 51 Provie airquality hform ation on the C iy'sw bsie, nclidhng Inks to public PD 0 oo AF O ngoing.
1 hform ation provided by SM AQM D and the California A rResources Board . L9
20 51 Encourage en pbyers to post fiyers about carpools, vanpools, and otherm odes of O ngoing.
5 transportation that contribute to In proved airquality 1 Icatons thatare easily PIO O ngoihg GF
visblk to en pbyess.

N11ll

AdoptaN oie 0 rdhancew ith noise vel perform ance stendards, ncluding
maxinum albwabknoie exposire, an bintvs.nuience noise, m ethod of

PL /CM

2007

GF

Sound regulated perRCM C 6 68 foie
control) . This sendard is outdated and taken
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Tine

ATTACHMENT 2

. Responsible Funding
Acton Party Fram e Source Sta'ms 2017
m easurng noise, and enforcem entprocedures from the County.N eeds revision and
guidetnes form itgation .
N 121 Regt.ure new devebpm ent of noise-creating uses to conform to the C iy'sm axin um PL 0 ngoing AF Com pkted a.nd ongoig aspartof the
noie kvel. entitlan entprocess.
Require an acoustical analysis aspart of the environm ental review processwhen Com pkted and ongoig aspartof the
N122 noise-sensitive nd usss are proposed 1 areaswhere cunent or profcted exterior PL O ngoihg AF entitlem entprocess.
noie kbvek excead the C ity's stendards.
Require any potentialnoise In pacts dentified durng the acoustical analysis to be . C.OInj P an]d oﬂnﬂgong as;l ofthe
Nl123 m itgated 1 the profctdesn to them axin um extent feasble PL Ongong AF @ entand Ix Lpmo 18
p =on : ako required perCEQ A analysis.
Reguire an acoustical analysis as part of the environm ental review processwhen Com pkted and ongoing aspartof the
proposad non-resdential End uses are lkely to produce noise levels that exaead the entitlem entprocess.
N 131 Ciy'snoise slandau:ds Th'e aooust:mlan.ajyssm ustbep@au:ai.byaqua]:lfai . PL 6 s AF
person experincad h environm entalnoise assesam entand architectural acoustics,
and m ustestin ate existing and proxcted cum ubtive noise vels and com pare those
vek to the policiesw ithi thisE Jen ent.
N 132 Reguire any noise in pacts dentified 1 the acoustical analysis to bem itgated 1 PL 0 nooh AF Com pkted and ongoing aspartof the
conjinction w ith the projactdesion. T entitbm entand CEQ A review process.
Lin itconstruction activity to thehoursof 7 am .to 7pm .weskdaysand 8 am .t 6 . Com pkte and ongoig per thenoise ekm ent
Y LA pm .weskendswhen construction is conducted 1 proxin ity to resdentialusss. 0 IR 1S Ongong AF /BFF and m unicpal requiram ents.
N 142 Conster restricting the hours of operation of badhg docks, trash com pactors, and L 0 Nt AF Com pkted and ongoing aspartof the
i othernoieproducing uses h com m ercial areas that are adpoent to resdentialuses. gong entitlm entand buiding pem itprocess.
N 143 Require stationary construction egquiom entand construction staging aress to be set L 0 N AF Com pkted and ongoig aspartof the
i back from existihg noise-sensitive Iand uses. gong entitem entand buidhg perm itprocess.
D evebp guiieles, stategies, and stendards pecifically relbted to m antahing There are ndirect regulations and guidelnes
N 161 acoeptabe noie kvels h hiher density devebpm ent. Consderdesin and PL /B 2007 GF (ie. sound wall, Bndscaping, UBC
construction sendards thatm hiin ze noise conflicts betw een resdentsw ith shared requiram ents), butnothing w ithn the zonnhg
walk or floors / ceilings. code.
N 211 Enoou:ragel pmeml entof Ight il Inesbelbw the grade of the roadway 1 orderto PW / PL 5 s e GF Thishasnotbeen achieved.
reduce noie I pacts.
A ssess the snificance of the noise narease of all roadw ay In provan entprofcts Com pkte and ongog per the entitlan ent
existing areas according the folow g critera: TeVEW .
- W here existing traffic noise lvels are kss than 60 dB Ldn at the outdoor activity
areas of noise-smisitive uses, a + 5 dB Ldn hcarease 1 noie kvek due to roadway
In provem entproctsw illbe consdered sonificant; and
N 221 - W here existhg traffic noise Ievels range betwean 60 and 65 dB Ldn atthe PL/B O ngoig AF / BPF

outdoor activity areas of noise-sensive uses, a + 3 dB Ldn hcrease 11 noxe levels
due to roadw ay In provem entproctsw illbe consdered sonificant; and

- W here existhg traffic noise levels are greater than 65 dB Ldn at the outdoor
activity areas of noise-sensitive uses, a + 1 5 dB Ldn hcrease i noie velk due to
roadw ay In proveam entprofctsw illbe consterad spnificent.
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ATTACHMENT 2

Status 2017

Adopta C iyw Hdenoise reduction program  to reduce traffic noise and othernoise

N231 ek,

PL / PW

2007 /
2008

GF

Thishasnotbeen achieved.
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2017 Housing Element Annual Report

Regponsible

ATTACHMENT 3
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Funding Source: ys— Tin eFram e: Status/ Steps T aken
?{oil Seck a balance ofhousing opportunites appropriate for the range of pbs avaibbl and planned in the city.
Polcy Tm prove the C ity's pbshousihg bakbnce through ensuring thathousing develbpm ent n Rancho C ordova provides opportunites forall hoom e vels h order to
H1l1 serve the fullrange of avaibbk and prokcted pbs t theC 1y,
TheCiyw illwork w ih the Econom o
Acton v]?rjﬂq] pme;chbg ha?htetooo];lnlmunjqf Econom © Thouiew h anob E conom D evebpm entreceives
;P OYe ) G eneral Fund D evebbpm ent . bk EDD D atawih sabry hform ation i
H11ll | todetem nhe sabry nform ation and D ent once every tw o years. on o 1 .
am pbyee preference regardihg housig epartm relBto, ustres
type.
Policy M aihtah adequate sites that supporta range of housing types gopropriate for the C iy's housig neads, taking hito accountan ploym entproctions, housshod
H12 grow th, and the C ity’s share of regionalhoushg nesds.
1|Page
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2017 Housing Element Annual Report

Funding Source:

Regponsible
Agency:

Tin eFram e:

ATTACHMENT 3

Status/ Steps T aken

¢’6 INJ1l VANIOV

Restdential developm entproicts of 100
gross acres orm ore shall hclude a

m himum of5 peroentof the total
pro¥ctresidentialdevebpabk acreage
fhet) forrestentaluses of 30 unisper
acre orhipher. Thism hiinum high
density acreage requiram ent is cakulaed
to satsfyprofcted RHN A t© theC 1y
Additonally the C iy w illrequire a

m hiinum of5 percent for restdential
uses of 10 unis peracre orhigher.

D evebpm entprogctswih a

requiram entof Jess than 5 acres 1 etther

orboth categoriesm ay optto destnate TheC Jiyhasm et thehgh density
. . . settasdes 1 allof thenew
Ind offsite, if deam ed gopropriate for .
. . . . . D evebpm ent Entitlm ents thathave
the proct. If profcts propose densites Plnnng 0 nooa. as resdentil 1 fly spproved orare
Acton | higherthan the dentified densty, the G eneral Fund, LocalH oushg D epartm ent, o1, 88 P
H 121 | regquired acreage shallbe decreasad TrustFund H ousig Services app]:catonisa:ce t’y] under -Aspartot
accordngly D ]&?EDl’l ved. thed pm ent1evisy pio all
T L . new houshg pro¥cts are review ed
For@lem pE, JfapIO:B’Jt_'.SIGZlJJIGi © for thelr com plance to these housing
provde 15 acres at 30 unisperacre, that endard
pro¥ctooul altematively provide 11 25 :
acres at 40 units peracre. Sin farly, if the
pro¥cts requiram ent for Ind w ith
density of 10 units peracrewas 6 acres,
the proect coud alematively provide 4
acres at 15 unisperacre.
For the purpose of satdsfying the 5
percent for nd uses at orabove 30
unisperacre, sitesm ustm ect the
folbw hg requiram ents:
Siesm ustbe zoned exclsively
restential.
2|Page
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ATTACHMENT 3
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Funding Source: ys— Tin eFram e: Status/ Steps T aken
Acresused o satsfy RHN A
requiram entsw illbe required to m ahtahn
setm Inin um densities.
Siesm ustbe of sufficient size to
accomm odateam inimum of 16 units
persie.
Siesm ustbe proxin ate to publc
transportaton muteswhich provide
reedy access to fixed rail
Polcy . . .
g 13 Prom ote a broader range of housing options for executwes.
Suncreek and R D €l0 1o are
approved Specific Pns that hclude
avariety ofhousihg typesand
The Ciy's Z onihg C ode accom m odates densites ranging from 61 du./acre
and faciliates the develbpm entof 0 ngoing, asprocts are to 40 du/acre.Asaddressed i the

Actbn | executive housihg options i Specific & enemlFund PEnnihg 0o ' ] fhoudh the 2013-2021 housing elem ent Bnd use

H 131 | PEnsand Brge subdivisibns 600+ unis) D epartm ent Pnig D it and sites ventory, the C 1y's cuarrent
I theRuralRestdential RR) and the s zonng stendards, accom panied w ith
EsateRestdentiE]l ER ) zones. vacant nd, has the capaciyy to m est

the C iy’s fair share of the housing
needsw ithin the currentplEnning
ock.
ioﬁ Prom ote hpherdensity housihg in cose proxin 1y to transit, em pbym ent, and goproprate servioes, such as transitoriented develbpm ent
A spartofan ongoig effort to prom ote PublicW orks, The C 1w illcoordhate TI.1eC Ly sm am@mg & )
transit oriented develbpm ent the C 1y H ousing Services efﬁ)rts © apl @r comm jm i&lttD.TO b hm_dm
. . . . C . findng for transit- restdental n review ofallprogcts to

Acton | willcoordhatew ih regionalparmers to D wison, PlEnnig, . .

H 141 | heentivize the production of houshg for G enexaliund and Econom i© O]CH’l@ devebpm e.nts be beaed adm tho RT acoess
persons ling and working 1 sam e D evebpm ent asN oticesof Fundng | ponts. Therogs:ngs atw ogdben:y
comm uniy. ) s Avaikbke WO FAs)are | AffordabkM ultFan iy proectwas

£ relaged and w ill create aoproved. H owever, the proct i
3|Page
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Funding Source: TineFram e: Status/ Steps T aken
0SACOG — TheC iywillconthue to pro¥ectrequiram ents aw althg Federaland State imding.
workwih SACOG to dentify and aoply and heentves to In additon, allnew m asterpBnsand
forgrant opportunites ain ed atpEnnng encourage reduced auto | goecifc plns currently under review ,
and prom othg TO D devebpm entabng use h transitnodes. contahn avarety ofm ultm odal
the Regbnal Transit L iphtRail Ines. transportation options that focus on
o0 Regbnal Transit— The C iy w il Tnkages (ie.bke to bus, bus to Ight
conthue to cooperatew ih Regional 1adl) to In prove connectiviy and
Transit h dentifying transitneads 1 the usage of existing transit systam s.

comm uniy and working to provide
vEbl solutons. Thesem ay nclide
negotiating new bus routes, parthering t©
provide specilor comm uter routes,
creating and m ahtaihing a discountRT
passprogram for bw -and very ow -
Thoom e restents Iving 1 the Ciy’s
affordable houshg, and everaging new
hfilldevebpm entproicts around
existihgm ass transit hfrastucture
(F'ransitO riented D evebpm ent).
o Localand Regional C om plkte Strects
A dvocate groups — The C iyw il
contiue to work w ith bcaland ragional
Com pkte Streets A dvocate groups to
In prove trangporations options i the
C iy, ncluding bicyck nes, in proved
pedestran access, and better connectivity
betw een existihg altemative
transportaton options and bcalm ass
transit (Quch as dedicated pedestrian
pathw ays), particulrly n devebpm ent
pro¥cts baated Inm edaely adpoentto

4|Page
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Funding Source:

Regponsible
Agency:

Tin eFram e:

ATTACHMENT 3

Status/ Steps T aken

Polcy
H15

D evebpers of new resentilprofctsw ithi thenew Iy devebping areas of the C ity generally 1 the large, vacantareas south of H thway 50) shallprepare an
A ffordablk H ousihg PEn PEn) forthe profct forC iy review and goproval that Hentifies the procts pln forproviding affordabk houshng.

¢’6 N1l VAN3IOV

Acton
H151

The C iy has established the folbw hg
guidehes to provide direction forthe
review ofA ffordabkeH oushg PEns
assocatrd with hdividual develbpm ent
profcts and to provide direction for the
praparation of an A ffordabk H ousihg

O rdhance ifone &t be devebped.

The A flordabe H oushg PEn shallbe
goproved i conjinction w ih the earliest
stage of profctentitlem ent, typially

w ith the C i3/ C ouncil approvalof the
Specific PEn, D evebpm entA gream ent,
orotherprim ary Bnd use entitlm ent.

The A flordabk H oushg PEn shall
goecify and clude the folbw hg:

1) A profction of thenum berof

dw elling units thatw illbe develbped as
affordable to extram ely ow —, very ow —,
bw ,m oderate-, and abovem oderate—
Jhcom ehousshos

2) The num berof affordablk ownershp
and rentalunits to be produced . Such
olitshallbe goproved by the C iy

C ouncilbased on housihg neads, m arket
conditions, and other relevent factors.
The gpolit of ownershp and rentalunis
challbe addressed w ithi the Pn of
each ndvitualproct.

3) Program optonsw ithh progct
Foecific A ffordabk H ousihhg PEnsm ay
hclidebutarenot Im i=d t© the

G eneralFund

Comm unisyy
D evelbpm ent

TheA ffordabk H oushg
PEn obligatonsw illbe
In plm ented asproects

are received by the
PEnnig D eoartm ent.

The C ity hasnegotiated A ffordabke
HoushgPEn AHP)wih the
devebpers of the SunC reek Specific
PEmhgAraand R delO 1, as
perH ousing E km ent standards.
Future Specific Plnsw ill nclide
A ffordabk H ousihg PEns

March 2018
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Regponsible

Funding Source: P

Tin eFram e: Status/ Steps T aken

folbw hg:

The tin 1hg for com pletion of affordabk
houshg oblbations icludes the
folbw hg consderatons:
Forprocts proposihg to construct
affordable houshg units or to renovate
existihg dw ellings, the C iy generally
Supports construction/ renovation of
affordable dw ellings concurrentw ih the
construction ofm arketrate housihg
when feasble.
-Forprofcts providing altemative
contrbutons (end dediation, funds,
efr.), tin ng of such contrbutions shall
be dentified 1 the profct specific
A ffordabk H ousing Pln,w ih the
expectation that the C iy w fllpursue
constructon of affordable units generally
concurrentw ith construction of profct
m arketrate houshg.
4) AttheC iy Council's discretion, End
or other contrbutons provded by
devebpers as soecified w ithh progct
Foecific A ffordabk H ousihg PEnsm ay
be utlized t© augm entC iy efforts and
the efforts of Isnonprofitparmers to
provie affordable houshg opportunites
to allhcom e kvels throughout the
comm uniy.The C iy w fllpursue
supplm ental finding to allbw
affordabiliyy to housshods esming less
than 50 percentofaream edin com e.

6|Page
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5) In orderto ensure the production
and preservation of housing affordable
to the C 1y/'sworkforce, no productive,
reasonabk program  or hoentive option
w llbe excluded from consderation

w ithi proiectgoecific A ffordable

H ousihg Plns.Possbe hoentivesm ay
Thclide, butarenot Iin i=d to:

D ensity bonuses

Feewakers ordeferrals @s reasonably
avaibblk)

Expedited processihg/priority
processing

Reduced parking standards
Technialassstence w ih accessing
fimding

M odifications to develbpm ent stendards
on a caseby-case bass)

O ther hcentives

Funding Source:

Regponsible
Agency:

Tin eFram e:

ATTACHMENT 3

Status/ Steps T aken

The C iy w illannuallym oniorand revise
asnecessary, the A ffordabke H ousihg

Annuallym onior the

Staff review ed the currentprocesses

¢’6 N1l VAN3IOV

Acton | Pln negotaton and devebpm a.lt G eneral Fund H ousr}g. Sm A ffordabk H ousihg and gpplications, no constrantswere
H 152 | pmocess to ensure that the plnning D wxson . i
. PHn. entified.
process doesnotpose a constrainton
the develbpm entofhousing.
Togetherw ih the devebperand
nonprofitparmers, the C ity willuse TheC 1y s parthered w ith two non-
maxinum efforts to ssck avaikble State and federalhousing H ousihg Services profitdevebpers for 1 transitonal
Actbn Tesources o s;pportthe oorllstn%cton Qf program sand theC le ’ D wison, ann?ng, Apply forfimdhg as and 2 perm anmts;ppoxtn./e housng
g 153 affordable houshg production, hcliding program s such astheC 1ty's and Econom I© ok develbbpm ent. TheC ity alko
butnotlin i=d t© sate and federal non-resdential inkage fee D evebpm ent : parmered w ith one forprofic
houshgprogram sand theCiyprograms | [LocalH ousing TrustFund) D epartm ents devebper foraffordablk fam iy
such as the C iy's non-resdental Inkage housing.
fee (LocalH oushg TrustFund).
7|Page
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ATTACHMENT 3

¢’6 N1l VAN3IOV

Funding Source: Rezoonssls Tin eFram e: Status/ Steps T aken
Agency:
GOAL ENCOURAGE THE MM PROVEMENT ,REHABILITATION ,AND REVITALIZATION /REINVESTM ENTOF THE CITY'SEXISTIN G
H2 RESIDENTIALNEIGHBORHOODS
EO;? Provide neighborhood revialization i existing areas through housihg rehabilitation wner-and renter-occupid unis).
TheCiy'sfirstCaHOM E finded
The Ciy shalloontie © appY for o o a b o b
federaland sate finds to fund theC iy'’s Comm uniy D evebpm ent Ne:'ghbomo,od Appl for findihg as need ofhealth and safety .
Actin | houshg rehabiliation program to assist Bbck G rant CDBG ),or ServiesD Arson N otices of Funding The C iyw ilcontiue o stroi o fy
H 211 | i the n provan entof owner-and other funds @s funding nd E conom £ Availbk WO FAs) are encourage rentalhousing owneisgmd
(J::ailyterooijsi houshgunis n the becom esavaikbke to the C 1) D evebpm ent rekasd. M anagers o re-nvestand upgrade
) D epartm ent rentalhousig stock through the
RentalH ousihg Thgoection Program .
Conmue&leusepfﬂlecws . H oushg Services
Em ergency R epair Program  to provide D b0
health and safety repats forhoussho s Comm uniy D evebpm ent N ebhbo rho,o 3 The C iyw illprovide
Acton | alhg n the extram ely bw -, very ow -, Bbck G rant CDBG ),or ServiesD irson bansas finding Tn 2017 theprogram fimded 7 roof
H 212 | and bw-hcom eranges.Thisisagrant other finds @s finding . becom es avaibblke each repairs.
. . and E conom i©
form obikhom e ownersand shglk becom es avaibbk to the C 1) Vear.
D evelbpm ent
fam iy hom eowners to address b ot
Inm edBte health and safety probkm s. t
Support churches and service clibswho
orgenize sam Fannualcom m unisy” .
In provan entdays by providing H oushg Services The C jys.v olm Emg
. . . . worked w 1h bcalbusihesses,
Tnform ation aboutthe eventatC iy H all . D wx0n, . ) . .
) ) . Community D evelbbpm ent . Ongonhg,ascommunity | resdents, and church orgenzations
. and on the C 1y'sw ebsite. C ontinue to N epghborhood . . . .
Acton . . Bbck G rant CDBG ),or ; . In provan entdaysocaur | o provile resdential in provan ent
m ake hform ation avaibbk t© the . Services D wison e
H213 ] W e other fimds @s findng . and new program S and revialization program s to
com m uniy about other revialization . and Econom © . .
: . .. becom es avaibbke to the C 1) becom e avaikbk. In pacted neighborhoods. Reduid
progran s hcliding butnot Im ied to D evebbpm ent D ay, B Ight Busters, C ken-up and
B Ight Busters, the N eghlothood D epartm ent ay,Beau’dfratbn . EC;J)p
Tm provem ent Program ,SM UD , and the
Sacram ento T'ree Foundation .
8|Page
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Funding Source:

Tin eFram e:

ATTACHMENT 3

Status/ Steps T aken

¢’6 N1l VAN3IOV

Conthue to Hdentify them ost troubled TheC iy'sRentalH oushg
m ult-fam iy proects (n temm s of lw Tnspection program has continued t©
enforoam ent, code enforcem ent, and strongly encourage rentalhousig
gl . . n m
||t ey tousog e gy e e
Acton .. HOM E Program and CD BG D wison and . .
214 OfS.ld’lpIOp.ettlESIltO uses thatm ove Progrm N & hood O ngong. mpro.venal’Fsandhasbeaq
the comm uniy nto am orebaknosd .g D ir5bn form ulatng ordnances thatwould
housihgm arketand thatw illnotresult n clide services of a comm unity
the bss of existing affordabk housing prosecutor and other fee basad site
unis subsidized w ith federal, sate, or reviev o contihue to bokterthat
bcal finds. encouragan ent.
The plEnning departm ent continues
Contnue to mpkm enttheCrine . T plem el'ltedaspa:d.:of touseC.PTED.standaxdsaspaltof
. . . PEnningand the proectprocessing the deson review process fornew
Acton | Prevention Through Environm ental ; . . e ) .
H 215 | Desgn CPTED ) sendards thiough the G eneralFund Buiding and review of mdwdual allttlﬂsnalt':sandoo.ntnuesto consult
desin S —— D goartm ents devebpm ent w ih the C ty’spolice degpartm ent for
aoplications. further CPTED and other safety
stendards.
Polcy . . -
q 292 Continue to nplkm enttheFolom Boulevard Specifc PhEn.
The C iy sworking w ith property
Conthue to dentifyyand inpkm ent owners and devebpers to Hdentify
Acton opp.orFunJ'.t'es on Fobo.m Boukvard for H oushg Services M xed-useand devebpm ent opportunites albng
H221 revialization thatw ill in prove the D ¥isbn, revialization Folom BLVD .on an ongohg basis.
Folom Boulkvard corridor, egpecally N eghborhood opporunites are O ne affordablem ult-fam iy projpct
targeting the folbw hg G eneral Fund Services D isn, aurently beihg was goproved on Folkom Bid.
and Econom I© devebped through the H owever, the profct s aw aithg
D evebpm ent Folom Boulkvard Federaland State finding. TheC iy
Underutilized, blghted, and/orvecant D epartm ent Specific PIn. contiues to work w ith property
shopping centers on Folkom Boulevard owners and devebpers abng Folom
to Icareasem xed use and rause h that Bid.
cordor.
;o.lz:c;/ Ensure that existng housihg stock w ithi the C ity Bm ahtahed and ram ans habigbk h order to assist in m esting the housihg nesds of the com m unity.
9|Page
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Funding Source:

Tin eFram e:

ATTACHMENT 3

Status/ Steps T aken

Acton
H231

Contiue in plm enting the H ousihg
Stock Consarvation Feewhih isan
annual fee coTlected on bushess lioenses
form ult-fam iy properties. This
program supports general code
enforcam entain ed atensuring code
com plence and generalhousing
habitabiliyy. A dditbnal code

enforcem entactivities hclide targetad
hgpectibnsby theN eighborhood
Services D isbn to enforcehiher
stendards forbuidingm antenance,
parking requiram ents, and BEndscaping

CD BG Funds,G eneralFund

H oushg Services
D ¥isbn and

N eghborhood
e D drson

Annually

The C iy 3 conthuig to colect the
H ousing Stock C onsarvation Fee on

Polcy
H24

Presenve housihg units at risk of bsihg affordabiliyy status forunis that are subsidized w ith federal, state, or bcal finds.

¢’6 N1l VAN3IOV

Acton
H241

The C iy w illcontinue t© undertake the
folbw hg program s and activitdes during
the plEnning period of the H ousing

E Jem ent. The H ousihg Services D isbn
and N eighborhood Services D dFvision will
In plan ent these efforts. The efforts
Tisted bebw representa varied strategy
to m itoate potental bss of “atxisk”
unisdue to conversion to m arketrate
unis.These baalefforts utilize existing
C ity and bcalresources. They include
efforts to secure additibonal resources
from the public and private sector
should they bbecom e avaibblk.

o M oniorowners of atrisk progctson
an ongoig annualbasis, h coordiation
w ith otherpublic and prvate entities to
determ e thelr nterest 1 seling,
prepaying, term hatihg, or conthuing
participation h a substy program .

LocalH ousing TrustFund,
CDBG

Comm uniy
D evelbpm ent

Annually

The C ity did nothave an opportunis,
to devebp am oniorng pkn n
2017. TheCiywilm plm entthe
m oniorng pkn i 2018.

March 2018
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Regponsible

Funding Source: P

Tin eFram e: Status/ Steps T aken

o M anhtain and annually update the
hventory of “atrisk” profcts through
the use of existing databases eg.,
Califom& H ousing Partnership
Corporaton CHPC),HUD ,StateHCD,
and C alifoma Tax C redit A Tocation
Comm itee).
o Take allnecessary steps to ensure that
aprofEctran ans h or  transferred to
an orgenzaton cagpabk ofm antaning
affordabiliyy restrictions for the Iife of
the profct, hclding proactively
ensuring notices to qualified entites,
coordinating an acton pln wih
qualified entites upon notioe, and
assistng w ith fnancal resources or
supporthg finding goplicatons.

o Ensureprofcts arem oniored to see
if they are sub#ct to other State or bcal
requiram ents regarding the provision of
assisance o diphoad tenants.

o Annuallym onior bcal ivesim ent n
proicts thathave bean acquired by non-
profitor forprofit entites to ensure that
properties arew ellm anaged and

m ahtaned and are being operated
accordancew ith the C iy's property
rehabilitation stendards.

o W orkw ith owners, tehants, and
nonprofitorganizations to assist h the
nonprofitacquisiton of atrisk profcts
to ensure bng-em affordabiliy of the
develbpm ent. A nnually contact property
owners, gauge hterest, and dentify
nonprofitparmers and pursue fimding
and presaervation strategy on aprogct

11|Page
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o Annuallym estw ith sakehoersand
houshg nhterests to participate and
support, through Eters and m estings
and technical assisEnce, bcal Eyikhbtors
T federa], state, or beal hitatives that
address affordab e housing preservation
eg., supportstate ornativnal kgishton
that addresses atrisk procts, support
Tl finding of program s thatprovide
resources for preservation activites).

o U seavaibbk financil resources to
restructure federally assisted presarvation
pro¥cts, where feasble, h orderto
preserve and/ or extend affordabiliy.

o Annually dentify fimdihg sources for
atxisk presarvation and acquisition
rehabilitation and pursue these finding
sources at the federal, state, or ocal
¥velk to pregarve atrik unison a
profctby-projctbass.

Funding Source:

Regponsible
Agency:

Tin eFram e:

ATTACHMENT 3

Status/ Steps T aken

¢’6 N1l VAN3IOV

W ork w ih hterested ndwvtiuals,
nonprofithoushg corporatons, and for-
profitdevelbpers to acquire rental

G eneral Fund, LocalH oushg

TheC iy contihues to work w ith

Acton | houshg profcts h need of H ousihg Services . non-profitand forproficdevebpers
H 242 | rchabiliation, and transferownership, T Fun d and other D ivision Ongong to dentify potental rehabiliation
.. substdis asavaibbk \

when necessary, to m aintain the profcts.

affordabilisy of the units to bw -ihcom e

housshoBs.

12 |Page
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ATTACHMENT 3

¢’6 N1l VAN3IOV

Funding Source: Rezoonssls Tin eFram e: Status/ Steps T aken
Agency:
PROMOTEHOUSING DIVERSITY THROUGH PROVIDING ARANGE OFH IGH QUALITYHOUSING CHOICESFOR THE
GOAL COMMUNITY, INCLUDING SINGLEFfAM ILYHOMES,DUPLEXES, TOWNHOMES/CONDOM INIUM S,LIVEWORKUN ITS,M IXED -
H3 USE, MULTIFAM ILY ,EXECUTIVE HOUSING ,AND MOBILEHOMES, THAT SERVE ALLHOUSEHOLDS,RANGING FROM THE
WORKFORCE TO EXECUTIVESTO SENIORSAND OTHER SPECIALNEEDSGROUPS.
Policy | Ensure thatnehborhoods are develbped h ababneed, susahabkm anner, avoidig over-concentration of affordable housihg or oversized rental com plexes and
H 31 | proviing arange of housihg prices and rents.
Continue to reviev other bcal . C .

. e . . TheC tym antans contactw ith
Acton | Jrsdctons brogram s that spreed a G eneral Fund H ous:ngServ:Des O ngoing other Jirisdctons’ housihg program s
H 311 | range ofhousig types throughout the D wison D encouTage best practioes

 editon. .

The C iy has dentified sitesB-1,B2,L-

1,L2,and L3, 1 the Land lventory

(e TablksA -18,A-19,and A 20 1n the

Appendix) as goproprate tom esta

porton oftheCiyy’sSRHN A .These sites

arem ixed use sites and require a These sites are bcated throughout

ConditonalU se Pem it to alow for . the city ncluding V ilbges of

restentiBldevebpm ent. TheCUP ?Un?ffg;m;z; Z hfandeland theM ather Specil
Acton | requiram entengures that the comm ercial & enemlFund PEnnihg i doem tposea PEn Area.D isoussbn occurswhen
H 312 | usesare com patblkew ih resdental D epartm ent . fth aoplcants goproach the C ity. The

develbpom ent. The sites alreadym ect the oons.trarjit’;oiinb}go € Lin i=d U se Pam itwas elin hated

Jcation and environm ental requiram ents SIS ve. from the entitlm entprocess n Jne

ofthe CUP and therefore goplications 2017.

on these sitesw illbe expedied. The

C ity w illm onior the devebpm entof

these sites and upon consulation wih

devebpers shoul the CU P processpose

aconstraihtto the devebpm entof

13 |Page
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Funding Source:

Regponsible
Agency:

Tin eFram e:

ATTACHMENT 3

Status/ Steps T aken

H oushg, the C iy w illeither change the
CUP raguirmamenttw alin i=sd Use
pam itor find altemative sites.

¢’6 N1l VAN3IOV

Polcy | Provide a range of ssniorhousihg opportunites, hcliding ssniordevelbpm entsw ith shgle-storyhom es, hdependent living, assisted Iving, skilled nursihg, and
H 32 | shared houshg, and pursue opportunites and fimding to convert existing goarm entoom plexes to senrhoushg facilites.
PEnnihg
Research feasioiliy of converting b t en.t, E th.e : iy W .
. .. . . H oushg Servies of converthgunisas | TheC iy didnothave an opporuniy
Acton | existngm ult=fam iy rentalhousing o L . . . . . . . ..
. . . G eneral Fund D dvison, Buidihg sites are Hentified and to dentify a conversion facility
H 321 | ssnbrhoushg facilities, such asa .
. e orassised T ) D goartm ent, and findng becom es 2017.
=g g Y- Sacram ento M etro avaidble.
FieD Bt
Polcy Provide houshg for the specElnesds populbtions, nciiding houshg accessble forpersonsw ith disgbilides (hcluding veterans as a prin ary target group), Brge
H33 househoBs, the hom ekss, and shglkeparenthousshods.
14 |Page
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Acton
H331

Provide accessioility 1 housihg for
personsw ih physicaland devebpm ental
dissbilides by in plem enting sate and
federal requiram ents by undertakng the
folbw hg actions:

[l Review regultions and procedures
forC iy~inded orC iy-operated housing
program s to ensure thathousihg nesds
forpersonsw ith physicaland

devebpm ental disabilites are addressad.
The C iyw illcontinue to encourage and
supporthousing forpersonsw ith
physicaland developm ental disabilites,
which w il hclude assessihg thenead for
ekbvator acoess, contiued review of
zoning stendards, and in plan entation of
the C ity’s reasonab X accom m odation
program .

Funding Source:

G eneralFund

PEnnihg
D epartm ent,
Buibdig
D epartm ent, and
H ousihg Services
D ¥ision

Tin eFram e:

O ngoing. Provde
accessibiliy 1 housihg
forpersonsw ih
disabilites as procts
are processed through
the Plnning
D epartm ent.

ATTACHMENT 3

Status/ Steps T aken

The C iy is currently sponsoring two
supportive houshg progcts thatare
tErgeting groups thathave ahigh
percentage dissbled populaton —
hom eless veterans, M ather’'sV eteran
V ilbge, which provides transitonal
and perm anent supportive houshg.
Phase 2 and 3 have seoured funding
1 2017. Both buidhgsw illbe
under construction i 2018.

¢’6 N1l VANIOV

Acton
H332

Provide hcentives for the developm ent
of shgkroom occupancy SRO ) and
supportive houshg units for dentified
goecElneads groups. Incentivesm ay
hclude fee deferals, reduced parking
requiran ents, densiyy bonus, prioriy
peaem itprocessing, technical assistance n
progctprocessing, and accessng
funding for the sopechlnesds. SRO sare
alowed w ith a conditbnaluse perm it n
theRD 20,RD 25,RD 30,and hith
density restdential HDR ) zones.To
ensure devebpm ent standards do not
constrahn the developm entof SRO s, the

C ity w illevaliate adopting developm ent

G eneral Fund, LocalH ousihg
TristFund,CD BG

H oushg Services
D ¥ision and
PEnnng
D epartm ent

Tm plm ented aspartof
pro¥ectprocessihg and
review of ndviual
developm ent
goplcatons

The C iy hasnotreceired any SRO
goplications or hquires durng
2017.

March 2018
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stendardswhich m ay include:

[] 24-houron-sitem anagan ent

[l Room Im iatbn to shgk ocoupancy,
w ith albwance for ovemihtguests

[1 Reguirmm ents form onthly tehancies

[] Unismustbe 250-300 square feet
size and hclude kitthen orbathroom

[l Parkig ratb of one goace perunitor
ks, and bioyck rack storage of one rack
perb unis

The PEEnnng D epartm entand H ousing
Services D ision w illreview

develbbpm entstendards to see if they act
asaconstrantas SRO goplications are
Sulom ited.

Funding Source:

Regponsible

Agency:

Tin eFram e:

ATTACHMENT 3

Status/ Steps T aken

¢’6 INJ1l VAN3IOV

Particpate h regional coordnaton for

The C iy 3 currently participating n
the Continuum of Care through

hom eless services and facilities. The C 1y L . .
w illcontihue o supportexistng facilites Pooo m‘.:’“ﬂﬁ”f Sacram ento County. TheC iy isalko
and program s (hcliding fnancial ; the physical bcation of the brgest

. supportwhen gppropriate and necessary) G eneralFund, State . . armuallloass.D evebp transitonalhoushg facility i the

Acton . e Em ergency Shelter Program , Houshg Services | m anageril standards for .

H 333 and.permzthom.em.ﬁﬂmjnﬂqe HUD , other specilized D isbn hom elss il County — theM aiherCommumty
O ffice/Industral/M xedUse O MU ) ! finding wihi oneyearof Can pus. Trensitonalhoushg
and the L pht Industre]l Busihess Park adoption of the H oushg facilities recetve speciEl consteration
LIBP) zones. TheC ity w illperm itand S durhg the entitlam entprocess,
conthue to albw transitonaland hclding parking reductions and
supportie housing h allrestdential densitybonuses. A Iltransitonal

16 |Page
March 2018
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zones subgct to the sam e restrictions
thatgpply to other resdentaluses of the
sam e ype 1 the sam e zone. .TheC iy

w illestablish m anageral stendards for
hom eless facilities thatw il hclide the
folbw hg:m axin um num berofbeds;

o O ffstaeetparking based upon
dan onstrated nesd;

0 Size and bcation of on-siewaithg
and hiake aress;

o Provisbn of on-sitem anagam ent;

o Proxin iy to other shelers;

o Length of stay;

o Luhthg;and

0 Securiy durhg hourswhen the sheler

Funding Source:

Regponsible
Agency:

Tin eFram e:

ATTACHMENT 3

Status/ Steps T aken

facilities are required to have a
m anagem entpln.

¢’6 N1l VAN3IOV

kopen
Policy | TheC iywillcontihue to prom ote equalhousihg opportuniy forallpersons regardless of race, religion, sex, m arial satus, ancestyy, national origin, cobr, disability,
H34 fam =] status, source of icom e, or sexualorientaton.
The C iy w illcontinue in plm entation
of isFairH ousihg Pln thatworks to
affim atively further fairhousing. The TheCiy n 2017 parthered w ith
. PBn kpartofanew fairhousing effort . . adpoent irisdictions as a regional
Sc;tzrjl- that the C iy began i fisalyear 2012- G eneralFund,CD BG funds Ho D g n O ngoig approach. Theparmerships h 2017
i 2013, and hcludes: hclded Progct Sentineland
o Production,m arketing, and Sacram ento Self-heb H oushg.
distrbution of farhoushgm aterdls,
and m arketihg 1 non-English Bnguages
17 |Page
March 2018
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Funding Source:

Regponsible

Tin eFram e:

ATTACHMENT 3

Status/ Steps T aken

o Fairhousihg case intake, and routing
of fairhousing com phants through the
C ity’s FairH oushg R epresentative

o Routhg of potential fairhousihg cases
to the gppropriate entites, hclding
Sacram ento SelfH e H ousihg, HUD ,
Califom#&a D goartm entof Fair

Em pbym entand H ousing, Legal
Services of N orthem C alifoma, and the
C alifom& D goartm entof Consum er

A ffairs, etc.

o Strategic In plm entation of activites
and program s hitended to address the

n pedin ents to fairhousing dentified n
the C iy’s Analysis of In pedin ents to
FalrH oushg @ I) com pkted n 2010.

Agency:

PerChapter1 1 0 of the Zoning Code
Enttln ents), the C iyw illallow
requests for reasonab e accom m odation
I regard to rehef from  the varbus Bnd
use or zonig miks, policks, practioes,

There hasnotbeen a form al
reasonabk goplication subm Halin
2017.TheC ity w illconthue to work

¢’6 N1l VAN3IOV

ﬁ %tzg and/orprocedures thatm ay e necessary G eneral Fund DPhnnnglt O ngoing to accomm odate ndividual that
to ensure equal access to housihg S require reasonab ke accom m odations
despned for, ntended foroccupancy by, conssentw ih the provison of the
orw ith supportie sarvices for zonig code.
hdiviuakw ith dissbilites as required 1
the Z onihg Code.

GOAL PURSUE SUSTAINABLE DEVELOPMENT AND ENERGY EFFICIENCY FORNEW RESIDENTIAL DEVELOPM ENT AND EXISTIN G

H 4 HOUSING STOCK.
18 |Page
March 2018
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ATTACHMENT 3

¢’6 N1l VAN3IOV

Funding Source: Rezoonssls Tin eFram e: Status/ Steps T aken
Agency:
Poly Require energy efficiency 1 the desion and construction of housing develbpm ents through in plem entation of the State Energy C onservation Stendards (T'ite 24).
qa41 The Ibng-term econom it and environm entalbenefits of energy efficiency shallbe w eighed agahstany icreased hital costs of energy saving m easures. Encourage
i sustahabk develbpm entby reducig energy use.
Partnerwih M UD and PG & E to
develop m odelprogranm s for energy
effcincy h new develbpm entw ithout
hareashg costs to thehom douyer, and
postand distribute nform ation on
aurrently avaibble w eatherization and
energy conssrvaton progran s to Thispro hasnot
restents and property ownersaswellas d .
o participation 1 SMUD s com pkted shce the 20132021
UIS0S . .. housing elem entwas adopted 11 Bte
photovolat (eokr), energy efficiency, . . .
. ; PEnnig and 2013 .The paEnnng and buidhg
Acton | pesk reduction, and other com parabke : . . .
. . G eneralFund Buiding O ngong departm ent continue to coordnate
H 411 | program s.The C iy w illdistrbute
. . ) D goartm ents efforts to encourage energy
Tnfom ation through the C ity's effiency 1 dess Currently, the
new sktter, annualm ailihgs 1 C iy utihsy Sy oesgn. L y
. . . C ity s coopaeratngw ih G rd
billings, distrbution of program N . Sokn)
form ation to com m uniy orgentzations )
and atm unicpaloffices, and postings on
the C iy/'sw ebsite. T o best capture the
ethnic diversity of the com m unityy,
hfom ation w illbe avaibbk 1 the four
m apr Enguagesused 1 the com m unity
and other Bnguages on dem and.
GOAL PURSUE PUBLIC AND PRIVATE RESOURCESAVAILABLE TO PROMOTE DIVERSEHOUSING OPPORTUN ITIES,AND
H5 PARTICULARLY TO ASSIST IN THE CREATION OFWORKFORCEHOUSING AND SPECIALNEEDSHOUSING.
Polcy . . L L . .
H 51 Partnmerw ih private orgenizations to encourage housng nivestm ent n the C 1ty.
19| Page
March 2018
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2017 Housing Element Annual Report ATTACHMENT 3
Funding Source: TineFram e: Status/ Steps T aken
Consider creating a bcalhousing
foundation/ trust thatm ay be funded by E conom & D eterm e vEbilty of The C iy dd nothave the
Acton | forprofitand non-proficpartnersaswell G enamlFund D evelbpm ent creating a bcalhousing opporunity to consdera ocal
H 511 | asmapran pbyersaswellas funding D ot trust find by end of houshg trust. The A ffordable
from potentialh-heu feesand End t fiscalyear2014. H ousihg Plns hclude an h-lieu fee.
grants from new develbpm ents.
;Og Pursue state and federal finding sources needed to achieve the desired range ofhousing choie.
Pursue avaibbk and goproprite state
and federal finding sources t support
efforts to m estnew construction ne=ds
of@cttane.]ybw—,verybw—,bw—,and E conom 1D evebpm ent
m oderate-ncom e housshods. e
. . ThitetonsG rant ED I)
Approprate sources of imdngw illbe
. . CDBG ,HOME,CaHome,
determ hed on a caseby-case basis. See BEG IN ,M uliFan iy
Program T in efram e and Potential - ous'ngpréglan Cakfomt The C iy conthues to goply forany
Funding bebw .) The C ityw il H ousihg Fnanoé Agency and allavaikbl and gpplicable grants
coTBborate w ith nonprofit orgenzations HELP Progm ,HUD ! O ngoing.TheCiywill and other findng for affordable
and agencies such asN orthemn Califorma Progrm S ectbn,221 Q) aoply forallof the housihg. These nciideHOM E and
Action Const':tuctbn TIafl.’lfFlg,COHlmUI.liQ/ n 202 EHerly) Secté)n H ou@ngSetvnes above pansand grapts CALHOME g@tapp]i:aij)ns, Tl
H 521 | Housihg O pportunit C orporation . 811 personsw ith d:eidb THres) D wison asN otices of Funding grant gop ications, A ffordabke
Potential indhg sources forthis FedamlH om e Loan Bank ! Avaikbk WO FAs) are H ousihg Sustainable C om m unites,
program willhclide theCDBG , a5 Exeem ptBonds Low—, rekased from HCD U tbanL iftneighborhood
HOME,CaHome,and BEG IN moomeHousi'lgTac,C % aoplications, Tax C radis, and other
program s, the stateM ultiFanm iy assorted fimding opportunites.
H ousing Program , C aliforni H ousihg S@te.and federal), and
Fiance Agency program s Quch as FHﬁgﬁmﬁan en.t
HELP), tax exan ptbond fhanchg, bw - 1113\1’1 :;n:dcll e Fou?sqg
hoom e houshg tax credits, the Federal v ogEm Hun
H om e Loan Bank A ffordabk H ousihg
Program , and various otherH UD
program s for goeciElneeds groups.
20| Page
March 2018
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Funding Source:

Regponsible

Tin eFram e:

ATTACHMENT 3

Status/ Steps T aken

Acton
H522

W ork with financil hstiutions serving
Rancho Cordova to solicit nterest n
providing financig forextram ely bw -,
very ow —, ow —, and m oderate-incom e
housihg as part of their responsibilities
under the FederalC om m uniy”
Rehvestm entAct CRA ). TheCiywill
seck gecific Inding comm im ents o be
used I conjincton w ih state and
federal finds. The C iy w illw ork w ith
hterested Inding hsttutions and
devebpers to use existing CRA -fimded
program s through the FederalH om e
Loan Bank Board and the Federal
Resenve Bank Board.

CDBG ,HOM E and other
finds @s fimdihgbecom es
avaibbk to the C iy)

Agency:

H ousing Services
D ivision

M estw ih fnancal
hsthutions serving
Rancho Cordova
regulrly to determ ne
what fimding savaibbke
for bwer-incom e
housshoBs.

The C iy expbres opportunites to
work w ih financil hstitions to
encourage CRA vesim ent.

Policy
H53

C ooperate w ith affordable housihg providers and provide regubtory and fhancial hoentives to devebp, acquire, rehabiliate, and/orm anage houshg affordabke o
extram ely ow -, very Jow -, ow -, orm oderate-ncom e housshos.

¢’6 N1l VAN3IOV

Acton
H 531

To prom ote the developm entof
affordable housihg, the C ity w illm arket
avaibbk hoentives by advertising on the
C ity’'swebsie, publishing brochures and
m aking referals. The hoentives for
devebpersm ay nclide:

[] Fiancilassistance ased on
avaibbiliyy of housing fimds)

[l Expedied develbpm entreview

[] Stream Ined processing

[] D ensitybonuses

G fven egqualqualiy of design, priority,

w illbe given to profcts contahhng unis
affordabk to extram ely ow and very
Iw -hcom e householls.

March 2018

G enaal Fund

H oushg Services
D ¥isbn and
PEnnihg
D epartm ent

O ffer hoentivesas
pro¥cts are processad
through the PEnning
D epartm ent.

The C ity sworkig to encourage
develbpm entof affordable housing
pro¥ctas fiinds and resources
becom e avaibblk.

21| Page
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Funding Source:

Regponsible
Agency:

Tin eFram e:

ATTACHMENT 3

Status/ Steps T aken

Policy
H 54

R eguire non-restential devebpm ent to provide for the affordable housing nesds generated or contrbuted to by thelr developm ent.

Acton
H541

The C iy w illconthue t© expbre the
option of updatihg the existihg H oushg
TrustD evelbbpm ent Im pactFee (fee for
non-resdential devebom ent that finds
the LocalH ousing TrustFund) to better
address the neads and desires of C iy
The update to the fee program shall
hclide the folbw hg:

[ An updated nexus study addressing
the extram ely bw —, very ow -and Iow -
Thcoom e housihg neads generated by non-
restlential develbpm ent, hclidng the
cost to provide a variety of bw er-hcom e
housihg types;

[l A fee sructure based on defined types
of non-resdentialdevelbpm ent thatare
conssEntw ith uses dentified 1 the
Zonihg Code;

| A fee com ponentto cover
adm histrative costs;

[l An annual nfbtonary adjistm ent;

| Exanptuses;and

[l ATbwed usesof the fee, hcliding is
use to provide pre-devebpm ent,
construction, and perm anent fnancing
foraffordablem ultfam iy proscts and
provide a hom ebuyer assistance
program .

G eneral Fund

Comm unisyy
D evelbpm ent
D epartm ent

D eterm ne the vEbiliyy
ofupdating the H ousing
TrustD evelbpm ent
ImpactFeeby end of
fiscalyear 2016.
Annually review fee to
detarm e if additonal
updates are necessary to
reflect changes 1 real
estatem arket.

The C iy I did not constderupdating

the fee n 2017. D eterm hed thatthe

aurrent in pact feem eets the desires
oftheCiyatthistime.

¢’6 N1l VAN3IOV

March 2018
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a fresh take.
MEMORANDUM RANCHO -CORDOVA

CALIFORNIA

DATE: March 19, 2018
TO: Honorable Mayor and Council Members
FROM: Albert Stricker, Public Works Director and Chris Boyer, Associate Engineer

SUBJECT: A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER TO EXECUTE
CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT NO. 01-2018 IN AN AMOUNT NOT TO
EXCEED $5,180,440 WITH ROBERT A. BOTHMAN CONSTRUCTION FOR
THE FOLSOM BOULEVARD STREETSCAPE IMPROVEMENT PROJECT -
PHASE 4

RECOMMENDATION

Adopt Resolution No. 32-2018.

RESULT OF RECOMMENDED ACTION

Adoption of Resolution 32-2018 will authorize the City Manager to execute construction
Contract No. 01-2018 with Robert A. Bothman Construction in an amount not to exceed
$5,180,440 for the Folsom Boulevard Streetscape Improvement Project - Phase 4.

BACKGROUND

The Folsom Boulevard Streetscape Improvement Project - Phase 4 will enhance Folsom
Boulevard between Horn Road and Tiffany Drive (Attachment 2). The work to be completed
under this contract (Attachment 3) will improve both sides of Folsom Boulevard including the
construction of a new 10-foot wide concrete multi-use bicycle and pedestrian path, on-street
bicycle lanes and landscape along the street frontage. Additional improvements include
construction of a landscaped median in the center of Folsom Boulevard.

The project will make important connections between the center of Rancho Cordova and
destinations including the library and the future Horn Road light rail station. This phase of
improvements will continue the existing theme of enhanced safety, bicycle and pedestrian
facilities, and beautification of this historic corridor in the City of Rancho Cordova.

Bids for this work were solicited on the City’s Website, CIPList.com and the Sacramento, Placer
and El Dorado County Builders Exchanges on February 9, 2018. Bids for the project were
publicly opened on March 8, 2018. A total of six bids were received and the lowest responsible
base bid was $5,180,440.00. The bid summary sheet is provided as Attachment 4.

This project was approved as part of the City’s current Capital Improvement Program. The

Environmental Mitigated Negative Declaration public hearing was completed April 18, 2018.

City Council Staff Report 10f2 Folsom Blvd Streetscape Improvement
March 19, 2018 Project Phase 4
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FISCAL IMPACT

There is no impact to the City’s General Fund. Funding for this project will consist of Community
Design Grant Funds and New Measure A Funds. This project is included in the 2017/2018
budget.

ATTACHMENTS

1. Resolution No. 32-2018.
2. Project Location Map.
3. Contract No. 01-2018.
4. Bid Summary Sheet.

City Council Staff Report 20f2 Folsom Blvd Streetscape Improvement
March 19, 2018 Project Phase 4
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ATTACHMENT 1
CITY OF RANCHO CORDOVA

RESOLUTION NO. 32-2018

RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RANCHO CORDOVA, STATE
OF CALIFORNIA AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER TO EXECUTE CONSTRUCTION
CONTRACT NO. 01-2018 IN AN AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED $5,180,440.00 WITH
ROBERT A. BOTHMAN CONSTRUCTION FOR THE FOLSOM BOULEVARD
STREETSCAPE IMPROVEMENT PROJECT - PHASE 4

WHEREAS, the City solicited bids under the requirements of state law and publicly
opened bids on March 8, 2018; and

WHEREAS, the lowest responsible bidder was Robert A Bothman Construction; and

WHEREAS, adoption of this Resolution will award construction Contract No. 01-2018 to
Robert A. Bothman Construction in an amount not to exceed $5,180,440.00 for the Folsom
Boulevard Streetscape Improvement Project - Phase 4; and

WHEREAS, the project will improve both sides of Folsom Boulevard including the
construction of a new 10-foot wide concrete multi-use bicycle and pedestrian path, on-street
bicycle lanes and landscaping along the street frontage. Additional improvements include the
construction of a landscaped median in the center of Folsom Boulevard; and

WHEREAS, the contract will be paid through Community Design Grant Funds and New
Measure A Funds. The contract does not impact the general fund; and

WHEREAS, this project was reviewed under the requirements of the California
Environmental Quality Act during a public hearing held on April 18, 2016 and is exempt from
further review.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT HEREBY RESOLVED THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY
OF RANCHO CORDOVA does authorize the City Manager to execute Contract No. 01-2018 in
an amount not to exceed $5,180,440.00 with Robert A. Bothman Construction and in a form
approved by the City Attorney.

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of Rancho Cordova on the 19"
day of March, 2018 by the following vote:

AYES:
NOES:
ABSENT:

ABSTAIN:

Linda Budge, Mayor

Resolution 32-2018 Page 1 of 2
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ATTACHMENT 1
ATTEST:

Stacy Leitner, City Clerk

Resolution 32-2018 Page 2 of 2
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ATTACHMENT 3
CONTRACT NO. 01-2018

CONSTRUCTION SERVICES AGREEMENT BETWEEN
THE CITY OF RANCHO CORDOVA AND ROBERT A BOTHMAN CONSTRUCTION
FOR FOLSOM BOULEVARD STREETSCAPE IMPROVEMENT PROJECT - PHASE 4

THIS AGREEMENT made and entered into between the City of Rancho Cordova (“City”)
and Robert A. Bothman Construction (“Contractor”) as of March 20, 2018.

WITNESSETH:

WHEREAS, the City Council for the City heretofore caused plans and specifications for
Folsom Boulevard Streetscape Improvement Project - Phase 4 (“Project”) to be prepared, and
therefore did approve and adopt said plans and specifications; and

WHEREAS, the City Council for the City did cause to be published for the time and in
the manner required by law, a notice inviting sealed bids for the performance of said work; and

WHEREAS, the notice was published on February 9, 2018 on the City’'s Website,
ClIPList.com and the Sacramento, Placer and El Dorado County Builders Exchanges (“Notice”);
and

WHEREAS, the Contractor, in response to such Notice, submitted to the City Council for
the City within the time specified in said Notice, and in the manner provided for therein, a sealed
bid for the performance of the Project specified in said plans and specifications, which said bid
and proposal, and other bids and proposals submitted in response to said Notice, the City
Council opened and canvassed in the manner provided by law; and

WHEREAS, the Contractor was the lowest responsible bidder for the performance of
said Project, and said City Council for the City as a result of the canvass of said bids, did
determine and declare Contractor to be the lowest responsible bidder for said Project and award
to a contract therefore.

NOW THEREFORE, in consideration of the promises herein, it is mutually agreed
between the parties hereto as follows:

Section 1. CONTRACT DOCUMENTS. The following documents are by this reference
incorporated in and made a part of this Agreement. The County of Sacramento, Standard
Construction Specifications dated January 2016; the Special Provisions; the contract drawings,
all addenda; the Notice to Contractors; the Proposal; all required bonds; and all supplemental
agreements covering alterations, amendments, or extensions to the contract. The documents
which describe the work to be performed are sometimes collectively referred to herein as the
Plans and Specifications.

Section 2. SCOPE OF WORK. The Contractor will furnish all labor, materials, services,
transportation, appliances, and mechanical workmanship required for Contract No.01-2018, as
provided for and set forth in said Plans and Specifications, or in either of them, which said Plans
and Specifications are hereby referred and by such reference incorporated herein and made a
part of this Agreement. All of the said work done under this Agreement shall be under the
supervision of and performed to the satisfaction of the Public Works Director of the City of

Construction Services Agreement between March 20, 2018
City of Rancho Cordova and Robert A Bothman Construction Page 1 of 4
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ATTACHMENT 3
CONTRACT NO. 01-2018

Rancho Cordova who shall have the right to reject any and all materials and supplies furnished
by the Contractor which do not comply with the Plans and Specifications, together with the right
to require the Contractor to replace any and all work furnished by the Contractor which shall not
either in workmanship or material be in strict accordance with the Plans and Specifications.

Section 3. COMPLETION. Said work shall be completed and ready for acceptance.

Section 4. PAYMENT. Attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and by reference made a part hereof,
is the bid and proposal of Contractor. Said bid and proposal will contain, as required by the
terms of said specifications, the full and complete schedule of the different items with the lump
sums or unit prices as so specified. The City agrees in consideration of the work to be
performed for the Project herein and subject to the terms and conditions thereof, to pay
Contractor all sums of money which may become due to Contractor in accordance with the
terms of the aforesaid bid and proposal, and this Agreement, to wit: Five Million One Hundred
Eighty Thousand Four Hundred Forty Dollars and No Cents ($5,180,440.00). Said sum shall be
paid in accordance with Section 8 of the Standard Specifications. With respect to that portion of
the above sum as is based upon the estimated quantities specified for the general scope of the
work to be performed herein, actual payment will be based upon the quantities as measured
upon completion. No payment made under this Agreement shall be construed to be an
acceptance of defective work or improper materials.

Section 5. PREVAILING WAGES. Pursuant to the provisions of Articles 1 and 2 of Chapter
1, Part 7, Division II, of the Labor Code of the State of California, not less than the general
prevailing rate of per diem wages, and not less than the general prevailing rate of per diem
wages for holidays and overtime work, for each craft, classification or type of worker needed to
execute the Project contemplated under this Agreement shall be paid to all workers, laborers
and mechanics employed in the execution of said Project by Contractor, or by any subcontractor
doing or contracting to do any part of said Project. The appropriate determination of the
Director of the California Department of Industrial Relations is filed with, and available for
inspection at 2729 Prospect Park Drive, Rancho Cordova, CA 95670, the office of the Clerk of
the City. Contractor shall post, at each job site, a copy of such prevailing rate of per diem
wages as determined by the Director for the California Department of Industrial Relations.

Section 6. INSURANCE. The Contractor shall carry and maintain during the life of this
Agreement, such public liability, property damage and contractual liability, auto, worker’s
compensation and builders’ risk insurance as required by the specifications.

Section7. @WORKERS’ COMPENSATION CERTIFICATION. By execution of this
Agreement, the Contractor certifies as follows:

‘I am aware of the provisions of Section 3700 of the Labor Code which require every
employer to be insured against liability for workers’ compensation or to undertake self-insurance
in accordance with the provisions of that code, and | will comply with such provisions before
commencing the performance of the work of this contract.”

Section 8. PERFORMANCE AND PAYMENT BONDS. The Contractor shall, before
beginning said work for the Project, file two bonds with the City, each made payable to the City.
These bonds shall be issued by a surety company authorized to do business in the State of
California, and shall be maintained during the entire life of the Agreement at the expense of the
Contractor. One bond shall be in the amount of one hundred percent (100%) of the Agreement
and shall guarantee the faithful performance of the Agreement. The second bond shall be the

Construction Services Agreement between March 20, 2018
City of Rancho Cordova and Robert A Bothman Construction Page 2 of 4
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payment bond required by California Civil Code Section 3247 et seq., and shall be in the
amount of one hundred percent (100%) of the Agreement. Any alterations made in the
specifications which are a part of this Agreement or in any provision of this Agreement shall not
operate to release any surety from liability on any bond required hereunder and the consent to
make such alterations is hereby given, and any surety on said bonds hereby waives the
provisions of California Civil Code Sections 2819 and 2845.

Section 9. INDEMNIFICATION.

9.1 Contractor’s Performance. To the fullest extent permitted by law, Contractor
shall indemnify, defend and hold harmless City, its governing Board, officers,
directors, agents, employees and volunteers from and against any and all claims,
demands, actions, losses, liabilities, damages, and all costs incidental thereto,
including cost of defense, settlement, arbitration, and reasonable attorneys’ fees
arising out of, pertaining to, or resulting from the acts or omissions of anyone
else directly or indirectly acting on behalf of the Contractor, or for which the
Contractor is legally liable under law, regardless of whether caused in part by a
party indemnified hereunder.

9.2 No Limitation of Liability for Indemnification. The indemnities set forth in this
Section shall not be limited by the insurance requirements set forth in the
Contract.

Section 10. MISCELLANEOUS PROVISIONS.

10.1 This Agreement shall bind and inure to the heirs, devisees, assignees, and
successors in interest of Contractor and to the successors in interest of
Contractor in the same manner as if such parties had been expressly named
herein. All times stated herein or in the contract documents are of the essence
hereof. As used in this instrument the singular includes the plural, and the
masculine includes the feminine and the neuter. This Agreement may create a
possessory interest subject to property taxation, and Contractor may be subject
to the payment of property taxes levied on such interest.

10.2 Contract Administration. This Agreement shall be administered by Chris Boyer
("Contract Administrator"). All correspondence shall be directed to or through the
Contract Administrator or his or her designee.

10.3 Notices. Any written notice to Consultant shall be sent to:

James Moore, Vice President

Robert A Bothman Construction

7840 Madison Avenue #149

Fairoaks, CA 95628

(916) 671-3486

Any written notice to City shall be sent to:

Chris Boyer

City of Rancho Cordova

Department of Public Works
Construction Services Agreement between March 20, 2018
City of Rancho Cordova and Robert A Bothman Construction Page 3 of 4
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10.4 IRS Form W-9. Contractor shall complete and submit Internal Revenue Service
Form W-9 to the City before execution of this Agreement. The City’'s Finance
Director shall have authority to waive this requirement.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the City Council and Contractor have caused this Agreement
to be executed as of the day and year first above written.

CITY OF RANCHO CORDOVA:

Cyrus Abhar, City Manager

Date

Attest:

Stacy Leitner, City Clerk

Date

Approved as to Form:

Adam U. Lindgren, City Attorney

Date

CONTRACTOR:

James Moore, Vice President

Date

Construction Services Agreement between
City of Rancho Cordova and Robert A Bothman Construction

March 20, 2018
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ATTACHMENT 4

= Rancho Cordova City Hall

March 8, 2018 at 2:00 p.m.

2729 Prospect Park Drive, Rancho Cordova, CA 95670

Folsom Blvd Streetscape Enhancement Phase 4 Project - CP14-2129 - Bid Summary

c % @ o3 g i 5 o~
-t
@ S| E| 28|%6 2c|Ss5|8 ol @ | T | @ [%B = P -
o = o Olos® co g2 |2 8l w0 O ~ o £ E E 3 £
5 £ g E < |c® S S| 2@ |a®| 32 Es| « - - | 3 3 3 3 3
b o o - > o I Qlec|od|aL| g5 = - - c T T© T© 5] °©
o8| & a LI _do|loB8|lce E| |l o | Jgc | o> 8 = = = o c c c c c
: ge|s¢c || =5 |og=g| 8o | .S5|csa|l7E|sB8|cEe| 2 2 8 i o @ @ @ @
Total Bid o5|cse|go|s32|8c|(a8s|Zc|c= o |cE|Q2|0°ED| = < = £ = ° ° © T o
2921 0L | Eo|0E|S0|x38| 80|00l o3| co|Lo|oe=N % * * =] -] © -] ] i)
Contractor Amount o |loT |0 |ww [0 |udp|dd |Z0|op [ 20 [0 |([uESS| W w w |lod| < < < < <
A Bothman Construction $5,180,440.00 | X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X
B Sierra National Construction $5,499,515.50 X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X
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Marie Weber, Assistant City Clerk
Ben Chan, Public Works
Rupa Somavarapu, Public Works
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I MEMORANDUM

DATE: March 19, 2018
a fresh take. “
TO: Honorable Mayor and Council Members RANCHO CORDOVA
CALIFORNIA
FROM: Stacy Leitner, City Clerk

SUBJECT: APPROVAL OF COUNCIL MEMBER APPOINTMENTS TO REGIONAL
BOARDS, COMMISSIONS, AND COMMITTEES

RECOMMENDATION

That Council confirms commitments to serve on other agency boards, commissions, and
committees.

RESULT OF RECOMMENDED ACTION

The City Council will continue to serve in leadership roles throughout the region. The City Clerk
will notify each agency board, commission, or committee of any changes or reappointments and
will ensure that any necessary Fair Political Practices Commission (FPPC) filings are
completed.

BACKGROUND

Council Members serve on various advisory boards in the community to ensure that the City has
representation within the region. By confirming their appointments annually, the members of the
Council are committing their time to serve in these important leadership roles.

Currently there is a vacancy for the alternate position for the Lower American River
Conservancy Program Advisory Committee. The appointment list needs to be amended.

ATTACHMENT

1. 2018 Proposed Amended - City of Rancho Cordova Council Member Appointments to
Regional Boards, Commissions, and Committees.
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2018 Proposed Amendments - City of Rancho Cordova
Council Member Appointments to Regional Agency Boards, Commissions and Committees

ATTACHMENT 1

Agency

Term

Typical Meeting Day and Time

Current Appointment

Local Appointments

agency

Capital Southeast Connector Determined by appointing 2nd Friday @ 8:30 AM, Rancho Sander
agency Cordova Council Chambers Alt: Budge
Lower American River Conservancy Program Advisory Committee Determined by appointing No set schedule yet. Terry

Alt. Gatewood

Folsom Lake College/Rancho Cordova Promise Advisory Board

Terry and Abhar

District)

agency

City Selection Committee of Sacramento County Mayor and Vice Mayor As needed, Sacramento City Mayor |Budge (M)
may call County Mayors together

Greater Sacramento Economic Council City Manager 4 times per year, 9-11 AM Sander

Alt: Abhar
Folsom Lake College Foundation Board Abhar/McGarvey
Sacramento Area Council of Governments (SACOG)/Capitol Valley Determined by appointing 3rd Thursday, 9-12:00 at SACOG Sander
Regional SAFE agency offices Alt: Budge
Sacramento Area Sewer District (Meets with Regional Sanitation Determined by appointing see above McGarvey

Alt: Gatewood

of Police)

January, April, July, and October,
beginning at 8:00 a.m.

Gordon Schaber Courthouse

720 9th Street Departmetn 46 (6th
Floor) Mayor Appointment

Sacramento Regional Sanitation District (Meets with Sacramento Area |Determined by appointing 2nd and 4th Wednesday @ 9:30- McGarvey
Sewer District) agency 11:30, 700 H Street, Room 1450 Alt: Gatewood
Sacramento County Criminal Justice Cabinet Mayor (usually designates Chief |Quarterly on the second Thursday of |Budge (M)

March 2018

Page 1 of 2
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Agency

Term

Typical Meeting Day and Time

curRTTAGHMENT 1

Sacramento Local Agency Formation Commission (LAFCo)

Per LAFCo action 12/5/07,
Rancho Cordova to fill City
Member seat Jan '09 to Dec '10

Will Hold Seat 1/1/21-12/31/22
(Alternate 1/1/19-12/31/20)

Sacramento Metro Cable Television Commission
(Ex Officio Member)

Determined by appointing
agency. Galt, Folsom and

o <l loolcl ) <l

1st Thursday @ 2:30 PM, County
Board of Supervisors Chambers

Gatewood
Alt: McGarvey

Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality Management District (SMAQMD)

Determined by appointing
agency

4th Thursday @ 9:30 AM, County
Board of Supervisors Chambers

Terry
Alt: McGarvey

Sacramento Placerville Transportation Corridor Joint Powers Authority Quarterly meetings at Folsom City Sander
Hall (staff attends monthly meetings) [Alt: Budge
Sacramento Public Library Authority Governing Board 4th Thursday @ 3:00 PM, Budge

Sacramento County Board of
Supervisors Chambers

Alt: Gatewood

Advisory Board

Cordova Recreation and Park District 2x2

Sacramento Regional Transit (RT) District Board of Directors No limit 2nd and 4th Monday @ 6:00 PM Budge
Closed Session @ 5PM Alt: Sander
Sacramento Transportation Authority (STA) Determined by appointing 2nd Thursday @ 1:30 PM at County |Gatewood
agency Board of Supervisors Chambers Alt: Terry
Sacramento-Yolo Mosquito & Vector Control District Board 2 yr term, Determined by 3rd Tuesday @ 10-12, District Board |McGarvey
appointing agency Room Offices (Elk Grove) Alt: Sander
South Sacramento Habitat Conservation Plan (SSHCP) Elected Appointed December 2010 Budge/Gatewood

2 X 2 Meetings

Alt: Terry/McGarvey

Not Active

Elk Grove Unified School District 2x2

Gatewood, Terry

Folsom Cordova Unified School District 2x2

Sander, Terry

Golden State Water 2x2

Mayor/Vice Mayor

Budge, McGarvey (M/VM)

Sac Metro Fire 2x2

McGarvey, Budge

Sacramento City Unified School District 2x2

Gatewood, Terry

Sacramento County 2x2

Mayor/Vice Mayor

Budge, McGarvey (M/VM)

SMUD 2x2

Mayor/Vice Mayor

Budge, McGarvey (M/VM)

March 2018

Page 2 of 2
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MEMORANDUM
a fresh take.
DATE: March 19, 2018 RANCHO CORDOVA
TO: Honorable Mayor and Council Members
FROM: Elizabeth Sparkman, Interim Community Development Director

SUBJECT: RESOLUTION INCREASING THE ANNUAL STORMWATER UTILITY FEE
FOR FISCAL YEAR 2018-2019

RECOMMENDATION

Adopt Resolution No. 33-2018.

RESULT OF RECOMMENDED ACTION

Adoption of this Resolution will apply an inflationary adjustment to the Annual Stormwater Utility
Fee increasing the rates by 2.9%. This fee is applied in the new development areas of the City.

BACKGROUND

During the formation of the Stormwater Utility Fee, Council approved a written report entitled
“‘Rate Analysis Report”, dated August 7, 2014, (the “Written Report”) prepared by Harris &
Associates. The report is filed with the City Clerk and available for public inspection. On
September 2, 2014, following a properly noticed public hearing, Council adopted Ordinance No.
7-2014 that established the Stormwater Utility Fee by adding Chapter 15.11 to the Rancho
Cordova Municipal Code. The Annual Stormwater Utility Fee is applied to new development
projects in the City which annex into the City’s Stormwater Utility Fee area.

As established by the Written Report and Municipal Code section 15.11.040, “Levy of charge for
storm drainage services,” the Stormwater Utility Fee may be increased annually by the annual
change in the Consumer Price Index (CPl). The change in CPI from December 2017 to
December 2018 is 2.9%. By adoption of this Resolution, the Stormwater Utility Fee rates for
Fiscal Year 2018-2019 are hereby increased by 2.9% from $122.43 per Drainage Measurement
Unit (DMU) to $125.98 per DMU.

FISCAL IMPACT

There is no fiscal impact to the general fund. The annual stormwater utility fees collected are
deposited into an enterprise fund specifically for the maintenance of the storm drainage and
flood protection system.

ATTACHMENT

1. Resolution No. 33-2018.

City Council Staff Report 1 of 1 SWU 2 Annual Inflation Adjustment
March 19, 2018
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RESOLUTION NO. 33-2018

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RANCHO CORDOVA,
STATE OF CALIFORNIA, INCREASING THE ANNUAL STORMWATER UTILITY
FEE FOR FISCAL YEAR 2018-19

WHEREAS, this Council approved a written report entitled, "Rate Analysis Report",
dated August 7, 2014, (the "Written Report") prepared by Harris & Associates and filed with the
City Clerk containing a description of each parcel of real property within the City to which the
Stormwater Utility Fee is applicable (collectively, the "Identified Parcels"). The Written Report is
on file in the office of the City Clerk and is available for public inspection; and

WHEREAS, on September 2, 2014, Council adopted Ordinance No. 7-2014, adding

Chapter 15.11 to the Rancho Cordova Municipal Code entitled “Annual Storm Water Utility Fee,”
thereby establishing the Stormwater Utility Fee; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to Section 15.11.040 of the Municipal Code and the Written
Report, the Stormwater Utility Fee may be increased annually by the annual change in the
Consumer Price Index (CPI), during the preceding year, for All Urban Consumers, for the San
Francisco-Oakland-San Jose areas, published by the United States Department of Labor,
Bureau of Labor Statistics; and

WHEREAS, the change in CPI from December 2017 to December 2018 for All Urban
Consumers, for the San Francisco-Oakland-San Jose areas, as published by the United States
Department of Labor, Bureau of Labor Statistics, is two and nine-tenths percent (2.9%).

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT HEREBY RESOLVED THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY
OF RANCHO CORDOVA:

1. The foregoing recitals are true and correct.

2. The Stormwater Utility Fee rates for Fiscal Year 2018-2019 are hereby increased by
2.9% from $122.43 per Drainage Measurement Unit (DMU) to $125.98 per DMU.

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of Rancho Cordova on the 19" day of
March, 2018 by the following vote:

AYES:
NOES:
ABSENT:

ABSTAINED:

Linda Budge, Mayor

Resolution 33-2018 Page 1 of 2
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ATTEST:

Stacy Leitner, City Clerk

Resolution 33-2018 Page 2 of 2
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I MEMORANDUM

DATE: March 19, 2018 a fresh take. \
RANCHOCORDOVA

TO: Honorable Mayor and Council Members CALIFORNIA

FROM: Elizabeth Sparkman, Interim Community Development Director

SUBJECT: TRANSITION OF COLLECTION OF SACRAMENTO REGIONAL TRANSIT
DISTRICT DEVELOPMENT IMPACT FEE FROM THE COUNTY TO THE CITY

RECOMMENDATION

1. Introduce and waive the first reading of Ordinance No. 5-2018.
2. Adopt Resolution No. 38-2018.

RESULT OF RECOMMENDED ACTION

The recommended action will result in the collection of an existing Transit Fee by the City of
Rancho Cordova upon the effective date of the Ordinance. This is not a new fee, rather it is an
existing development impact fee that is currently collected on new development by the County
of Sacramento on behalf of Sacramento Regional Transit (SacRT) and will transition to be
collected by the City on behalf of SacRT instead. There is no financial impact to existing
residents.

BACKGROUND

On August 31, 1988, the Sacramento County Board of Supervisors adopted County Ordinance
742 (Ord. No. SCC 0742 or the Ordinance) establishing development fees for roadway and
transit purposes. The purpose of the adopted development fees is to provide infrastructure
funding to mitigate the impacts of new traffic and transit ridership generated by new
development.

The development fees established by Ordinance No. SCC 0742 included a Roadway Fee to
generate funding for road improvements and a separate Transit Fee to generate funding for
transit facilities and equipment. This agenda item deals with the Transit Fee. The Transit Fee
including an administrative fee, is collected by the County with the issuance of new building
permits, and transferred to SacRT. The fee is collected for expenditure on designated transit
projects that were identified in the Transit Analysis adopted by SacRT and the Consolidated
Roadway and Transit Capital Improvements Program adopted concurrently by the County with
Ord. No. SCC 0742. The Ordinance also established fee districts from which the Transit Fees
would be collected and required that the revenues collected from particular fee districts be
expended on projects in those same districts. The Transit Analysis placed a heavy emphasis on
the continued development of the SacRT light rail system to mitigate traffic impacts anticipated
by new growth.

City Council Staff Report 10f3 SacRT Transit Fee
March 19, 2018

147

AGENDA ITEM 10.1



When the City incorporated in 2003, it adopted ordinances that adopted by reference the
County Roadway and Transit Fees that had been established by Ord. No. SCC 0742 in 1988.
Ordinance No. 23-2003 enacted Municipal Code Chapter 16.87 regarding the County fee, but
allowed for its collection (and the transfer of the funds to SacRT) to be carried out by the County
through an agreement. In 2005, the City of Rancho Cordova adopted a citywide transportation
impact fee for roadway improvements which replaced the County’s Roadway Fee but did not
modify or repeal the original Transit Fee. The County has continued to collect the Transit Fee
and transfer it to SacRT.

In February 2017, the City, County, and SacRT entered into a Memorandum of Understanding
(MOU) to allow for the transfer of Transit Fee funds in the amount of $1.47 million dollars.
Those funds were collected by the County for new development within the City. The funds were
then transferred to SacRT for the Horn Road light rail station design and construction. The
MOU also provided a 12-month administrative transition period during which the County would
continue to collect the Transit Fees in the City and transfer those funds to SacRT until the City
established its own administrative process to assume collection of the Transit Fees. It is this
administrative process that we are establishing through the requested Council actions.

SacRT requested that the City of Rancho Cordova continue to collect the same fee per
equivalent dwelling unit ($175) on the District's behalf in adherence with the original intent of
Ord. No. SCC 0742 and allocate the funds to SacRT. The facility needs in 1988 were
developed based on the information provided in SacRT’s Short Range Transit Plan. These
included:

- Park and Ride facilities along the Gold Line and major transit centers

- Light rail stations along the Gold Line

- Buses serving new residents, employment centers, and schools that feed the light rail
system

Capital improvements were made between 1988 and 2017 utilizing these fees in areas of
population growth during that time period, buying some buses and building the Mather Mills,
Zinfandel and Sunrise light rail stations. However, the population of Rancho Cordova continues
to grow and SacRT’s current Short Range Transit Plan (November 10, 2014) reflects the
following similar facility needs to serve that growth:

- Buses serving new residents, employment centers, and schools that feed the light rail
system

- Construction of the Horn Station on the Gold Line

- Construction of the Mineshaft Station on the Gold Line

The same fee amount collected with new development in Rancho Cordova would be spent on
the above projects until additional projects are determined beneficial or the above projects are
no longer deemed necessary.

RECOMMENDATIONS

To effect the collection of the Transit Fee on behalf of SacRT, staff recommends that the City
Council:

1. Introduce and waive the first reading of Ordinance No. 5-2018, (Attachment 1) to effect
the manner in which the fees are collected and disbursed.

City Council Staff Report 20f3 SacRT Transit Fee
March 19, 2018
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2. Adopt Resolution No. 38-2018 (Attachment 2). The Resolution adopts the Development
Fee Analysis for Transit Improvements approved by the SacRT Board on November 16,
1987 (Attachment 3) and the Consolidated Roadway and Transit Capital Improvements
Program adopted by the County Board of Supervisors (Attachment 4) that established
the Transit Fees in District 3 which includes the City of Rancho Cordova.

FISCAL IMPACT

There is no impact to the general fund. This is an existing development impact fee that was
previously collected on new development by the County, in the City, on behalf of SacRT. Upon
the effective date of the ordinance, the fee will be collected by the City on behalf of SacRT.

ATTACHMENTS
1. Ordinance No. 5-2018.
2. Resolution No. 38-2018.
3. Exhibit A to the Resolution — SACRT Transit Analysis.
4. Exhibit B to the Resolution — County Development Fee Analysis.
5. Exhibit C to the Resolution — Transit Fee Schedule.
6. Exhibit D to the Resolution — County of Sacramento Board Packet.

City Council Staff Report 30f3 SacRT Transit Fee
March 19, 2018
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CITY OF RANCHO CORDOVA
ORDINANCE NO. 5-2018

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RANCHO CORDOVA
ADDING CHAPTER 16.86 TO THE RANCHO CORDOVA MUNICIPAL CODE TO ESTABLISH
DEVELOPMENT IMPACT FEES FOR TRANSIT IMPROVEMENTS

THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RANCHO CORDOVA DOES ORDAIN AS FOLLOWS:
Section 1. Recitals.

WHEREAS, this Ordinance adds Chapter 16.86 to the Rancho Cordova Municipal Code
to allow for the collection and distribution of a Transit Fee previously established by the Board of
Directors of the Sacramento Regional Transit District (SacRT) and the County Board of
Supervisors (County) and previously adopted by reference by the City; and

WHEREAS, on November 16, 1987, the Board of Directors of the Sacramento Regional
Transit District adopted a report titled “Sacramento County Roadway and Transit Development
Fee; Development Fee Analysis for Transit Improvements,” dated October 23, 1987; and

WHEREAS, on August 31, 1988, the Sacramento County Board of Supervisors adopted
County Ordinance 742 (Ord. No. SCC 0742) establishing development fees for roadway and
transit purposes to provide infrastructure funding to mitigate the impacts of new traffic and
transit ridership generated by land development; and

WHEREAS, the City of Rancho Cordova, upon incorporation in 2003, adopted
Ordinance 23-2003, which adopted by reference Ord. No. SCC 0742 and established the
County Transit Fee in Municipal Code Chapter 16.87 as part of the City’s development fees and
allowed for such fee to be collected by the County and transferred to necessary agencies
through approved agreements; and

WHEREAS, the Transit Fees were collected by the County with the issuance of new
building permits, and transferred to the Sacramento Regional Transit District (SacRT) for
expenditure on designated transit projects that were identified in the Transit Analysis adopted by
SacRT adopted concurrently with Ordinance No. SCC 0742. Ord. No. SCC 0742 also
established fee districts from which the Transit Fees would be collected and required that the
revenues collected from particular fee districts be expended on projects in those same districts;
and

WHEREAS, the County will cease collection of the Transit Fees on behalf of SacRT in
the City of Rancho Cordova and SacRT has requested that the City collect the fees on its behalf
in the City.

Section 2. Purpose and Declarations. The purpose of this ordinance is to add Chapter 16.86
to the City of Rancho Cordova Municipal Code to allow for the collection and distribution of a
Transit Fee and Transit Administration Fee that was previously established by SacRT and the
County, and adopted by reference by the City, for transit improvements necessitated to
accommodate new growth.

Section 3. Findings. The City determines and finds as follows:

Ordinance No. 5-2018 Page 1 of 15
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1. By separate actions referenced below, the City Council adopted and approved the
following items:

a. On December 1, 2003, by Ordinance No. 23-2003, adoption of the Roadway and
Transit Development Impact fee, which incorporated by reference Sacramento
County Ordinance No. SCC 0742 and supporting documents related to the
establishment of the fee.

b. On March 19, 2018, by Resolution No. 38-2018, adoption of a report titled
Sacramento County Roadway and Transit Development Fee; Development Fee
Analysis for Transit Improvements dated October 23, 1987 adopted by the Board
of Directors of SacRT.

c. On March 19, by Resolution No. 38-2018, adoption of a report titled “Sacramento
Consolidated Roadway and Transit Capital Improvements Program,” dated
August 30, 1988, adopted by the County Board of Supervisors on August 31,
1988 as part of the County actions adopting County Ordinance No. SCC 0742
establishing the roadway and transit fees.

The foregoing items, along with the reports each may reference or be based upon in
whole or in part, and together with any amendments thereto and any supplemental or
implementation actions pursuant thereto made during or after their initial adoption,
establish the need, costs and financing of public transit facilities arising out of
development within the citywide benefit district area, and present a reasonable basis on
which to continue the collection of the transit development impact fees previously
collected by the County under this Ordinance. The forgoing items, and all other
additional studies and reports presented to the City Council, now or in the past, along
with the studies, reports and data each may reference or be based upon in whole or in
part, and any and all amendments thereto and any supplemental or implementation
actions pursuant thereto made after their initial adoption, together with staff reports and
other materials presented to the Council by City staff or interested parties, including
SacRT, whether in writing or orally, constitute the record before the City Council for
purposes of the adoption and enactment of this Ordinance.

2. The imposition of development fees is one of the preferred methods of ensuring that
development bears a proportional share of the cost of public facilities necessary to fulffill
the purposes of this Ordinance as stated above. This Ordinance is intended to continue
the implementation of the Transit Fee in the City in the same manner as was previously
implemented in the City via collection by the County.

3. This Ordinance establishes certain fee categories and provides the structure in which
the fees may continue to be imposed, which is the same structure as previously
implemented by the County and adopted by the City in Ordinance 23-2003.

4. The City has pending before it, or will soon have pending before it, applications for
building permits, subdivision maps and/or applications for residential, commercial, office
and/or industrial development which the City must act on. Further, the City heretofore
has approved various development projects in the form of tentative maps, development
agreements, and/or other entitlements, which will need the transit facilities to be funded
by the fee collection enacted under this Ordinance to serve such new development as
set forth in the reports and studies as referenced above. It is necessary that the
provisions of this Ordinance apply to these previously approved development projects on

Ordinance No. 5-2018 Page 2 of 15
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the basis that this is not a new fee, but the continuation of a fee that was previously
collected by the County on behalf of SacRT.

Section 4. Amendment of Municipal Code.

Chapter 16.86 is hereby added to the Rancho Cordova Municipal Code, to read in its
entirety as follows:

“CHAPTER 16.86

ESTABLISHMENT OF TRANSIT DEVELOPMENT IMPACT FEES FOR TRANSIT

IMPROVEMENTS
Sections:
16.86.010 Purpose
16.86.020 Definitions
16.86.030 Adoption of New or Amended Reports
16.86.040 Establishment of Transit Development Impact Fees
16.86.050 Additional Findings to Be Made when Establishing the Amount of Development
Impact Fees
16.86.060 Proceedings to Establish the Amount of Transit Development Impact Fees
16.86.070 Imposition of Transit Development Impact Fees
16.86.080 Exemptions
16.86.090 Computation of Fees
16.86.100 Time of Payment of Fees
16.86.110 Deferral of Fees
16.86.120 Automatic Annual Adjustment
16.86.130 Adjustment of Fee by Resolution
16.86.140 Creation of Funds
16.86.150 Use of Funds
16.86.160 Disposition of Unexpected or Unappropriated Fee Revenues
16.86.170 Other Fee and Dedication Requirements
16.86.180 Annual Reports and Review of Fee
16.86.190 California State Law

16.86.010 Purpose.

This chapter is adopted pursuant to the authority granted to cities by Article XI, Section 7 of the
California Constitution for the purpose of authorizing certain development impact fees, as
described in Transit Analysis and the Development Fee Analysis for Transit Improvements as
referenced herein, to be assessed upon the owners of certain residential and nonresidential
property as described in this chapter and which is located within the City. The City, in
Ordinance 23-2003 (codified in Chapter 16.87 of this Code), previously established the fee
addressed in this Chapter 16.86; however, the purpose of this Chapter 16.86 is to establish that
the City shall impose and collect this fee from the effective date of the Ordinance 5-2018 rather
than the County. The fees herein adopted shall be assessed upon landowners developing
property for any residential or nonresidential use in order to provide all or a portion of the funds
which will be necessary to design, construct, install or acquire public facilities required to meet
the needs of, and address the transit impacts caused by, such development activity. It is the
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intent and purpose of the City to protect and promote the public health, safety and welfare by
constructing, installing and acquiring public facilities necessitated by development in the City.
Furthermore, it is the intent and purpose of the City to allow the development within its
jurisdiction boundaries on the condition that landowners pay the applicable costs of such public
facilities and that such costs shall not be or become a responsibility of any other City fund,
including, without limitation, the City’s general fund.

16.86.020 Definitions.

Unless the contrary is stated or clearly appears from the context in which a term is used, the
following definitions shall govern construction of the words and phrases used in this chapter:

1. “‘Automatic annual adjustment” means the automatic annual adjustment of
development impact fees based on the inflation factors described in Section 16.86.120 of this
chapter.

2. “City Code” means the City of Rancho Cordova Municipal Code.

3. “Citywide benefit district area” means the real property located within the
jurisdictional boundaries of the City, and as said boundary may be adjusted from time to time.

4. “‘Development” means the uses to which property will be put, the buildings and
improvements to be constructed on it, and the construction activities incident thereto, together
with the process of obtaining all required land use entitiements.

5. “‘Development Fee Analysis for Transit Improvements” means the report titled
“Sacramento Consolidated Roadway and Transit Capital Improvements Program,” dated August
30, 1988, which was adopted by the County Board of Supervisors on August 31, 1988, as part
of the County actions adopting Ordinance No. SCC 0742 adopting the roadway and transit fees.

6. “Development project” shall have the same meaning as defined by subsection (a)
of Government Code Section 66000, as such section may be amended from time to time.

7. “‘Dwelling unit” means any building or portion of a building used or designed for
use as a residence by an individual or any group of individuals living together or as a family,
excepting therefrom any unit rented or leased for temporary residency, such as a motel and
hotel room.

8. ‘Fee” and “impact fee” and “development impact fee” means the monetary
exaction as defined by subsection (b) of Government Code Section 66000, as such section may
be amended from time to time, and shall include, but not be limited to, the fees established
pursuant to this chapter.

9. “Fee resolution” mean Resolution No. 38-2018, or any subsequent resolution
adopted by the City Council which implements the provisions of this chapter, including, without
limitation, the setting of the amounts of the various fees established hereby and the adoption of
provisions for deferral relating to such fees.
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10. “‘Government Code” means the Government Code of the state of California and
any provision thereof cited in this chapter, as such provision exists as of the date of the
enactment of this chapter, or as may thereafter be amended or renumbered from time to time.

11. “Health and Safety Code” means the Health and Safety Code of the state of
California and any provision thereof cited in this chapter, as such provision exists as of the date
of the enactment of this chapter, or as may thereafter be amended or renumbered from time to
time.

12. “Public facilities” means the public improvements, public services and community
amenities as defined by subsection (d) of Government Code Section 66000, as such section
may be amended from time to time. The term “public facilities” only includes transit
improvements and infrastructure to be designed, constructed, installed and acquired to serve
the specified benefit district area, as well as the transit-related public service and community
amenities to serve the specified benefit district area, which improvements and infrastructure are
described in the Transit Analysis and the Development Fee Analysis for Transit Improvements
(collectively “plan”, “study” or “report”). The costs of the design, construction, installation and
acquisition of the specified public facilities, which are to be financed partially by the
development impact fee program, is set forth within the plan or study. Where applicable under
the plan, study or report, the term “public facilities” includes the acquisition of land relating to
such improvements, infrastructure, public services and community amenities. The term “public
facilities” also means a specific public improvement or infrastructure where the context requires
a singular meaning.

13. “SacRT” means the Sacramento Regional Transit District.

14. “Transit Analysis” means the report titled Sacramento County Roadway and
Transit Development Fee; Development Fee Analysis for Transit Improvements dated October
23, 1987, which was adopted by the Board of Directors of the Sacramento Regional Transit
District on November 16, 1987.

15. “Transit administration fee” means the fee imposed by the City for the cost of
collection, deposit, investment, accounting, remittance and reporting of the transit development
impact fee.

16. “Transit development impact fee” means a development impact fee established
to provide funding for public facilities to benefit new development within the City. This is the
same fee referenced in and originally enacted by Chapter 16.87 of this Municipal Code, the
‘roadway and transit development impact fee,” but which shall be hereinafter be referred to as
the “transit development impact fee” and collected by the City.

16.86.030 Adoption of New or Amended Reports.

To implement the transit development impact fees established pursuant to the provisions of this
chapter, the City Council may, by resolution, adopt new or amended versions of any of the
studies, reports, plans, or projections on which the development impact fees are based, except
in such cases where amendments to such studies reports, plans, or projections must be made
by ordinance.
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16.86.040 Establishment of Transit Development Impact Fees.

A. The following transit development impact fees are established pursuant to the provisions
of this chapter to finance the cost of the following categories of public facilities required by
development within the following specified benefit district areas:

1. Transit benefit district.

a. Transit Development Impact Fee. A transit development impact fee is
established to provide funding for public facilities to serve the City, which
facilities are described in the Transit Analysis and the Development Fee
Analysis for Transit Improvements. The transit benefit district is the
jurisdictional boundaries of the City, and as said boundary may be adjusted
from time to time.

b. Transit Administration Fee. An administrative fee is established to fund the
City’s cost to administer the transit development impact fee.

B. The City Council, by resolution, shall establish the amounts of the foregoing fees
pursuant to Section 16.86.060 of this chapter and make the additional findings required under
Section 16.86.050 of this chapter in establishing said amounts of each fee. In addition, the City
Council, by resolution, may adopt additional provisions, procedures and policies to implement
the fees established by this chapter. The amounts of fees, provisions, procedures, and policies
adopted by resolution pursuant to this subsection shall be consistent with the applicable Transit
Analysis and the Development Fee Analysis for Transit Improvements as referenced in
subsection A of this Section 16.86.040.

C. The City Council, by resolution, may establish new or additional components of the fees
identified in subsection A of this Section 16.86.040 as are necessary to accommodate phasing
and stages of the development of the specified benefit district areas, or as may be contemplated
by future amendments to the Transit Analysis and the Development Fee Analysis for Transit
Improvements as referenced in subsection A of this Section 16.86.040.

16.86.050 Additional Findings to be Made When Establishing the Amount of Transit
Development Impact Fees.

At the time it considers the amount of the fees established pursuant to Section 16.86.040 of this
chapter or at the time of amending such fees, other than in making an automatic annual
adjustment to the fees as provided in Section 16.86.120 of this chapter, the City Council shall
adopt the amount of such fees if it makes the following findings in support of such fees:

A. A finding that such fees have been determined and calculated in the manner consistent
with the Transit Analysis and the Development Fee Analysis for Transit Improvements as
referenced in subsection A of Section 16.86.040 of this chapter; and

B. The following additional findings required by Section 66001 of the Government Code
which demonstrate that there is a nexus between the public facilities for which such fees are
imposed and the need for such public facilities created by the development of residential and
nonresidential property within the specified benefit district areas upon which the fees are
imposed:
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1. Findings which identify the purpose of the fees;
2. Findings which identify the use to which the fees are to be put;
3. Findings which demonstrate that there is a reasonable relationship between the

use of the fees and the type of development project on which the fees are imposed;

4. Findings which demonstrate that there is a reasonable relationship between the
need for the public facilities to be financed by the fees and the type of development project on
which the fee is to be imposed; and

5. Findings which demonstrate how there is a reasonable relationship between the
amount of the fees and the cost of the public facilities, or portion of such public facilities,
attributable to the development project on which the fees are imposed.

C. In making the findings pursuant to this Section 16.86.050 and any other findings, the City
Council may consider all matters, whether offered orally or in writing, presented at the hearing
or hearings conducted for the purpose of establishing or amending the fee, and any and all oral
and written material presented to the City Council in connection with the adoption, approval or
amendment of the Transit Analysis and the Development Fee Analysis for Transit
Improvements as referenced in subsection A of Section 16.86.040 of this chapter.

16.86.060 Proceedings to Establish the Amount of Transit Development Impact Fees.

A. At the time of setting the amount of the fees established pursuant to this chapter or at
the time of amending such fees, other than in making an automatic annual adjustment to the
fees as provided in Section 16.86.120 of this chapter, the City Council shall hold a public
hearing on the proposed fees or proposed amendment of fees in the manner required by
Section 66018 of the Government Code.

B. The effective date of any resolution adopted by the City Council which establishes or
amends, as the case may be, the amount of the fees established pursuant to Section 16.86.040

of this chapter, shall be no sooner than 60 days following the final action on the adoption or
amendment of the fee.

16.86.070 Imposition of Development Impact Fees.

A. The development impact fees established under this chapter shall be imposed on the
following types of uses or development of real property located within the benefit district areas
as referenced in subsection A of Section 16.86.040 of this chapter:

1. For nonresidential uses or development:
a. The construction on the property of a new building or structure;

b. The construction on the property of additions to an existing building or
structure which results in the expansion in the size or use of such existing
building or structure; or
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c. The change in use of an existing building or structure on the property from a
previous residential use to a nonresidential use, or from a previous
nonresidential use to another nonresidential use, provided that the landowner
shall be entitled to a credit against fees paid pursuant to this chapter in the
amount of fees which were actually paid for such previous residential or
nonresidential use, which prior fees shall be adjusted for inflation consistent
with Section 16.86.120 of this chapter.

2. For residential uses or development:

a. The construction on the property of a new building or structure containing one
or more dwelling units;

b. The construction on the property of alterations or additions to an existing
building or structure which add one or more dwelling units to such existing
building; or

c. The change in use of an existing building or structure on the property from a
previous nonresidential use to a residential use, provided that the landowner
shall be entitled to a credit against fees paid pursuant to this chapter in the
amount of fees which were actually paid for such previous nonresidential use,
which prior fees shall be adjusted for inflation consistent with Section
16.86.120 of this chapter.

3. For nonresidential and residential uses or development within the same building
or structure, the computation of fees as set out in Section 16.86.090 of this chapter shall apply.

B. Except as may be expressly provided in this chapter, no building permits or extension of
permits relating to the activities described in subsections (A)(1) and (A)(2) of this Section
16.86.070 shall be granted unless and until the appropriate development impact fee or fees
have been paid to the City in accordance with the provisions of this chapter, except that for
residential developments under a fee payment contract as specified in Section 66007 of the
Government Code, building permits may be issued but no final inspection or certificate of
occupancy shall be granted unless and until the appropriate development impact fee or fees
have been paid to the City. As provided in subsection (a) of Section 66007 of the Government
Code, for a residential development that contains more than one dwelling unit, the fees may be
paid on a pro rata basis for each dwelling unit when it receives its final inspection or certificate
of occupancy, whichever occurs first.

C. Notwithstanding anything to the contrary set forth in subsection A of this Section
16.86.070 or in any other provision in this chapter, the development impact fees established
pursuant to this chapter shall apply to any development project that has heretofore either
received a tentative map approval or other approval or permit, whether discretionary or
nondiscretionary, or is subject to a development agreement or other agreement between the
landowner and City that provides for payment of one or more fees established under this
chapter.

16.86.080 Exemptions.

A. The following shall be exempted from payment of the fees established by this chapter:
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1. Alterations, renovations or expansion of an existing residential structure where
no additional dwelling units are created and the use is not changed;

2. The replacement of a destroyed or partially destroyed or damaged structure with
a new structure of the same size and use;

3. For fees established pursuant to subsection A(1) of Section 16.86.040 of this
chapter, low and very low income housing as defined in Health and Safety Code Sections
50079.5 and 50105, respectively.

16.86.090 Computation of Fees.

A. The methodologies set forth in the Transit Analysis and the Development Fee Analysis
for Transit Improvements referenced under subsection A of Section 16.86.040 of this chapter
shall be used as the basis to set the amount of transit development impact fees pursuant to any
resolution referenced under subsection B of Section 16.86.040 of this chapter. The amount of
fees due from any landowner shall be calculated from the actual uses of land proposed by the
landowner unless otherwise provided in any resolution referenced under subsection B of
Section 16.86.040 of this chapter. Applicants for building or other development permits shall
include plans and calculations prepared by the applicant or applicant’s agent, specifying data
necessary to calculate development impact fees, including, without limitation, each proposed
land use, the square footage of each use, and other relevant data as may be required by the
Community Development Director, or his or her authorized designee. All fees due under this
chapter shall be determined and calculated by the Community Development Director, or his or
her authorized designee.

B. The transit administration fee per building permit shall be calculated as two percent (2%)
of the sum of the transit development impact fees calculated pursuant to subsection A above.

C. For purposes of calculating transit development impact fees pursuant to subsection A of
this section for building permits for land use categories not specifically named in this ordinance
or the Transit Analysis and the Development Fee Analysis for Transit Improvements referenced
under subsection A of Section 16.86.040 of this chapter, the City Community Development
Director is hereby authorized to determine the per-unit or per-square foot costs for each fee
category that corresponds most directly to the use and density.

16.86.100 Time of Payment of Fees.

Except as otherwise provided in any Resolution adopted by the City Council as provided under
Section 16.86.110 and subsection B of Section 16.86.070 of this chapter relating to deferral of
payment of fees, the fees established by this chapter shall be paid for the property on which a
development project is proposed at the time of the issuance of any required building permit
relating to such development. With respect to development projects completed or commenced
prior to the effective date of this chapter and the effective date of any amendment, the City
Community Development Director, or his or her authorized designee, may enter into
agreements with landowners regarding the amount, time, and manner of payment of fees under
this chapter with respect to such development projects.
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16.86.110 Deferral of Fees.

The City Council, by Resolution, may establish and modify policies, guidelines and procedures
regarding the deferral or other adjustment of the time of payment of the fees established under
this chapter.

16.86.120 Automatic Annual Adjustment. Reserved.

16.86.130 Adjustment of Fee by Resolution.

In addition to any automatic annual adjustment, the amount of the fees established by this
chapter may be revised periodically, including, without limitation, upon the report and review
provided for in Section 16.86.180 of this chapter, by resolution of the City Council. Any action by
the City Council to increase fees shall comply with the provisions of this chapter and
Government Code Section 66018.

16.86.140 Creation of Funds.

A. The fees established and collected pursuant to this chapter shall be deposited in the
following separate special funds and accounts created specifically to hold the revenue
generated by such fees. Said collected fees shall be deposited, managed, and maintained
pursuant to the provisions of Section 66006 of the Government Code. Moneys within such fund
may be used solely for the purposes set forth in Section 16.86.150 of this chapter. In this
regard, the following special funds are created and established:

1. Transit development impact fee fund for the deposit and collection of the Transit
development impact fee.

2. Transit administration fee fund for the deposit and collection of the Transit
administration fee.

B. The City Community Development Director, or his or her designee, shall have the
authority to rename funds and create new funds, as such funds may become necessary or
appropriate through the adoption of any fee resolution or through any amendment to the
financing plan, expenditure plan and/or nexus study as referenced in subsection A of Section
16.86.040 of this chapter.

16.86.150 Use of Funds.

A. Funds collected from the fees established by this chapter and deposited in their
respective special funds established under Section 16.86.140 of this chapter shall be used by
the City, or by the Sacramento Regional Transit District or other entity if funds have been
transferred to that entity, for the following purposes:

1. Payment of the actual costs of designing and constructing public facilities for

which the fees may be expended, as described in the resolution or resolutions adopted pursuant
to subsection B of Section 16.86.040 of this chapter;
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2. Funding the City’s administration of the fee program implemented by the
provisions of this chapter; and

3. Using the same as may be permitted under Section 66006 of the Government
Code.

B. Unless used as otherwise permitted under this Section 16.86.150, moneys, including
any accrued interest, not assigned in any fiscal year shall be retained in the same fund or
account until the next fiscal year.

C. The City Council, by resolution, may authorize the City Manager to transfer funds,
including any accrued interest, to (1) another public entity with the authority to manage the fund
pursuant to Section 66006 of the Government Code, or (2) to another public entity with the
authority to undertake construction of the public facility funded by the fee.

16.86.160 Disposition of Unexpended or Unappropriated Fee Revenues.

A. Commencing with the fifth fiscal year following the first fiscal year of receipt of any
revenues from the fees established, assessed and levied pursuant to the provisions of this
chapter, and in each fiscal year thereafter, the City Treasurer, or his or her designee, shall
provide the City Council with a report which sets forth the total amount of all such fee revenues
that were received and deposited in the appropriate special funds and accounts established
under Section 16.86.140 of this chapter in each fiscal year prior to the date of such report, but
which remain unexpended or unappropriated by the City or another public entity as referenced
in Section 16.86.150 of this chapter as of the date of the report; provided, however, that no
report shall be required in any year in which there were no unspent or unappropriated fee
revenues in such fund which were received and deposited in the fund more than five years prior
to the date of the report.

B. Upon review of each report described in subsection A of this Section 16.86.160, the City
Council shall take one of the following actions required by Section 66001 of the Government
Code with respect to any unexpended or unappropriated fee revenue in the appropriate special
fund established under Section 16.86.140 of this chapter which was received and deposited in
such fund five or more years prior to the date of such report:

1. Appropriate all or any part of such unexpended or unappropriated fee revenue for
the construction, installation, acquisition or provision of the public facilities for which the fee was
imposed;

2. Make findings with respect to all or any part of such unexpended or
unappropriated fee revenue which identify the purposes to which the revenue are to be put and
which demonstrate a reasonable relationship between such fee revenue and the purpose for
which it was imposed; and/or

3. Provide for the refund of all or any part of such unexpended or unappropriated
fee revenue, together with any actual interest accrued thereon, in the manner described in
subsection (e) of Section 66001 of the Government Code, to the current record owner of any
property for which a fee was paid; provided that if the administrative costs of refunding such fee
revenue exceed the amount to be refunded, the City Council, after considering the matter at a
public hearing, notice of which is given in the manner provided for in subsection (f) of Section
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66001 of the Government Code, may appropriate such revenue for any other public facility in
the benefit district area for which development fees are charged or otherwise imposed pursuant
to this chapter and which the City Council determines will benefit the properties for which such
development impact fee was charged or otherwise imposed; and further provided that the
portion of any fee revenue received by the City as reimbursement of its costs in administering
the provisions of this chapter shall not be refunded, but shall be applied to reduce the amount of
the fee charged for administrative purposes.

4. The provisions of subsections (d), (e), and (f) of Government Code Section
66001 shall apply fully to any refund of fees remaining unexpended or uncommitted in the
appropriate special fund established under Section 16.86.140 of this chapter for five or more
years after deposit, and the provisions of this Section 16.86.160 of this chapter shall be
subordinate to the said state statute and shall be applied consistently therewith.

16.86.170 Other Fee and Dedication Requirements.

The provisions of this chapter shall not release any owner of residential or nonresidential
property located within the benefit district area from the following obligations:

A. Paying other applicable fees relating to development of property, including, without
limitation, the application fees, processing fees, mitigation fees, and other development fees
within the control of the City.

B. Complying with any public facility requirements which are imposed pursuant to
applicable law, including, without limitation, the provisions of the City Code.

C. Complying with any requirement to dedicate property for public use pursuant to
applicable law, including without limitation, the provisions of the City Code and the Government
Code, at the time of approval of a tentative subdivision map, tentative master parcel map,
certificate of compliance, building permit or other land use entitlement.

D. Complying with any obligation to pay fees or exactions, or to comply with mitigation
requirements for identified project-related environmental effects.

16.86.180 Annual Reports and Review of Fee.
A. No later than one hundred eighty (180) days following the end of each fiscal year, the
City Manager or his or her designee shall prepare a report for the City Council identifying the

following:

1. The beginning and ending balances of the public facilities fee funds, and related
accounts, established under Section 16.86.140 of this chapter for the fiscal year;

2. The fee, interest, and other income collected in said funds during the fiscal year;

3. The amount of expenditures from said funds categorized by the public facilities to
which such expenditures relate;
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4. An accounting of all refunds and reimbursements for which the City is obligated
to make or has made pursuant to this chapter;

5. The reallocation, if any, of unexpended or unappropriated fee revenue made
pursuant to subsection (B)(3) of Section 16.86.160 of this chapter and subsection (f) of
Government Code Section 66001;

6. The public facilities constructed and to be constructed utilizing the revenues
collected from the fee established by this chapter, the continued need for such public facilities,
the reasonable relationship between such need and the impacts of development for which the
fee is charged;

7. The estimated costs of the public facilities described in the report;

8. The amount of any automatic annual adjustment made pursuant to Section
16.86.120 of this chapter, including the basis of the calculation therefore; and

9. Any additional information required by the Sacramento Regional Transit District
for the fees imposed pursuant to subsection A(1)(a) of Section 16.86.040 of this chapter. The
City Manager may submit the report prepared by the Sacramento Regional Transit District for
the fees imposed pursuant to subsection A(1)(a) of Section 16.86.040 of this chapter if said
report includes all of the foregoing information set out in this subsection A of this Section
16.86.180.

B. In addition to the report matters set forth in subsection A of this Section 16.86.180, at
least once each fiscal year the City Manager shall present to the City Council a proposed capital
improvement program prepared by the City Community Development Director for the various
public facilities referenced in the resolution or resolutions adopted pursuant to subsection B of
Section 16.86.040 of this chapter, assigning moneys (including any accrued interest) from the
appropriate special fund to specific improvement projects, acquisitions, and related expenses.
The adoption of such capital improvement program shall comply with the provisions of
Government Code Section 66002.

C. In preparing the report pursuant to this Section 16.86.180, the City Manager shall adjust
the estimated costs of the public facilities in accordance with the index specified in the
resolution adopted pursuant to subsection B of Section 16.86.040 and Section 16.86.120 of this
chapter, or other reasonable standard, for the elapsed time period from the first day of the
previous July or the date that the cost estimate was developed.

D. The report prepared pursuant to subsection A of this Section 16.86.180 shall be made
available to the general public pursuant to the provisions of subsection (b) of Government Code
Section 66006. The City Council shall review the information contained in said report at its next
regularly scheduled public meeting, but not sooner than fifteen (15) days after the report is
made available to the public. The scheduling of the hearing and notice thereof shall comply with
the provisions of subsection (b) of Government Code Section 66006.

E. The City Council, by resolution, may revise the fees established by this chapter to reflect
the findings made from its consideration of the annual report and to include additional public
facility projects previously not foreseen as being needed, provided that all such revisions shall
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be consistent with the applicable Transit Analysis and the Development Fee Analysis for Transit
Improvements referenced in subsection A of Section 16.86.040 of this chapter.

F. The report prepared by the City Manager and its review by the City Council, as well as
any findings thereon, shall be subject to the provisions of subsection (d) of Government Code
Section 66001, to the extent applicable.

16.86.190 California State Law.

The provisions of this chapter, and any resolution adopted pursuant hereto, shall at all times be
subject and subordinate to the provisions of Title 5 (commencing with Section 66000), Division
1, of Title 7 of the Government Code, as the same presently exists or may hereafter be
amended or renumbered from time to time, to the extent the same are applicable. In the event
of any applicable conflict between the provisions of this chapter and the state law, the latter
shall control.”

Section 5. Amendment of Municipal Code.

Section 16.87.010(A) of the Rancho Cordova Municipal Code is hereby amended to read as
follows:

“‘A. The roadway and transit development impact fee is hereby established. Following the
effective date of Ordinance 5-2018, the collection and administration of this fee, which is
renamed the transit development impact fee, shall be carried out by the procedures established
in Chapter 16.86 of this Municipal Code.”

Section 6. No Effect.

The payment and administration of the Transit development impact fees levied pursuant to this
chapter will not be in lieu of transportation fees paid and administered pursuant to Chapter
16.83, Chapter 16.81, and Chapter 16.84 of the Rancho Cordova Municipal Code for the
Sunridge Specific Plan and Villages of Zinfandel Special Planning Area roadway fees, and City
of Rancho Cordova transportation impact fees.

Section 7. Severability.

1. If any section, phrase, sentence, or other portion of this Ordinance for any reason
is held or found to be invalid, void, unenforceable, or unconstitutional by a court of competent
jurisdiction, such portion shall be deemed a separate, distinct and independent provision, and
such holding shall not affect the validity of the remaining portions of this Ordinance.

2. If any fee established by this Ordinance for any reason is held or found to be
invalid, void, unenforceable, or unconstitutional by a court of competent jurisdiction, such fee
shall be deemed a separate, distinct and independent fee, and such holding shall not affect the
validity of the remaining fees established by this Ordinance.

3. If any fee established by this Ordinance is held or found to be invalid, void,

unenforceable or unconstitutional by a court of competent jurisdiction based upon an insufficient
nexus to a specific public facility or property for which the revenue generated from such fee may
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be expended pursuant to Chapter 16.86 or any resolution adopted pursuant to said Chapter,
said fee as it relates to such specific public facility or property shall be deemed a separate,
distinct and independent fee, and such holding shall not affect the validity of the fee as it relates
to other public facilities or property.

Section 8. Effective Date.

Within fifteen (15) days after adoption, a Summary of this Ordinance shall be published once in
the Grapevine Independent, or the Sacramento Bee, a newspaper of general circulation printed
and published in Sacramento County and circulated in the City of Rancho Cordova, in
accordance with Government Code Section 36933. This Ordinance shall take effect and be
enforced thirty (30) days after its inception, and because this is not a new or increased fee the
60-day waiting period contained in Government Code section 66017(a) shall not apply.

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of Rancho Cordova on the
___dayof 2018 by the following vote:
AYES:
NOES:
ABSENT:

ABSTAIN:

Linda Budge, Mayor
ATTEST:

Stacy Leitner, City Clerk
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CITY OF RANCHO CORDOVA
RESOLUTION NO. 38-2018

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RANCHO CORDOVA
ADOPTING THE DEVELOPMENT IMPACT FEE ANALYSIS REPORT FOR TRANSIT
IMPROVEMENTS AND APPROVING THE FEE AMOUNTS FOR COLLECTION BY THE CITY
INSTEAD OF THE COUNTY

WHEREAS, on November 16, 1987, the Board of Directors of the Sacramento Regional
Transit District adopted a report titled Sacramento County Roadway and Transit Development
Fee; Development Fee Analysis for Transit Improvements dated October 23, 1987, attached
here to as Exhibit A; and

WHEREAS, on August 31, 1988, the Sacramento County Board of Supervisors adopted
County Ordinance 742 (Ord. No. SCC 0742) establishing development impact fees for roadway
and transit purposes to provide infrastructure funding to mitigate the impacts of new traffic and
transit ridership generated by land development; and

WHEREAS, included in the items adopted by the County Board of Supervisors on
August 31, 1988, is a report titled “Sacramento County Consolidated Roadway and Transit
Capital Improvements Program,” dated August 30, 1988, attached here to as Exhibit B; and

WHEREAS, the City of Rancho Cordova, upon incorporation in 2003 adopted Ordinance
23-2003, which established the County Transit Fee in Municipal Code Chapter 16.87 as part of
the City’s development fees and allowed for such fee to be collected by the County and
transferred to necessary agencies through approved agreements; and

WHEREAS, the Transit Fees were collected by the County with the issuance of new
building permits in Rancho Cordova, and transferred to Sacramento Regional Transit (SacRT)
for expenditure on designated transit projects that were identified in the Transit Analysis
adopted by SacRT adopted concurrently with Ord. No. SCC 0742; and

WHEREAS, Ordinance No. SCC No. 0742 also established fee districts from which the
Transit Fees would be collected and required that the revenues collected from particular fee
districts be expended on projects in those same districts; and

WHEREAS, since 1988, the County has collected the Transit Fees on behalf of SacRT
in the City of Rancho Cordova and transferred such fees to SacRT; and

WHEREAS, the County will cease collection of the Transit Fees on behalf of SacRT in
the City of Rancho Cordova and SacRT has requested that the City collect the fees on its behalf
in the City; and

WHEREAS, the Transit Fees originally adopted by the County and which will be
continued in effect by the City are summarized in Exhibit C; and

WHEREAS, this is not a new or increased fee, as the City previously established this fee

when it adopted Ordinance No. SCC 0742 by reference and added Chapter 16.87 to its
Municipal Code; and

Resolution No. 38-2018 Page 1 of 3
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WHEREAS, this action, which is an administrative change related to which local agency
collects a previously established fee, is exempt pursuant from review under the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), as it is not a project for purposes of CEQA, but even if it
could be so characterized it is exempt from further review pursuant to Section 21080(b)(8) of the
Public Resources Code and Section 15273 of the State CEQA Guidelines, in that the purpose of
the fees is to maintain services in developing areas. Furthermore, CEQA review and analysis
were previously carried out by Sacramento County, which adopted the findings of fact and
statement of overriding considerations pertaining to the Transit Fees and its Environmental
Impact Report for its 1982 General Plan Update and the City hereby incorporates such
approvals by reference as Exhibit D.

NOW, THEREFORE, BASED ON THE FACTS SET FORTH ABOVE, BE IT HEREBY
RESOLVED THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RANCHO CORDOVA AS FOLLOWS:

SECTION 1. Findings.
The City Council finds and declares as follows:

1. All of the recitals set forth above are true and correct and are incorporated herein by
reference as findings.

2. By separate action on this same date, the City Council introduced Ordinance No. 5-
2018, which adds Chapter 16.86 to the Rancho Cordova Municipal Code, establishing
development impact fees for public transit facilities in accordance with the Development
Fee Analysis for Transit Improvements prepared and adopted by SacRT and the
Roadway and Transit Capital Improvements Program adopted by Sacramento County.

3. This Resolution adopts the report titled Sacramento County Roadway and Transit
Development Fee; Development Fee Analysis for Transit Improvements dated October
23, 1987, which was adopted by the Board of Directors of the Sacramento Regional
Transit District on November 16, 1987, attached here to as Exhibit A.

4. This Resolution adopts the report titled Sacramento Consolidated Roadway and Transit
Capital Improvements Program dated August 30, 1988 which was adopted by the
County Board of Supervisors on August 31, 1988, attached hereto as Exhibit B, as part
of the County actions adopting Ordinance SCC No. 0742 adopting the roadway and
transit fees.

5. This Resolution adopts the current Transit Fee identified in the Sacramento
Consolidated Roadway and Transit Capital Improvements Program dated August 30,
1988, which fees are specifically identified in Exhibit C attached hereto, for purposes of
collection by the City and pass through to SacRT. Such fees shall become effective
upon the effective date of Ordinance 5-2018, which shall be 30 days following its second
reading and adoption by the City Council.

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of Rancho Cordova on the 19"
day of March, 2018 by the following vote:

Resolution No. 38-2018 Page 2 of 3
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AYES:
NOES:
ABSENT:
ABSTAIN:
Linda Budge, Mayor
ATTEST:

Stacy Leitner, City Clerk

Resolution No. 38-2018 Page 3 of 3
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November 20, 1987

NOV 23 1997
- PLANNING pgpy

.- Mr. Barry Steiner
Supervising Deputy County Counsel
County of Sacramento
700 H Street
Sacramento CA 95814

Dear Barry:

Transit Development Fee . -

Enclosed is a copy of the Resolution adopted by the RT Board of
Directors which evidences their endorsement of the "Development Fee
Analysis for Transit Improvements" report and appropriates transit
fee proceeds. Please let me know if you need a certified copy of
this Resolution.

The October 29th version of the Draft Ordinance Establishing the
Imposition of Development Fee is acceptable to RT. As we discussed
previously, we would prefer to receive our annual transit fee
allocation once each year at the beginning of the fiscal year. The
funds would be deposited into separate County Transit Development
Fee  accounts for each fee district. RT would then submit
quarterly reports to the County identifying the progress of con-
struction and the fees expended for each project. If there are any
surplus funds remaining after construction of the projects, those
funds would be subject to reallocation by the Board of Supervisors
for other transit projects included in the fee program for that
particular fee district. In this manner RT would be assured of the
availability of the funds before it began preparation of speci-
fications and soliciting invitations for bids.

Since the development fee will probably not be adopted until next
April, the first annual funding transfer would not occur until July

of 1989. Prior to June of 1989, RT would submit its proposed
1989-90 Capital Improvement Program to the County Board of Super-
visors for approval. In the interim, RT will include these

projects in the SACOG Transportation Improvement Program during the
annual TIP review process in 1988.

Sacramento Regionad Transi, « Py 2o = an Zoual Conorlunity Emplover.
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RT is currently reviewing the County's environmental analysis for
the Roadway and Transit Development Fee and will notify the County
of any comments and concerns as soon as possible. Please let me
know if you need any further information from RT. Thank you for
your assistance in this matter. .

Sincerely,;
-, e
' i .," ' '7 P /l_ ,A‘;s_ ‘, o ,'[ *
‘Sheryl Patterson
Attorney

Enclosure
c: Rich Blackmar, County Planning Department
Wendy J. Hoyt, Assistant General Manager -
Planning and Marketing, RT
Howard Allegar, Controller, RT
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Exhibit A to the Resolution
RESOLUTION NO. 87-11- 685

Adopted by the Board of Directors of the Sacramento Regional
Transit District on the date of:

November 16, 1987

ADOPTING THE DEVELOPMENT FEE ANALYSIS
FOR TRANSIT IMPROVEMENTS REPORT

WHEREAS, the County of Sacramento is considering adoption
of a roadway and transit development fee to be imposed on all
new developments in order to fund new roadway and transit
facilities needed to serve such projects; and

WHEREAS, the transit facilities. proposed ‘to be funded with
the proceeds of this fee are included in the FY 1988 Update of
the RT Transit Plan; and

WHEREAS, the . proposed transit fee. reflects the minimum
level of transit demand by land use type and assumes current °
level of service; and A ,

) WHEREAS, of the $39 million cosﬁ of the proposed transit
facilities, the development fee ‘would generate $22.5 million,
resulting in a $16.5 million shortfall; and

WHEREAS, RT anticipates receipt of federal grant. funds over
the next eight years to fund this shortfall; and

WHEREAS,  RT will anndally update  the proposed Capital
Improvement Program for the transit facilities funded with the
proposed development fee; and

WHEREAS, the proposed transit facilities 1listing does not
-include extensions of the light rail transit line; and

WHEREAS, the proposed transit fee does not include the cost
of operating or maintaining the proposed transit facilities.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE. IT HEREBY RESOLVED BY THE. BOARD OF
DIRECTORS = OF THE = SACRAMENTO REGIONAL  TRANSIT DISTRICT AS
FOLLOWS:

THAT, the report titled, "Sacramento County Roadway and
Transit Development Fee; Development Fee Analysis for Transit
Improvements" dated October 23, 1987, is hereby adopted.

THAT, this Board hereby appropriates all proceeds of the
County Transit Development Fee for construction of the transit
facilities included in the above-referenced Report, subject to
receipt of federal grant funds to cover the funding shortfall.

‘ ‘ AGENDA ITEM 10.1 -
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THAT, this Board reserves the right to substitute, add
and/or delete transit facilities included in the proposed
Capital Improvement Program annually, thereby revising the
Transit Development Fee amounts, subject to approval by the
County Board of Supervisors. :

WILLIAM R. MAZZA, cya-irman
ATTES T:

DAVID A. BOGGS, Secretary

By/éét@%ﬂm

RITA C. MATHESON, Acting Assistant Secretary

AGENDA ITEM 10.1



172

HREeECIONDL TRaBmnsIiy
P.O. BOX 2110 « 1400 29TH STREET » SACRAMENTO, CA 95810-2110 » .,,916) 3312600
ATTACHMENT 3
Exhibit A to the Resolution

October 12, 1987

Mr. Rich Blackmarr

County Planning Department
SACRAMENTO COUNTY

827 7th. Street

Sacramento CA 95814

Dear Rich: , »

RT's Development Fee Analysis for Transit Improvements;
County Financing Plan and Capital Improvement Program Report

Enclosed are five copies of Regional Transit's Development Fee Analysis for
Transit Improvements, dated October 1987. This report has been revised to
reflect transit demand by typé of land use in accordance with the National
Transportation Research Board's transit utilization percentages. This revised
analysis provides the level' of detail requested by the County Counsel's Office.
Also included in this letter are RT's comments on the above-referenced Courity
report.

RT Transit Development Fee Technical Analysis

'RT was unable to develop transit utilization figures, either by land use type
or by analysis zone, which would reflect current travel modes within
Sacramento County. The SATS study does not provide the level of detail

required. SATS specifies an estimated transit mode split for the entire
Sacra-mento metropolitan region (i.e., includes Marysville, Yuba City, etc.),
and it is based on a survey conducted in the late 60's. Census data
obtained in 1980 only addresses residential transit trips, not employment.
generated trips. RT's bus route profiles, which record transit trips, cannot
be separated into the number of peak hour trips by analysis zone within the
timeframe required by the County. Therefore, RT relied on transit utilization
data published by TRB based on transportation surveys conducted for each
type of land use. These rates are reported in Appendix A. Therefore, the

transit trip estimates -are dlrectly related to the County's growth projections
and the travel characteristics of the trlps generated by such uses.

The method used for convertmg vehicle trips into person trips (i.e., appli-
cation of an auto occupancy factor) and the resulting transit trip estimate is
consistent with the methodology specified by TRB (see Appendix A). RT
relied on TRB's auto occupancy rates because they are also broken down by

land use type. SATS' auto occupancy estimates are only separated into type
of trip (i.e., home - work) and are not specific to type of land uses.
Sacramento Regionai Transit, & Public Entity. s an Squal Ooporiuaity Do
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Although the auto occupancy rates are higher than SATS' estimate, the transit
utilization percentages are lower than the previous 5-10% estimates. There-
fore, the higher auto occupancy rates do not result in an over estimate of .
transit trips. It is my understanding that the County's consultant, Joe
Holland, not RT developed the 5 and 10% estimates based on traffic - and
transit counts at certain intersections. RT still believes that the 5 and 10%
estimates are more accurate, although they are not specifically related to land
use or based on studies for each analysis zone.

In summary, application of the TRB methodology resulted in a 5,000 reduction
in transit trip estimates and a corresponding 9 million dollar reduction in the
transit fee. RT hopes to recoup this loss in the future during the annual or
biannual ordinance update by surveying transit trip counts by analysis zone
during the interim period.

The revised Development Fee Analysis for Transit Improvements report also
reflects revised land acquisition estimates for the Zinfandel park-and-ride site,
due to the loss of the previously identified PNR location. In addition, land
acquisition costs for the Winona Way RT Metro PNR were corrected due to the
double counting of station land costs. The text has been revised to provide
more detail on the assumptions and methodology used to develop the transit
trip estimates as requested. In addition, Table 5 provides a breakdown of
the estimated 1mp1ementat10n schedule for each proposed -capital 1mprovement
project.

Also enclosed is one copy of RT's Five Year Transit Plan (1986-1990), which
was recently updated and approved by RT's Board of Directors. This Plan
includes a 1988-1992 Capital Improvement Program and a 20 year CIP outlook.
This Plan was the. basis for selecting the capital improvement projects included
in ‘the Transit Development Fee program. RT will provide you with 10
~additional copies for distribution to the County Board of Supervisors next
week. RT's Board of Directors will be requested to adopt the transit develop-
ment fee technical report at their November 16th meeting in order to confer it
off1c1a1 status.

Comments on the County's Financing Plan and
Capital Improvement Program Report

Also -enclosed is a copy of your draft report dated October 5, 1987, with RT's
comments noted. Based upon RT's revised technical analysis, the following
sections - of your report should either be revised or reference made to RT's
analysis.

Page 7, Regional Transit Efforts to Utilize a Development Fee, third para-
graph, third sentence should either be deleted or the following phrase added
after set forth in Regional Transit's Development Fee Analysis for Transit
Improvements report.

Page 10, Recommended Transportation Improvements and Fee Structure, first
paragraph, second sentence, should be deleted. The following information in
that first paragraph should be updated as noted in the enclosed marked-up

copy -
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Tables 1 through 5, which indicate project costs and road and transit fees,
must be revised as noted.

Page 23, Relationship to Sales Tax Override Program, the following should be
~added: "The sales tax proceeds allocated to transit would be used primarily to
fund light rail construction and for operation costs. Neither of these two
cost items are included in the proposed transportation development fee." '

Sincerely,

Enclosures
c: Barry Steiner, City Counsel
Wendy J. Hoyt, RT Assistant General Manager -
Planning and Marketing ‘
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Agenda Board/Comm. Regular/Executive Information/Action QOriginating issue Date
ltem No. Mtg. Date Session item Committee
23 11/16/87 Regular Action O&P 10/30/87

~ Sacramento County Roadway and Transit Development Fee;

Subject:  Ahalysis for Transit Improvements

ISSUE

Whether to adopt the Development Fee Analysis for Transit Improvements
report prepared by RT staff which includes a proposed capital improvement
program for construction of transit facility improvements funded in part
with the proceeds of the County's proposed development fee. These
facility improvements were previously approved by the Board as part of
the FY 88 Transit Plan Update.

PROPOSED ACTION

Adopt Resolution 87-11l- Adopting the Development Fee Analysis for
Transit Improvements Report.

FISCAL IMPACT

Budgeted: This FY: $
Budget Source: . Next FY: $
Funding Source: Annualized: §
Total Amount: $

The proposed transit fee would generate $22.5 million over eight years
(FY 1988-1995) for construction of transit facilities estimated to cost
$39 million, for a discrepancy of $16.5 million. It is anticipated that
this shortfall would be funded with UMTA Section 3 and 9 grants obtained
over the next eight years.

DISCUSSION

The proposed roadway and transit fee has been the subject of discussion
between the County and RT over the past year. Previously, RT's position
was to obtain approximately 35% of the total fee. However, the fee
amount proposed is based on the level and cost of transit improvements
needed to serve the new development. Peak period transit demand was
conservatively estimated at 7,843 riders per day using TRB rates. The
proposed facilities include park and ride sites, RT Metro stations, bus
acquisitions and signal preemption. As a result, the transit fee
represents 21% of the dJdevelopment fee. In the future, if more detailed
data becomes available which indicates higher transit mode split by type
of land use, the amount of facilities needed and the proposed fee, could
be increased. .
The transit Capital Improvement Program does not include the cost of the
I-80 and Folsom Corridor light rail extensions because RT can't guarantee
at present that it could complete those improvements within the
eight~year period, given the uncertainty of passage of the sales tax

Approved:

1/ 3
Platfing & WEHeKEing

General Manager
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Agenda Board/Comm. Regular/Executive Information/Action Originating ssue Date
item No. Mtg. Date Session Item Committee
23 11/16/87 Regular Action 0&P 10/30/87
Subject: Sacramento County Roadway and Transit Development Fee;

live

park.

Analysis for Transit Improvements

initiative.

outside

commercial:

the Report,

In the future,

Sacramento County,
development would not fund 100% of such facilities.,
shortfall, approximately half represents the unfunded cost of RT Metro
Park and Ride stations.

$370 per multiple family unit;
$0.35 to $0.73/sq.ft.

Staff recommends that the Board adopt Resolution No.
the Development Fee Analysis for Transit Improvements Report.
which was revised on October 23, 1987 so that the transit fee
rates reflect the level of transit demand per use, is attached.

approval.

the capital improvement program will be
updated annually and 1light rail extension costs
subject to the County Board ‘of Supervisors'
capital improvement program includes the Sunrise Transit Center project,
since it is in the short-range transit plan, but excludes the Sunrise
bridge widening due to County opposition.
deleted during the annual transit development fee CIP review. The
proposed fee does not include operating costs due to the fact that it is
legally restricted to capital improvements.

would be included,
The proposed

Projects could be added and

Since some of the transit facility improvements proposed (i.e., RT Metro
Park and Ride sites) would serve existing transit riders and patrons who
proposed transit fee
Of the $16.5 million

The proposed transit facility improvements are separated into four fee
districts as summarized in table 1.
use type range from $87 to $183 per single family dwelling unit; $177 to
$0.38 to $0.80 per square foot for

for business professional;
$0.16/sq.ft. for industrial; and $0.22 to $0.47/sq.ft. for manufacturing

The resulting transit fee per land

87-11~

for new

$0.08 to

Adopting
A copy of

Approved:

General Manager

Presented:
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RESOLUTION NO. 87-11- 685

Adopted by the Board of Directors of the Sacramento Regional
Transit District on the date of:

November 16, 1987

ADOPTING THE DEVELOPMENT FEE ANALYSIS
FOR TRANSIT IMPROVEMENTS REPORT

WHEREAS, the County of Sacramento is considering adoption
of a roadway and transit development fee to be imposed on all
new developments in order to fund new roadway and transit
facilities needed to serve such projects; and

WHEREAS, the transit facilities proposed to be funded with
the proceeds of this fee are included in the FY 1988 Update of
the RT Transit Plan; and

WHEREAS, the proposed transit fee reflects the minimum
level of transit demand by land use type and assumes current
level of service; and

WHEREAS, of the $39 million cost of the proposed transit
facilities, the development fee would generate $22.5 million,
resulting in a $16.5 million shoxrtfall; and

WHEREAS, RT anticipates receipt of federal grant funds over
the next eight years to fund this shortfall; and

WHEREAS, RT will annually update the proposed Capital
Improvement Program for the transit facilities funded with the
proposed development fee; and

WHEREAS, the proposed transit facilities listing does not
include extensions of the light rail transit line; and

WHEREAS, the proposed transit fee does not include the cost
of operating or maintaining the proposed transit facilities.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT HEREBY RESOLVED BY THE BOARD OF
DIRECTORS OF THE SACRAMENTO REGIONAL TRANSIT DISTRICT AS
FOLLOWS :

THAT, the report titled, "Sacramento County Roadway and
Transit Development Fee; Development Fee Analysis for Transit
Improvements" dated October 23, 1987, is hereby adopted.

THAT, this Board hereby appropriates all proceeds of the
County Transit Development Fee for construction of the transit
facilities included in the above-referenced Report, subject to
receipt of federal grant funds to cover the funding shortfall.

177
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THAT, this Board reserves the right to substitute, add
and/or delete transit facilities included in the proposed
Capital Improvement Program annually, thereby revising the
Transit Development Fee amounts, subject to approval by the
County Board of Supervisors.

WILLIAM R,

ATTEST:

DAVID A. BOGGS, Secretary

By /égéu(()%ﬂt%&w

RITA C. MATHESON, Acting Assistant Secretary
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Fee District 1 (Rio Linda,
North Highlands & Citrus Heichts)

RT Metro and Bus Park and
Ride Facilities

Walerga Rd./Roseville Rd.
Elkhorn Blvd./Roseville Rd.
Antelope Rd./Roseville Rd.
Winona Way/Roseville Rd.
Elverta Rd./Watt Ave.

RT Metro Station (no parking)

Watt Ave./Roseville Rd4.
Buses (16.6 new vehicles)

Signal Preemption

Natt Ave.
Greenback Lane

Fee District 2 (Arden Arcade,
Carmichael & Rogemont)

RT Metro Park and Ride Facilities
Watt/Manlove

guses (13 new vehicles)

Signal Preemption
vatt Ave,

Tee District 3 {(Citrus Heights,

Tas

L
ELO

srangevale, Falr Qaxs & Rancho Cordova

1
-1

MENT TEE

Total Cost

ATTACHMENT 3
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Transit Fee

$7,153,450 $1,226,000
562,200 157,400
3,353,200 1,307,700
215,900 84,200
$11,284,750 $2,775,300

Total Cost

Iransit Fee

$ 227,500 $ 227,500
2,626,000 2,048,300
391,800 235,400

§$ 3,155,300 $2,511,200

Total Cost

Trangit Fee

RT Metro and Bus Park anad

Ri1ie and Transit Center Facilities

Gold River Park and Ride
sunrise Transit Center
“acher Fireld

Zinfancel

junrise

Zuses (22 new venicles)

Signal Preemption

Sunrise Blvd.
Hazel Ave.
Greenback Lane

Fee District 4 (Soutn
Sagramento, Slk Srove & Vinewsrd

Park and Ride Facil:ities

G0y

L1
I

2]
13
n

23-3

$11,3530,200

4,546,000

375,800

56,460,300

236,800

$

$15,572,000

Total Cost

$3,624,100

Transit Fee

$ wdup 33Dy @G

$ 5,240,100

W ame s
[P EONAFRI RV

3%,249,1d9

[
-y 2204000

———— o by i i

7,967,100

s s A s
A 3

Sl
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SACRAMENTO COUNTY
ROADWAY AND TRANSIT DEVELOPMENT FEE

DEVELOPMENT FEE ANALYSIS FOR TRANSIT IMPROVEMENTS

Prepared By: Sacramento Regional Transit District

October, 1987

Rev. 10/23/87
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TABLE OF CONTENTS

INTRODUCTION

Transit Development Fee
Existing and Potential Transit Demand

TRANSIT FEE TECHNICAL ANALYSIS

Transit Service Demand by Fee District

Description of Transit Improvements

Capital Improvement Program

County General Plan Consistency

Allocation of Transit Improvement Costs
by Fee District

Proposed Road and Transit Fee Schedule

APPENDIX A
Transit Service Demand Methodology

APPENDIX B

Transit Development Fee Methodology and
Cost Assumptions

-1i-

Page No.

=

W~

AGENDA ITEM 10.1



ATTACHMENT 3
Exhibit A to the Resolution

I. " INTRODUCTION

Transit Development Fee

Existing funding sources do not currently provide enough revenue
to keep pace with the demand for transportation improvements over
the next 10 years in Sacramento County. Due to these £fiscal
constraints on transportation infrastructure construction, -it is
not possible, without supplemental revenue sources, to build all
the transit or roadway facilities needed because of growth. New
approaches, such as the proposed Roadway and Transit Development
Fee are needed to address this critical funding gap.

Transit improvements, included as a major element of a
transportation system improvement program, enhance the potential
of the program to more fully meet the transportation demands of
new growth. The high occupancy ratio of transit vehicles as
compared to that of private automobiles, helps reduce the need for
additional roadway capacity to transport the additional
automobiles that are a product of growth. For example, one bus
can accommodate the occupants of 60 automobiles, and one light
rail train can take up to 700 automobiles off the street. A well
planned and adequately equipped transit system can therefore play
a significant role in meeting transportation demands with a much
lower commitment of a community's resources.

Existing and Potential Transit Demand

Recent statistics show a 3 to 7 percent transit ridership among
residents in the urbanized area of Sacramento County. However,
ridership levels can vary significantly by geographical area. For
example, the current transit mode split for State employees within
the Central Business District is about 25 percent.

The potential ridership level 1is much greater than current
ridership ' counts. Surveys conducted by the County Planning
Department in 1984 at two suburban office/ industrial parks (i.e.,
sunrise and Northgate), indicated that between 60-70 percent of
commuters who drove alone would switch to transit if express
service was available. Approximately 45 percent indicated they
would switch if park and ride service were provided.

The current transit mode split, therefore, is volatile and can be
significantly impacted by changes in the level and frequency of
transit service provided. With adequate resources, an appropriate
level of transit service can be provided to increase transit
usage. A large number of major employment and commercial centers
are located in the four proposed Fee Districts and future
development will increase this concentration and enhance the
ability of transit to effectively serve them. Therefore, new
transit facilities and services will be needed to serve the
residents and employees of the projected new developments.
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11, TRANSIT FEE TECHNICAL ANALYSIS

Transit Service Demand by Fee District

In the study prepared for the County of Sacramento by Joseph R.
Holland titled "Sacramento County Development Fee Analysis for
Roadway Improvements", August 1987, the level of new development
projected between 1988 and 1996, trip generation rates, and an
estimate of total vebicle trips were developed for 15 analysis
zZones. Each of the i{our proposed Fee Districts were subdivided
into three or four analysis zones. Mr., Holland prepared estimates
of trangit utilization by analysis zone of either 5 or 10 percent.
These transit estimates were included in the computer model
assumptions. Therefore, the vehicle trip counts reported in that
study represent only automobile trips and exclude transit trips.
His estimates of transit usage by analysis zone is provided below.
Zero transit utilization was assumed in areas where there is
currently no transit service. Once transit service is extended to
these areas, transit patronage can be expected,

Digtrict 1 Transit Utilization Estimate
3 10%
6 5%
7 0%

District 2

4 10%
5 10%
9 10%
District 3
1 5%
2 10%
10 10%
13 0%
District 4
11 10%
12 0%
14 0%
15 5%

Since the 5% and 10% estimates are only rough approximations of
current transit usage, a more precise methodology was used to
project transit service demand generated by new development. The
Transportation Research Board is a nationally recognized agency
which surveys and analyzes travel behavior and trip deneration
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estimates of the percentage of vehicle trips * versus transit
utilization by type of land use. In order to calculate transit
trips, vehicle trips are converted to person trips based on
automobile occupancy rates per land use type. Then the percentage
of transit trips is added to obtain total person trips. From this
figure, the transit trip percentage is then separated out ¢to
isolate projected transit demand. This methodology and the
applicable transit and auto occupancy rates by land use is set
forth in Appendix A. These TRB transit rates were used to derive
the trangit service demand estimates by Fee District, as shown in
Table 1 and summarized below.

Fee District Total Peak Hour Transit Trips

1,262
1,535
2,827
2,219

7,843

> W N

Description of Transit Service Improvements

in November, 1986, Regional Transit submitted a listing of pro-
posed transit facility improvements by Fee District to the County.
This listing was developed based on the anticipated future transit
service needs within the subject eight-year period (i.e., 1988-
1996). The facility needs were developed based on the information
contained in RT's Short Range Transit Plan: 1986-1990 FY 1988
Update, and the Sacramento Park and Ride Feasibility Study
published by SACOG in 1980. This plan includes a 20-year forecast
for capital improvements. Provided below is a description of the
purpose and function of each type of transit facility.

park and Ride Facility - Park and Ride (PNR) facilities are areas
provided for transit users who wish to park their automobiles and
transfer to a bus or light rail vehicle to complete their trip.
PNR facilities typically attract trips from a five mile radius.
The minimum size for a PNR facility is 50 spaces. However, PNR
lots can range from 500 spaces for facilities that function as
major bus transfer centers to 1000 spaces for facilities served by
both bus and light rail. The land area required for a PNR
facility is roughly one acre per 100 parking spaces. A PNR
facility generally includes passenger shelters, bicycle parking
facilities, bus berths, and drop-off areas, in addition to the
automobile parking spaces.
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TABLE 1
TRANSTE SERVICE DEMAND BY FEE DISTRICT
™ C
- (@] PROJECTED Wi DEVELOFMENT
" — 19688-1996 VENICLE PEAK HOUR TRIFS TOTAL FFAX HOUR
i — *olyels o TOTAL PEAX IOUR PERK HOUR VRIIGE AND TRANSIT JOTNL FEAK DR
DISTRICT 1 E m Area 3 & 7 TOTAL 3 [ 7 TOrAL QOUPANCY VEIIICLE PERSON TIPS TRANSET UT1LIZATICON PERSON TRIPS THANSIT TRIES
single nﬁM%D 256 654 2,285 3,195 256 654 2,285 | 3,195 162 5,176 3. 5,347 . L
Multiple Fan A% 854 1,297 117 2,268 598 908 a2 1,588 1.96 2,477 $.0 2,722 245
Catmerclal ) - 27 134 1? 178 1,512 »7,504 952 9,958 1.64 . 16. 348 3.0 15,954 506
Business R~ (] 13 n 1 s 559 303 &1 1,505 1.35 2,032 5.0 2,139 107
Industrial ) Q@ o’ 308 21 129 0 1,29 252 1,548 1.33 2,059 5.01 2,187 108
gnuhﬂ:nrl_vohhwnv [ 64 0 64 o 1,792 0 1,792 1.33 2,383 5.0v 2,508 129
= = C —_— e T T 30,475 31,737 1.262
A * 2,925 13,057 3,614 13,5%6
wiad
et .
- — Analysis
DISTRICT 2 0 Area ] 5 9 TOTAL 4 3 9 TOTAL
single Family .%”m 0 0 252, 252 ] [ 252 252 1.62 408 . @1 13
muciple Family (P 1,022 1,749 257 3,027 s 1,224 180 2,119 1.56 3,308 9.0t 3,633 © o
comercial tac) LLJ 25 131 29 185 1,400 7,336 1,624 10,360 160 16,990 l.ov 17,516 525
Business Professional (ac) 19" 15 105 139 Lk 645 4,515 5,977, 1.35 8,069 5.0% 5,494 s
Industrial (ac) (4 0. 88 88 [} 0 1,058 1,056 1.3 1,404 5.0 1,478 2
Hanufacturing Park (ac) ° ] 87 87 90 o _2,436 2,436 L3 3,240 5.0t 3,413 171
2,932 9,205 10,063 22,200 33,417 34,953 1,535
Analysis -
DISTIRICT 3 Area 1 2 10 13 TOTAL 1 2 10 13 TOTAL
Single Family (du) 701 2,621 705 115 5,142 1,700 2,621 705 115 5,142 1.62 8,330 3.2t 8,605 275
Mslriple Family (du) 261 1,667 1,259 s 3192 *183 L.187 88l 4 2,23 1.56 3,487 9.0V 3,832 3%
Commercial (ac) 36 57 17 0, 220 . 2,016 3,192 6,552 o 1,766 1.54 19,286 3.0 19,883 597
Business Professicnal {ac} 9 46 15 | 0 © . 387 1.9 645 0, 3,010 1.35 T 4,088 5.0 1,278 214
Industrial fac} [} 0 43¢ [} 434 _ 0 0 5,208 0 5,208 1.33 6.927 5.0% 7.292 %S
Manufacturing Park {ac) 0 [} 476 L} 476 o 1,400 13,328 0 14,728 1.33 19,588 5.0% 20,619 1.031
oL 1,287 10,358 7,318 19 4,08 61,652 64,509 2,827
Analysis X - 1 ]
DISTRICT 4 Area 11 12 4 15 TOTAL n 12 14 15 TOTAL
Single Family (du} 2,039 135 3337 9,647 12,154 2,039 135 33 9.647 12,154 1.62 ’ 19,690 . 20,341 651
Maltiple Family {du} 2,430 27 30 1,533 4,020 1,70 19 21 1,073 2,814 1.56 4,390 3.0 4,824 &7}
Comrercial {ac) 8 18 s 141 240 4,368 896 280 7,896 13,440 1.64 22,042 l.o8 22,724 632
Business Professional (ac) 9 3 ] j Y 26 387 129 0 502 1,118 1.35 1.509 5.0% 1,583 »
Industrial (ac} 61 50 L] 77 192 732 500 48 924 2,304 1.33 3,064 5.6¢ 3,225 . L
Manufacturing Pack (ac) 3 0 [4 105 108 B4 [ 0 2,940 3,024 1.33 4,022 5.0 224 o1
. TOTAL: 9,311 1,779 €82 23,082 34,B5% 54,717 57,327 2,219
CRAND TOTAL: 128,733 130,291 188,527 7,843

SOURCE: Projected New Dovelopment ~ County Planning Department
vehicle Peak Hour Trips - Joe Holland, "Sa to County Devel t Fee Analysis for Roadway Lmprovements”, 1997 R
Avto Occupancy - Transportation Research Board, See Apperdix A
Peak Hour Transit Utilization - Transportation Research Board, Sce Appendix A
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ATTACHMENT 3
Table 2 sets forth the PNR facilities E—ﬁ@l@it& tﬁt'!%é?e&‘al}étii?"

Capital Improvement Plan. These facilities were sized based upon
both existing and future transit service demand. Future transit
service demand estimates go beyond 1996. As a result, only a
portion of the cost of these facilities was used to derive the
proposed transit fee. These facilities are planned to be served
by both buses and light rail unless otherwise noted.

Table 2
Park and Ride Facilities

Fee District 1 | No. Parking Spaces

Elverta and Watt Ave. (bus service only) 180

Roseville Road at Winona Way 200

Roseville Road at Walerga Road 560

Roseville Road at Elkhorn Blvd. 560

Roseville Road at Antelope Road* 560
2,060

(*An additional 220 PNR spaces will be provided as joint-use
spaces as a condition upon the Crocker Development parcel).

Fee District 2

Watt Ave. at Manlove Station* 118
(*This project is an expansion of the existing 314 space PNR
lot).
Fee District 3
Cemo Circle at Gold River 449
Sunrise Blvd. at Arcadia Drive (bus only) 62
Folsom Blvd. at Mather Field Road 385
Folsom Blvd. at Zinfandel Drive 485
Folsom Blvd. at Sunrise Blvd. 135
1,516
Fee District 4
Calvine Road at Hwy 99% 285
Sheldon Road at Hwy 99% 100
Bond Road at Hwy 99* 100
Elk Grove Blvd. at Elk Grove-Florin Road* 100
585

(*Although light rail is planned to extend to Elk Grove in
‘the distant future, the size of these facilities was based on
bus service only).

Light Rail Station =~ While most light rail transit stations are
located at PNR sites, one light rail station within District 1,
along Roseville Road and Watt Avenue, is planned as a walk~on and
drop-off facility.
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' " ATTACHMENT 3
Buses - In order to carry transit passen@&bimfﬁt%me.RQS%uﬁﬂn

trip origin, such as a residential neighborhood or PNR site, to
their trip destination, such as an employment center or school,
either buses or light rail vehicles are needed. Buses attract and
serve trips within a quarter mile radius of trip origin and trip
destination points. Light Rail attracts trips within a much
larger radius because buses "feed" the light rail system. Since
the timing and funding for extension of the light rail starter
line is uncertain given that it is contingent on passage of the
sales tax initiative, only bus acquisition was considered in this
analysis. One bus can carry a maximum of 70 persons. Table 4
provides a listing of the level of new bus service required to
serve new development over the next eight years by Fee Districts.

Table 4
Planned New Bus Acquisitions and Total Capacity
No. Buses Total Maximum Capacity
Fee District 1 - 16,6 1162
Fee District 2 13 910
Fee District 3 23 1610
Fee District 4 13.5 945

Capital Improvement Program

The program for implementation of the transit facilities described
above over the subject eight year period (1988-1996) is set forth
in Table 5. The facility costs indicated are total project costs
and the assumptions used to derive these costs are set forth in
Appendix B.

County General Plan Consistency

The County General Plan includes extensive policies to encourage
the use of public transit and the establishment of transit
facilities such as bus turnouts, bus shelters, park and ride lots,
light rail stations, and light rail rights-of-way. These policies
also emphasize locating high density land uses along transit
corridors and support improved transit service. Relevant General
Plan policies include:

Transportation Policies

3.5.1 Mitigate adverse environmental impacts of roadway use
and development.

3.5.3 Emphasize the movement of people and goods within the
road system while maintaining the safety of all
persons and transportation modes wusing the road
system.
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Signal Preemption - Bus priority traflEig ..51i9 ZéTT(éCIT'IMEyI?’
preemption” involves interruption of a no h'hﬁa&h tgﬁggﬁs@ﬁéﬁgn
to permit buses to progress through on intersection with minimal
delay. This is usually accomplished through sensing devices which
detect the presence of a bus and preempt the signal sequence,
either extending an existing green phrase or terminating an
existing red one. Bus priority signals have the potential to
significantly reduce bus operation time, since more time is
normally spent by buses at traffic signals than in loading and
unloading passengers at bus stops.

Based on an analysis of traffic flows, the projected level bus
operations along major arterials during’ peak hours, and the
location of PNR facilities; traffic signal preemption is needed
along the following streets within the subject Fee Districts.
Signal preemption will not be needed by 1996 within Fee District

Table 3
Signal Preemption
Fee District 1 Traffic Signals
Greenback Lane 2
Watt Ave. 8

Fee District 2
Watt Ave. 15

Fee District 3

Hazel Ave. 6
Greenback Lane 5
Sunrise Blvd. 7
Roadway Improvements - In order for buses and automobiles to

safely access PNR facilities, street improvements may be needed.
An analysis of the site locations, traffic volumes and methods of
access for each PNR facility was conducted to determine whether
such improvements would be required. Based on this analysis, a
left-hand turn lane and traffic signal modifications would be
needed to provide automobile access to the Elverta Road and Watt
Ave. PNR. For the Calvine Road/Hwy 99 PNR, a freeway slip ramp
will be needed to facilitate bus access from the PNR facility to
the freeway. At the Sheldon Road, Bond Road, Elk Grove Blvd. and
Watt/Elverta PNR Facilities, bus turnouts will also be needed to
provide on~street AM/PM loading and unloading and to accommodate
bi-directional service. Bus turnouts will also be required at the
intersections' adjacent to these PNR facilities. The cost of
these improvements were included in the total costs reported for
the respective PNR facilities.

AGENDA ITEM 10.1



olution

189
IJ%ENT 3

(7))
o mwmep%mhmmamﬁ..os

mmmmwmwow Lane
WeEtsdvenue

< o
o Park mﬂ Ride Facility

Elvemga: SW corner of Elverta Road

and mmﬂﬂ Avenue

o0 RT Metro Stations/Park and Ride
Facilities

Roseville Road/Winona Way
- Iand Acquisition
- Construction

Roseville Road/Watt Avenue
- Land Acquisition
- Construction

Roseville Road/Walerga
= Land Acquisition
- Construction

Roseville Road/Elkhorn Blvd.
- Land Acquisition
= Construction

Roseville Road/Antelope Road
- Land Acquisition
- Construction

o Bus System Expansion: Buses

?

TABLE 5

TRANSPORTATION DEVELOPMENT FEE
PROPOSED CAPITAL, IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
DEVELOPMENT FEE DISTRICT 1
PROJECT BUDGET BY FISCAL YEAR (S000's)

Total Cost
($000's)* 1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996
43.2 43.2
172.7 43.18 43.18 43.18 43.18
173.4 173.4
413.75 206.88  206.88
472.2 472.2
413.6 79.45 198.03 136.12
62.2 62.2
500.0 95.65 239.7 164.65
1185.5 592.75 592.75
708.0 136.0 339.0 233.0
1185.5 592.75 592.75 :
708.0 136.0 339.0 233.0
1185.5 592.75 592.75
708.0 136.0 339.0 233.0
3353.20 419.15 419.15 419.15 419.15 419.15 419.15 419.15 419.15
11284.75 592.55. 626.03 669.21 2240.58 2818.18 1045.43 1873.88 1418.92
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gATTACHMENT 3
F‘A to the Resolution

o
=z
E

Preemption

b
%

o Park g3d Ride Facility
Watt/Manlove Station
— Additional Parking
o Bus System Expansion: Buses
TOTAL COST:

PROPOSED CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
DEVELOPMENT FEE DISTRICT 2
PROJECT BUDGET BY FISCAL YEAR ($000°'s)

Total Cost
(000's)* 1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996
301.8 75.45 75.45 75.45 75.45
227.5 227.5
2626.0 328.25 328.25 328.25 328.25 328.25 328.25 328.25 328.25
3155.3 555.75 328.25 403.70 403.70 403.70 403.70 328.25 328.25
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CHMENT 3
Resolution

i

e

o mﬂww Preemption
Hizel Avenue
mmwmnumow Lane
mmwhwmm Boulevard

o wmﬂmmmba Ride Facilities

m&&& River: NW corner of
Cemo Circle

-~ Phase II Improvements

o Transit Center
Sunrise: Arcadia Drive
- Phase II Improvements

O RT Metro Stations/Park and Ride

Facilities
Mather Field
- Land Acquisition
- Construction
Zinfandel Drive
- Land Acquisition
- Construction
mcsﬁwmm Boulevard
- Land Acquisition
- Construction
© Bus System Expansion: Buses
TOTAL QOST:

PROPCSED CAPITAL YMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
DEVELOPMENT FEE DISTRICT 3
PROJECT BUDGET BY FISCAL YEAR ($000's)

Total Cost
($000's)* 1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996

125.1 125.1
104.5 104.5

146.2 146.2

3481.0 2450.0 369.0 662.0

123.0 123.0

2185.6 1092.8 1092.8

1020.0 196.25 487.46  336.29
2185.6 1092.8 1092.8

952.0 182.78 455.82  313.40
1092.8 546.4  546.4

510.2 98.2  244.0  168.0

4646.0 580.75 580.75 580.75 580.75 580.75 580.75 580.75 580.75

16,572.0 3153.75 3312.75 3827.95 1719.98 1872.53 1523.54 580.75 580.75

~10 -
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™ c
= 2
Z 5
W_ o PROPOSED CAPTTAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
= DEVELOPMENT FEE DISIRICT 4
O PROPOSED BUDGET BY FISCAL YFAR ($000's)
ny-
= - Total Cost
rrosESE O ($000's) 1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994

1995 1996

o Park &K Ride Facilities
wid
Caligne: E. Stockton Blvd. near
Caligne Rd./Hwy 99 Interchange
Riconstruction 4068.8  673.0  219.7  219.7 893.52
Bond Road: Bond Road/
Hwy 99 Interchange
- Land Acquisition 240.5 240.5
- Construction 277.6 107.51 170.09
Sheldon Road: Sheldon Road
Hwy 99 Interchange
-~ Land Acquisition 86.7 86.70
- Construction 249.9 . 95.14 154.76

Elk Grove: Elk Grove Blvd. at
Elk Grove/Florin Road

1031.44 1031.44

~-11 -

- Land Acquisition 86.7 : 86.70
- Construction 229.9 62,19 167.71
O Bus System Expansion: Buses 2727.0 340.88 340.88 340.88 340.88 340.88 340.88 340.88  340.88
TOTAL COST: 7967.1 1254.38 668.09 1061.40 663.35 340.88 1234.40 1372.32 1372.32

*Reflects total project costs, not the pro rata share allocated to new development
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ATTACHMENT 3
3.5.6 Support and develop alternatgmbu:do‘ 59an%5€§6{!%@"

automobile use, including 1light rail, bus, high
occupancy vehicle, and non-motorized travel modes, and
alternative land use patterns which relate to the
distribution of employment and housing opportunities.

Land Use Policies

3.1.1 Encourage increased residential densities near
employment centers and along major transportation
corridors within the urban area, in conjunction with
improved transit systems and service, as a means of
increasing the housing supply and reducing potential
commute distances.

Air Quality Policies

2.3.1 (G) Actively support the efforts of the Regional
Transit District to expand and upgrade service, to
provide feeder service to the proposed light rail
transit system, and to attract an increasing
percentage of local travel.

2.3.1 (H) Maximize the use of transit service to major
shopping centers, office complexes, and industrial
areas. For such uses proposed to be located
outside +the  @existing transit service area,
consider a requirement that the non-residential
development contribute to the provision of transit
service.

The Major Street and Highway Plan denotes Transportation
Corridors, which include light rail rights-of-way, LRT stations,
and PNR sites. Certain PNR sites included in the cost assumptions
for the proposed transit fee have not yet been adopted as part of
the County General Plan. Amendment of the Major Street and
Highway Plan to include these additional PNR sites, as listed
below, is required before adoption of the Roadway and Transit
Development Fee.

Fee District 1
SW corner of Elverta Road at Watt Ave.

Fee District 3

Arcadia Drive west of Sunrise Blvd.
Cemo Circle and Sunrise Blvd. in Gold River Development

Fee District 4

Calvine at Hwy 99 (delete Power Inn Rd. at Hwy 99)

Bond Road at Hwy 99

Elk Grove Blvd. at Elk Grove Florin Road (delete Elk Grove
Blvd. at Hwy 99)

-12=~
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Exhibit A to the Resolution

Allocation of Transit Improvement Costs by Fee District

An allocation of the cost for new transit facilities was derived
based on the level of peak period transit demand generated by the
projected new development. Although transit trips would also be
generated during off-peak periods and for non-home-work trips,
only peak period trips were used to project transit facility
needs. Similar to roadways, transit facilities also operate at
maximum capacity during peak periods. Transit capital facility
improvements constructed with Roadway and Transit Development Fees
_would serve both peak and off-peak trips.

.The total projected peak hour transit trips for, all four Fee
‘Districts is 7,843, A "trip" is defined by the Institute of
Transportation Engineers ("Trip Generation", 3rd Ed) as a single
or one-time vehicle movement which either originates in or its
final destination is in a particular analysis area. The ¢total
peak period trip count reflects all transit trips entering and
leaving an analysis zone within a one hour period. Therefore, the
total peak period transit trip figure reflects both trips
generated from a residential development and trips attracted to an
employment generator (i.e., commercial, office and industrial).

Within any one analysis zone, nearby PNR facilities and buses
would be needed primarily for residential generated trips, but
would also serve employment trips whose £final destination is
within the Fee District. Within the one hour peak period, a bus
could serve both incoming and outgoing trips within a given Fee
District. Therefore, in determining the number of buses required,
projected transit trip counts were reduced by 50% to more
accurately identify the number of buses needed to serve new
developments.

Park and Ride Facilities - Based on existing ridership trends, 28%
of all transit patrons use PNR facilities. Therefore, this
percentage was applied to the projected level of transit trips
within each Fee District to derive the number of PNR spaces
needed. The resulting PNR space count was then compared against
the total number of PNR spaces planned within each Fee District.
The resulting ratio of new PNR space demand versus total PNR. space
count was used to determine the proper level of 1land and
construction costs to be allocated to the proposed transit fee.
Table 6 sets forth the total costs and the attached Appendix B
provides a breakdown of the costs of each PNR facility and the
calculation used to determine cost allocations. As discussed
previously, certain PNR facility costs include accessory roadway
improvements that are not already included in the County's Roadway
Fee Plan.

Light Rail Station - The same 28% allocation for PNR facility
costs was applied to the cost of the one walk-on/drop-off LRT
station within District 1.

-13-
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. Exhibit A to the Resolution

Buses - RT prepared a bus service expansion plan based on future
transit needs for each Fee District in preparation of its initial
funding request in November of 1986. Certain factors such as
route locations, service demand, frequency of service, etc., were
used to define the number of additional buses needed in the
future. The level of service planned is consistent with RT's
current service levels within Sacramento County. For example, if
current service along a route is 30 minute £frequency, £future
gservice extensions were also based on 30 minutes rather than the
desired level of service (i.e., 15 minute frequency). Based on
these bus service plans, and applying the maximum capacity figure
of 70 persons per bus (i.e., 45 seats and 25 standees) total new
bus capacity (i.e., total person counts) was developed.

After deducting PNR patrons from the total transit trip count, the
remaining trips were then divided by two in order to determine new
bus capacity demand during the peak hour. The ratio of bus demand
versus new bus capacity was applied to the total new bus
acquisition cost to derive the amount allocated to the Transit
Development Fee. In this manner, new development would only be
required to compensate RT for the actual cost of sexrving new
transit riders and would not subsidize the costs of capital
facilities for either existing riders or future development beyond
1996. Table 6 and Appendix B also illustrate the total costs and
methodology used to derive bus acquisition costs by Fee District.

Signal Preemption - The ratio between the new bus capacity demand
versus the total new bus capacity within each Fee District was
used to derive the percentage of bus acquisition costs to allocate
to the Transit Development Fee. This same percentage was used to
allocate the costs of signal preemption. Table 6 and Appendix B
also sets forth signal preemption costs by Fee District.

Table 6
Summary of Allocated Transit Costs By District

Fee District 1

RT Metro and Bus Park and Ride Facilities $1,226,000
RT Metro Station (no parking) 157,400
Buses 1,307,700
Signal Preemption 84,200
' $2,775,300

Fee District 2
RT Metro Park and Ride Facility $ 227,500
Buses 2,048,300
Signal Preemption 235,400
$2,511,200

-14~
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Exhibit A to the Resolution

Fee District 3

RT Metro and Bus Park and Ride Facilities $6,460,300

Buses 2,927,000

Signal Preemption 236,800
$9,624,100

Fee District 4

Bus Park and Ride $5,240,100

Buses $2,357,600
$7,597,700

TOTAL: $22,508,300

Proposed Road and Transit Fee Schedule

The methodology used in this report to develop the Transit
Development Fee costs for each Fee District differs from RT's
previous request to receive a fixed percentage of the proposed
development fee. As a result, total transit construction costs
have changed, thereby affecting the proposed Consolidated Road and
Transit Development Fee Schedule. The revised schedule is set
forth in Table 7. The proposed fee is based on total facility
costs allocated among the various types of development based on
the level of transit trips generated by each land use..

~]15=-
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DISTRICT
1 ~ Subtotal:

a. Roads:
b. Transit:

~ Subtotal:

a. Roads:
b. Transit:

- Subtotal:

a. Roads:
b. Transit:

-~ Subtotal:

a. Roads:
b. Transit:

Table 7
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ATTACHMENT 3
Exhibit A to the Resolution

CONSCLIDATED ROAD AND TRANSIT DEVELOPMENT FEE SCHEDULE

LAND USE:

Fees:

Capital Cost
$12,125,300

9,350,000
2,775,300
$20,331,200
17,820,000
2,511,200
$41,464,100
31,840,000
9,624,100
$33,857,700

26,260,000
7,597,700

TOTAL: $107,778,300

a. Roads:
b. Transit:

$85,270,000
$22,508,300

SF ME oMM BP IND MP
/du /du /st /sf /sE /st
$717 $657 $2.16 $2.26 $0.52 $1.47
599 419 1.65 1.79 0.41 1.17
118 238 0.51 0.47 0.11 0.30
$1074 $868 $3.10 $3.30 $0.76 $2.14
987 691 2.72 2.95 0.68 1.92
87 177 0.38 0.35 0.08 0.22
$1034 $464 $3.14 $3.27 $0.75 $2.12
852 596 2.35 2.55 0.59 1.66
182 368 0.79 0.72 0.16 0.40
$1047 $994 $3.25 $3.40 $0.77 $2.21
891 624 2.45 2.67 0.61 1.74
183 370 0.80 0.73 0.16 0.47
-16~
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APPENDIX A
ATTACHMENT 3

Transportation Research Board, "Quick n vel
nepe . EXHIBIEA t5tHe R&8olution
Estimation Techniques and Transferable Parameters" , Report No. 187

TABLE 1

AVERAGE VEHICLE TRIP RATES AND OTHER CHARACTERISTICS OF GENERATORS

VEHICLE TRIPS® TO & FROM PERCENT
PER DAY PER oUR gggs: b TYPICAL | TYPICAL
GENERATOR® wro |7 TRANSI
DWELLING \M,  PM.  PEAK ER, O ERaon”
UNIT ACRE bEAK PRAK OF GEN. JCCUPANCY| rRIPS
Residential
ami
1 Du/acre 9.3 9.3 8.0 10.8 10.8 1.62 3.2
2 Du/acre 9.3 18.6 8.0 10.8 10.8 1,62 3.2
3 Du/acre 10.2 30.6 8.0 10.8 10.8 1.67 3.2
L Du/acre 10.2 4.8 8.0 10.8 10.8 1.67 3.2
5 Du/acre 9.1 hs.s 8.0 10.8 10.8 1.62 3.2
Hedun Denaity
Duplex,
Townhouses
ete.)
5 Du/acre 7.0 35.0 8.0 10.8 10.8 1.57 5.6
10 Du/acre 1.0 70,0 8.0 10.8 10.8 1.57 5.6
15 Du/acre 7.0 . 10%.0 8.0 10.8 10.8 1.57 5.6
Al ments
15 Du/acre 6.0 90.0 7.9 10.8 10.8 1.56 12.4
25 Du/scre 6.0 150.0 1.9 10.8 10.8 1,56 12.h
35 Du/acre 6.0 210.0 7.9 10.8 10.8 1.56 12.4
- 50 Du/acre 6.0 300.0 7.9 10.8 10.8 1.56 12.4
60 Du/acre . 6.0 360.0 7.9 10.8 10.8 1.56 2.4
Mobile Home
Park
5 Du/acre 5.9 27.5 8.3 10.8 12.5 1.54 1.0
10 Du/acre 5.5 55.0 8.3 10.8 12,5 1.54 1.0
1% Du/ecre 5.9 82.5 8.3 0.8 12.5 1.54 1.0
Retirement
Communit:
10 Du/acre - 3.5 35.0 2.1 12.1 12.1 1.48 6.0
15 Du/acre 3.5 52.5 k2.1 12.1 12.1 1.48 6.0
20 Du/acre . 3.5 e 10.0 2.1 12.1 12.1 1.48 6.0
Condominiums
10 Du/acre 5.9 59,0 T.1 7.1 7.1 1.56 9.0
20 Du/acre 5.9 118.0 7.1 T.1 7.1 1.56 9.0
30 Du/acre v 5.9 177.0 T.1 7.1 7.1 1.56 9.C
Planned Unit
Develop. “
S Du/acre 1.9 39.5 0.1 10.1 10.1 1.58 7.1
15 Du/acre 7.9 118.5 ho. 1 10.1 10.1 1.58 7.1
25 Du/acre 7.9 197.5 RO.1 10.1 10.1 1.58 7.1
SEE INDIVIDUAL GENERATOR BELOW
Lﬁ.sc‘.e.\.ial'lgous .
Service Station Pump
Station Tu8 133 1.5 3.0 4,0 1.55 -
Race Track Seat Attendee
0.61 1.08 - - - 2.05 -
Pro-tmaeball 0.16 1.18 . - - - 2.05
Military Base Military Civilian Total
Personnel Employees Employeed
2,2 7.1 1.8 - - - 1.42 -
1000sq. "t .
SFA Employee Acre
4 -1
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TABLE 1 (Continued) ATTACHMENT 3
VERICLE TRIPSS TO & FROX recarEnahrilit A torthe 1

b PER DAY PER HOUR SHOWN
GENERATOR AUTO

JAM,  P.M. PEAK R,
(SEE INDIVIDUAL GENERATOR BELOW PEAF  PEAK  OF GEN. |occupacy

etail . -

Pree Standing
Supermarket 135.3 -
Discount Store 50.2 57.2 -
Discoumt Store
with Super Mkt| 81.2 30.3 - 0 6.9 11.1 1,6k 1
Department 4

Store 36.1 32,8 900 - - - 1.6k 2
Auto Bupply 88.8 - - - - - 1.6b 1
Hew Car

Dealer b4, 3 - - - - - 1.6k 1
Convenience *

(24 brs.) 577.0 - - - - - 1.6b L1

{15«16 hrs.) 322.0 - - - - - 1.6k 1

Shopping Center

Regionsl (over
1 million
sq. £t.) 33.5  30.9 580 1.9 9.7 1.5 1.6k 3
{1/2-1 .
million sq.ft] 34.7 20.4 370 2.8 9.6 - 1.64 3

Community ’ .

(100,000-500,00(

8q. ft.) k5.9 20.6 330 - 1.2 1.3 1.6k 3

Reigbborhood
(under 100,000

sq. ft.) 97.0 - - 3.3 1.5 12.4 1.64 3

Centrsl Ares
(High Dens.) k0.0 - 900 - - - 1.6h 12
‘Industrial / 1 : .

Manufacturi

" ‘General H:x?n-
facturing k.2 2.3 ho.5] 18.4 19.3 32.2 1.33
Warehouse 5.3 h.b 67.5] 12.7 32.2 - 1.25
Research/
Develop. 5.1 2.4 60.8]1 21,1 20.4 - 1.33
Industrial
Park 8.8 3.9 T1.9113.2 4.7 - 1.33
General Light .

Ind. s2.h{21.1 20.4 21.2 1.33
Al)l Industry
Avg,

8.7 12,6 1,6k 1
. 1.6k 1

oo
v
+
o]
-3

w
v
w
.
n
N wn i w T\

Lol
=
o

$9.9 115.8 19.k -

N
-

i
w
(=]

Otfices
General
Medical
Governmental
Enginesring
Civiec Center
Office Park
Research Center]

5 |2
426

—

w

*
]

-
.

- 8.5

=N
W W N W
HFwirHwvoown

33
277 1
T 12

Nl\)l\)ﬁ'o\t
O+ wvie o
PR

0.7
8.5
282 116.9 1Lk.6
9.0
6.9
6.0

WOoOOOowWwWw—
o
L o
SR S
W W W W W =W
(U RV, RV RV RV SV, 2V, 3
ARG R RV. SV, RV, BV, |

18.5 20.2

-

Reataurants
Quality
Restaurant 56.3 - 200 1.8 6.0 12.5 1.93 3
Othexr Sit -
Down 198,53 - 932 }29.0 6.h - 1.93 3
Fast Food 533.0 - 1825 [16.0 5.7 - 1,93 1

Sanks 388 5 - - - - 1.45 -
Parks & Recre-
ation
Marina - 259.0 1
Golfr Course - 34,2
Bowling - - 29
Participant
sports - 2
City Park - - . 6

- - - 2.05 -
- . - 2.05
2.05

- - 2.05
2.05
- - 2.05
- . 2.05

County Park
State Park
Wilderpess
Paric , bl - Q.07 - = = 2.05 - -

.+ 2 9
L]
]

LI T S |

AT
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TABLE 1 (Continued) T
Exhibit A to the Resolution
VEEICLE TRIPSC TO & FROM PERCENT TRIFS IN TYPICAL | TYPICAL
GMATORb PER DAY PER HCUR SHOWN Ao gomg
éggOsq.n. AMPLOYEE AM., P.M, PEAK HR PERSON
ACRE | PEAK PEHAK OF GEN, [OCCUPANCY rmrpsd
Parks § Recre-
ation (cont’d)
Neationsl Monu-
ment - 11.9 - 5 - - 2.09 -
Ocean Front - - 21.6 - - - 2.09 -
Lake/Boating - - 3.6 - - - 2.04 -

» Antmal Attrace

tions - - 72.2 - - -1 © 2.09 -
‘Aoapitals * | stafe Bed Acre . - [

ALl Categories 6.1 ] - .7 - 1. -
General 5.9 %h.g EO 18.0 9.0 T - T . %.ﬁg 7
Childrens 10.1 25.2 - - - 1.b42 17
Convalescent 4.5 3.2 - - - - 1.42 10
University 7.8 37.0 - 12,5 10.5 - 1.4 10
Veterans 2.2 3.8 11.0 16,5 - 1.32 10
Rursing Home - 2.7 - 5.2 7.8 13.3 l.lo 10
Clinics 5.9 - - - - - 1.%0 10

Educational Student State
All Categories 1, 13.6 - - - 1.4 -
Pour Year Univi 2.5 9.8 11.0 9.0 - 1.% 13
Jr.College 1.5 28.2 11.5 7.5 11.9 1.55 13
Secondary
8chool 1.% 19.9 11.5- 4.9 - 1.39 b
Elementary . : ‘
School 0.6 1.7 3.4 2.0 - 1.55 I
Combined Elem/
Sec, 0.8 11.8 - - - 1.55 'y
Libraries . 51.0 - - 16.08 1.55
Alrports Take-Off/  Empleyee  Acre
Landing
General Avia-
tion 2.9 6.5 3.6 11,8  10.% 15.7] 1.52 1
Commercial 1.8 16.8 - 9.7 17.3 - 1.52 3

Hotel/Motel oom Employee
Hotel 10.5 11.3 1.9 5.7 8.3 1.56 2
Motel 9.6 10.6 6.7 5.9 9.04 1.56 0
Resort Hotel 10.2 10.3 2.6 6.8 7.9 1.93 0

a. The trip rates given
used with caution.
is also periodically

are based on a limited number of studies and thus must be
The ITE Trip Generation Report(€) provides current data vhich

updated. The vehicle trip rates include external-internal and

"

{nternal-external trip ends at generators as vell as trucks, taxis and dbus.

Most of the generators exemined are located outside the central business districts

of cities.

The trip rates may thus de inapplicable to sites located within the

dense urban core, particularly in large é¢ities. Variaticns in generation rates
may also exiast because of the location of the generator either within a metropolitan

area or outside that area.

The vehicle trip rates presentad are actually volumes {nto and out of the
site. As such, they may include some trips that would be pasaing the
site on the adjacent street system, in avy case, while making a trip for
another reason, and they are induced to stop for impulse or convenience
shopping, personal bhusiness or to drop off or pick up a passenger. The
proportion of these trips has not been identified. Note also that ranges
in trip rates can be expected and these can vary depending upon local
conditions.,

The typical transit % shown has a wide range of variation based on loca-
t{ion within an urban area, level of gservice provided, etc., and as such,
should be used only to provide gross approximetions.

Does not include achool bus transits,

Al-3
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‘ 3. Typical auto occupancy, This provides tmgk%lA to the RGSO'UtIQI’I

converting vehicle trips to auto person-trips. Auto occu-
pancy is the average number of persons per automobile,
including the driver and any passengers. To obtain an
estimate of auto person-trips, the vehicle trips from the
column “Vehicle Trips To and From Per Day” (col. 2) is
multiplied by the auto occupancy, For example, consider
an acre of single-family residential area with 4 DU’s per
acre, The average vehicle trip rate (Table 1) is 10.2 per
dwelling.unit resulting in 40.8 trips to and from the area
per day (10.2 trips/ DU X 4 DU’s). The number of auto
person-trips would be estimated at 68 (40.8 X 1.67).
Because vehicle trip rates include other vehicles in addition
to automobiles, application of auto-occupancy rates to
vehicle trips will result in a slighy overestimate.
@Typical percent transit of total person-trips. This
provides the opportunity to estimate total person-trips,
as well as transit trips, to and from a specific site. Percent
transit is the percent of total person-trips expected on
transit. For example, based on Table 1, 10 percent of the
total person-trips (or trip ends) generated by a nursing
home can be expected to be made by transit. If a nursing
home had 100 beds, it would be expected to generate 270
daily vehicular trips to and from the facility (100 X 2.7).
A vehicle occupancy of 1,40 for the nursing home implies
378 auto person-trips (270X 1.4), corresponding to 90
percent of the total person-trips, Thus, total person-trips
would be given by 378 X 100/90=420. Then, transit
person-trips would be estimated at (420 — 378) or 42.
The percent transit provided can only be considered a very
rough estimate because public transportation use varies
significantly by the location of a generator in an urbanized
area, by the level of service provided and, by the character
of the urbanized area. Transit data have been obtained
for some specific sites (2, 3) as well as from otigir-

* destination data using data summarized by land use or

purpose.
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. ATTACHMENT 3
Exhibit A to the Resolution
APPENDIX B
TRANSIT DEVELOPMENT FEE
METHODOLOGY AND COST ASSUMPTIONS

DISTRICT 1

RT Metro Park and Ride Facilities

Four park and ride locations: Walerga Road/Roseville 560 spaces

Road

Elkhorn Blvd./Roseville 560 spaces
Road

Antelope Road/Roseville 560 spaces
Road

Winona Way (near AFB 200 spaces

Gate)/Roseville Road
TOTAL: 1880 spaces

Land Acquisition Costs:

o Walerga Road/Roseville Road - 5.6 acres at $4.86/sq.ft.
for Southern Pacific right-of-way (1988 costs); also re-
flects average 1986 value of adjacent commercial and light
industry zoned property:

Station (20' by 320') = S 31,104
Park and Ride = $1,154,426
$1,185,530

o Elkhorn Blvd./Roseville Road - (same cost assumptions)
= $1,185,530

© Antelope Road/Roseville Road
= $1,185,530

{same cost assumptions)

o Winona Way (near AFB Gate)/Roseville Road - 2.0 acres
at $5.42/sq.ft. for non Southern Pacific right-of-way

property:
Station (20' by 320') = $ 34,688
Park and Ride = $437,502
$472,190

*780 total spaces needed; however 220 spaces are joint-use conditioned upon
Crocker Development. The 560 spaces must be provided in Southern Pacific's
right-of-way. Cost assumptions are based on 560 spaces.

B-1
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ATTACHMENT 3

Construction Costs: Exhibit A to the Resolution

o Walerga Road/Roseville Road - 5.6 acres; SACOG LRT
Extension Report estimates 1988 park and ride costs =
$708,000; RT estimates station costs at $250,000

Station = $250,000
Park and Ride = $458,000
$708,000

o Elkhorn Blvd./Roseville Road - (same cost assumptions)
= $708,000

o Antelope Road/Roseville Road - (same cost assumptions)
= $708,000

o Winona Way (near AFB Gate)/Roseville Road:

Station = $250,000
Park and Ride = 5163,600*
$413,600

RT Metro Park and Ride Facility Costs:

Land Costs: $4,028,780
Construction Costs: $2,537,600
$6,566,380

Bus Park and Ride Facilities

o Elverta Road/Watt Ave. - 2 acre park and ride with 180
spaces

Land Acquisition:

Site is currently zoned RD-2; $1.99/sq.ft.
reflects 1988 property value: $173,368

Design Costs:

Design, PE, construction management and $ 82,750
general contingency (at 25% of construction
costs)

Construction Costs:

Parking Facilities $ 85,000
Onsite Improvements $122,000
Offsite Improvements $124,000

TOTAL: $587,118

*35,714% of 560 space construction cost (i.e. 200 spaces divided by 560 spaces)

203
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Allocation of RT Metro and Bus Park akXhihit AdeitheResolution
RT Metro Park and Ride Facilities $6,566,380
Bus Park and Ride Facilities $ 587,118
$7,153,498

$7,153,498 divided by 2060 spaces = $3,473 cost per space
1262 transit trips x 28% = 353 spaces
353 x $3,473 = $1,225,969 or $1,226,000

RT Metro Station (No Parking)

o Watt Ave./Roseville Road RT Metro Station, no parking,
walk on/drop off. Right-of-way is 40' wide; possibly
could include bus loading/unloading and/or kiss and ride
areas only..

Land Acquisition Costs:
0.294 acres at $4.86/sq.ft. = $62,200

Construction Costs:

Station costs = $500,000 (assumes cost 1is 2x other
station costs since area is 2x as large).

Total cost: $562,200
Allocation of cost: 28% x $562,200 = $157,416 or $157,400

Buses
16.6 new buses required to serve District 1

Capital Cost:
$3,353,200 = (16.6 buses x $202,000/bus); $202,000/bus is
FY 1988 cost escalated 12% above FY 1986 cost of
$180,000/bus

Allocation of Bus Capital Costs to New Growth:
16.6 buses x 70 persons (bus = 1162 person capacity)

1262 transit trip demand - 353 park and ride patrons =
909 net transit demand divided by 2* = 455 new bus
patrons

455 divided by 1162 = 39%
$3,353,200 x 39% = $1,307,748 or $1,307,800

*One bus can serve two trips (both outgoing and incoming), during peak hour so
transit demand count was reduced by 50%.

B-3
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ATTACHMENT 3
Exhibit A to the Resolution

Ssignal Preemption

Ten locations (eight along Watt Ave. plus two along Greenback
Lane):

Watt Ave. - Elverta Road
U Street
Elkhorn Blvd.
Don Julio Blvd.
Airbase Drive
Roseville Road
Palm Avenue/A Street
Karl Drive

Greenback Lane - Auburn Blvd.
I-80/Verner

Design Costs:

PE, construction management, and general $ 43,200
contingency (at 25% of construction costs)
Construction Costs:

Software ($560/intersection) $ 5,600
Controller Interface ($8.740/intersection) $ 87,400
Sensor Unit ($410/intersection) $ 4,100
Equipment Installation ($5,100/intersection) $ 51,000
Bus Emitters ($1,480/bus) $ 24,600

TOTAL: $215,900

Allocation of Signal Preemption Costs:

Assign 39% of total signal preemption costs of $215,900
to new growth = $84,201 or $84,200

Summary District 1 Transit Fee Costs

RT Metro and Bus Park and Ride Facility Costs $1,226,000
RT Metro Station {(No Parking) Costs 157,400
Buses 1,307,700
Signal Preemption 84,200

TOTAL: $2,775,300
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ATTACHMENT 3

DISTRICT 2 Exhibit A to the Resolution

RT Metro Park and Ride Facilities

Watt/Manlove RT Metro Station - extend current parking capacity
from 314 spaces to 432 spaces programmed in FEIS (net = 118
spaces).

Land Cost:

RT already owns the land necessary for expansion.

Construction Cost:

Design, PE, construction management and $ 45,500
general contingency
Parking Facilities $182,000

TOTAL: $227,500

Allocation of Park and Ride Costs:
1535 transit trips x 28% = 430 spaces.

only 118 new spaces available so allocate only 118 trips
to park and ride.

Total cost of Watt/Manlove Park and Ride expansion
allocated for new development or $227,500

Buses
13 buses required to service District 2 new growth

Capital Cost:
$2,626,000 (13 buses x $202,000/bus); $202,000/bus is FY
1988 cost escalated 12% above FY 1986 «cost of
$180,000/bus

Allocation of Bus Capital Costs to New Growth:
13 buses x 70 persons/bus = 910 person capacity

1535 transit trips - 118 park and ride patrons = 1417 net
transit demand

1417 new transit trips divided by 2 = 709 new bus patrons
709 divided by 910 = 78%
$2,626,000 x 78% = $2,048,280 or $2,048,300
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Exhibit A to the Resolution

Signal Preemption

Fifteen locations along Watt Avenue:

Watt Ave. - Auburn Blvd.
Edison Avenue
Whitney Avenue
Pope Avenue
Robertson Avenue
Marconi Avenue
El Camino Avenue
Cottage Way
Alta Arden Expressway
Arden Way
Hurley Way
Northrop Avenue
Fair Oaks Blvd.
Folsom Blvd.
Kiefer Blvd.

Design Costs:

Design, PE, Construction Management and $ 60,400
general contingency (at 25% of con-
struction costs)

Construction Costs:

Software ($560/intersection) $ 8,400
Controller Interface ($8,740/intersection) $131,100
Sensor Unit ($410/intersection) $ 6,200
Equipment Installation ($5,100/intersection) $ 76,500
Bus Emitters ($1,400/bus) ' $ 19,200

TOTAL: $301,800

Allocation of Signal Preemption Costs:

Assign 78% of total signal preemption costs to new growth
based on bus allocation = $235,404 or $235,400

Summary District 2 Transit Fee Costs

RT Metro Park and Ride Facility Expansion $ 227,500
Buses $2,048,300
Signal Preemption $ 235,400

BE-6
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. DISTRICT 3 Exhibit A to the Resolution

RT Metro Park and Ride Facilities

Three park and ride facilities: Mather Field Road 385 spaces

Zinfandel Drive 385 spaces

Sunrise Blvd, 5 spaces

TOTAL: 905 spaces

Land Acquisition Costs:

o Mather Field Road/Folsom Blvd. - 5 acres at $10.35/sq.ft.
in 1988; site is zoned special planning area according to
Rancho Cordova Community Plan Map - surrounding land uses
are limited and general commercial and light industrial;
use general commercial which 'is highest land value:

Station = § 64,200
Park and Ride = $2,121,400
$2,185,600
o 2Zinfandel Drive/Folsom Blvd. - 5 acres; same cost
assumptions
Station = $ 64,200
Park and Ride = $2,121,400
$2,185,600
o Sunrise Blvd./Folsom Blvd. - 2.5 acres; same cost
assumptions
Station = $ 64,200
Park and Ride = $1,028,600
$1,092,800

Total Park and Ride land acquisition costs: $5,464,000

Construction Costs:

o Mather Field Road/Folsom Blvd. = STDA Folsom LRT
Extension Report estimates 1988 station/park and ride
costs at $1,020,000; RT estimates station costs at

$250,000:
Station = §$ 250,000
Park and Ride = § 770,000
$1,020,000
B~7
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o Zinfandel Drive/Folsom Blvd. - STIExRdbttrA totheResdbdfion
costs at $1,224,000:

Station = §250,000
Park and Ride = $702,000
$952,000

o Sunrise Blvd. -~ STDA Report estimates 1988 costs at
$816,000 for a 4 acre facility; RT estimates only 2.5
acres are required; proportion 4 acre cost to 2.5 acre
facility is $510,200:

Station = $250,000
Park and Ride = $260,200
$510,200

Total Construction Costs: $2,482,200

RT Metro Park and Ride Facility Costs:

Land Costs: $5,464,000
Construction Costs: $2,482,000
$7,946,200

Bus Park and Ride Facilities

Two park and ride locations: Gold River Transit 449 spaces
Center

Sunrise Transit Center 62 spaces

TOTAL: 511 spaces

Land Acquisition Costs:

RT currently owns or has received federal grant funds for
purchase of the land needed for these park and ride

facilities.

Construction Costs:

Gold River Transit Center $3,481,000
Sunrise Transit Center 123,000
$3,604,000

Allocation of RT Metro and Bus Park and Ride Facilities
Costs:

$11,550,200 divided by 1416 total spaces = §8,157 cost
per space

2827 new transit trips x 28% = 792 spaces
792 spaces x $8,157 = $6,460,344 or $6,460,300

B-8
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ATTACHMENT 3
Exhibit A to the Resolution

23 buses required to service District 3 new growth

Capital Cost:

$4,646,000 (23 buses x $202,000/bus); $202,000/bus is FY

1988 cost
$180,000/bus

escalated

12% above FY 1986

Allocation of Bus Capital Costs to New Growth:

23 buses x 70 persons/bus =

1610 person capacity

2827 new transit trips - 792 park and ride patrons
net transit trips

2035 divided by 2 =
1018 divided by 1610 =

1018 new bus patrons
63%

§4,646,000 x 63% = $2,926,980 or $2,927,000

Signal Preemption

Eighteen locations

(seven along Sunrise Blvd.,

Avenue, and five along Greenback Lane):

Sunrise Blvd. -

Hazel Avenue -

Greenback Lane -~

Greenback Lane
Madison Avenue
Sunset Avenue
Winding Way
Fair Oaks Blvd.
Coloma Road
Zinfandel Drive

Greenback Lane
Pershing Avenue
Madison Avenue
Sunset Avenue
Winding Way

Hwy 50 Interchange

Hazel Avenue
Kenneth Avenue
Fair Oaks Blvd.
Sunrise Blvd.
Sylvan/San Juan

cost

of

2035

six along Hazel
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ATTACHMENT 3
Exhibit A to the Resolution

Design Costs:

Design, PE, construction management and s 75,200
general contingency (at 25% of con-
struction costs)

Construction Costs:

Software ($560/intersection) $ 10,100
Controller Interface ($8,740/intersection) $157,300
Sensor Unit ($410/intersection) $ 7,400
Equipment Installation ($5,100/intersection) $ 91,800
Bus Emitters ($1,480/bus) : $ 34,000

TOTAL: $375,800

Allocation of Costs:

Sunrise Blvd. = $146,200
Hazel Ave. = $125,100
Greenback Lane = $104,500

$375,800

Allocation of Signal Preemption Costs:

Assign 63% of signal preemption costs to new growth based
on bus allocation = $236,754 or $236,800

Summary of District 3 Transit Fee Allocation

RT Metro and Bus Park and Ride Facilities: $6,460,300
Buses 2,927,000
Signal Preemption ; 236,800

TOTAL: $9,624,100

B-10
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Exhibit A to the Resolution

DISTRICT 4

Bus Park and Ride Facilities

Four location: E. Stockton Blvd. near 285 spaces
Calvine Road/Hwy 99 Interchange

Bond Road/Hwy99 Interchange 100 spaces

Sheldon Road/Hwy 99 Interchange 100 spaces

Elk Grove Blvd./Elk Grove-Florin Road 100 spaces
TOTAL: 585 spaces

Land Acquisition Costs:

Q

Calvine - 4 acres previously dedicated per conditions of
Larchmont/Countryside Development - $0.00 cost

Bond Road - 1 acre at $5.52/sq.ft.; (1988 value of
general commercial land; site is currently zoned general
commercial)

Park and Ride = $240,500
Sheldon Road - 1 acre at $1.99; (1988 value of
residential land; site is currently zoned residential)
Park and Ride = §86,700

Elk Grove Blvd./Elk Grove-Florin Road - 1 acre at $1.99;

(same cost assumption as Sheldon Road Park and Ride)
Park and Ride = $86,700

Total park and ride land acquisition costs: $413,900

Construction Costs:

o

Calvine Road:

Design, PE, Construction Management and $ 813,800
general contingency (at 25% of con-
struction costs)

Parking Facilities $ 586,000
Onsite Improvements $ 573,000
Offsite Improvements $ 144,000
Hwy 99 Bus Only Access Slip Ramp and $1,680,000

Auxillary Lane

Sewer Easement Reconstruction $ 272,000

TOTAL: $4,068,800

212
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ATTACHMENT 3
o Bond Road: Exhibit A to the Resolution
Design, PE, Construction Management and $ 55,500
general contingency (at 25% of con-
struction costs)
Parking Facilities $124,700
Onsite Improvements $ 69,600
Offsite $_ 27,800
$277,600
Sheldon Road: ;
Design, PE, Construction Management and $ 50,000
general contingency (at 25% of con~
struction costs)
Parking Facilities $117,800
Onsite Improvements $ 54,300
Offsite $ 27,800
$249,900
Elk Grove Blvd./Elk Grove-=Florin Road:
Design, PE, Construction Management and $ 46,000
general contingency (at 25% of con-
struction costs)
Parking Facilities $ 94,900
Onsite Improvements $ 62,100
Offsite $ 26,900
$229,900

Total construction costs: 354,826,200

Total Bus Park and Ride Facility Costs:

Land Costs: $ 413,900
Construction Costs: $4,826,200
$5,240,100

Allocation of Bus Park and Ride Costs:

$5,240,100 divided by 585 total spaces = $8,957 cost per
space

2,219 new transit trips x 28% = 621 park and ride spaces

100% park and ride costs allocated to new development of
$5,240,100
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Exhibit A to the Resolution

Buses
13.5 buses required to serve District 4 new growth

Capital Cost:

$2,727,000 (13.5 buses x $202,000/bus); $202,000/bus is
FY 1988 cost escalated 12% above FY 1986 cost of
$180,000/bus)

Allocation of Bus Capital Costs to New Growth:
13.5 buses x 70 persons/bus = 945 person capacity

2,219 new transit trips - 585 park and ride patrxrons =
1634 net transit trips

1634 divided by 2 = 817 new bus patrons
817 divided by 945 = 86%

Assign 86% of bus capital costs to new development =
$2,357,630 or $2,357,600 .

Summary of Disrtict 4 Transit Fee Costs

Bus Park and Ride Facility Cost: $5,240,100
Buses 2,357,600

TOTAL: $7,597,700
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— m COMPUTATION OF TRANSIT DEVELOPMENT FEE RATES (AxB = C)

L o

O

< o

- c LAND USE CATEGORY
FEE DIEPRIEE 1 SF ME oo BP o MP
Peak Hour M.,%m 171 245 506 107 108 125
D.U.'s or Million S.F. 3,195 2,268 2.171 0.503 2.248 0.920
Trips Per Bhit (B) 0.053 0.108 2.33x10~% 2.13x107% 4.83x107°  1.36x107°
Fee Per GAMW (C) $118/du  $238/du  $0.51/sf $0.47/st $0.11/sf $0.30/sf
FEE DISTRICT 2
Peak Hour Trips 13 327 525 425 74 171
D.U.'s or Million S.F. 252 3,027 2.256 1.998 1.533 1.251
Trips Per Unit (B) 0.053 0.108 2.33x10°% 2.13x10°% 4.83x10™° 1.36x107%
Fee Per Unit (C) $87/du  $177/du  $0.38/sf =~ $0.35/sf $0.08/st $0.22/sf
FEE DISTRICT 3
Peak Hour Trips 275 345 597 214 365 1,031
D.U.'s or Million S.F. 5,142 3,192 2.561 1.006 7.562 7.561
Trips Per Unit (B) 0.053 0.108 2.33x10°% 2.13x107% 4.83x20°  1.36x107%
Fee Per Unit (C) $182/du  $368/du  $0.79/sf  $0.72/sf  $0.16/sf  $0.46/sE
FEE DISIRICT 4
Peak Hour Trips 651 434 682 79 161 212
D.U.'s or Million S.F. 12,154 4,020 2.927 0.374 3.345 1.552
Trips Per Unit (B) 0.053 0.108 2.33x10~% 2.13x107% 4.83x107°  1.36x107%
Fee Per Unit (C) $183/du  $370/du  $0.80/sf  $0.73/sf  $0.16/sf  $0.47/sf

TOTAL:

TOTAL TOTAL COST PER
PEAK TRIPS  IMPROV. OOST  PEAK TRIP
1,262 2,775,300 (a) 2,199
1,535 2,511,200 (a) 1,636
2,827 9,624,100 (a) 3,404
2,219 7,597,700 (n) 3,424
7,843 $22,508,300

B-14
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10.

11.

12,

"SOURCES OF INFORMATION FOR SERIVCE,
CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS AND LAND ACQUISITION COSTS

FY 1988 Update Transit Plan, RT, June 29, 1987.

Characteristics of Urban Transportation Systems - A Handbook

for Transportation Planners, Report Nos.

UMTA-IT-06-0049~79-1 and UMTA-MA-06-0173-85-1, UMTA/FHWA,
June 1979 & October 1985.

Trangportation Research Circular Number 212, Transportation

Research Board, January 1980.

LSI Current Construction Costs 1986, 23rd Annual Edition,

Lee Sayor Incorporated, 1986.

Sacramento Real Estate Vol. 2, Number 2, Summer 1986.

ncalifornia's Growth Capital", The Sacramento Union, June 5,
1986.

Sacramento Park-and-Ride Feasibility Study Working Paper No.

T - Background Data and Community Screening, Wilbur Smith
Associates, June 1, 1980,

The Property Bulletin = Central California Region, SAFECO
Title Insurance, July 1986.

North American Title Property Bank Iinformation, North

American Title, 4th Quarter, 1986.

Bishop Hawk Exclusive Listings - Industrial Land, Retail and
Office Property, Bishop Hawk, October 3, 1986.

"Money Week and Job Mart", The Sacramento Union, June 5,
1986.
Tour Book = Sacramento On The Go - A Development Profile,

Sacramento Metropolitan Chamber of Commerce, October 9, 1986.
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Thus documerdts
Quttings _the
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/_.

EXHIBIT C

SACRAMENTO COUNTY

CONSOLIDATED ROADWAY AND TRANSIT
CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS PROGRAM

FOR DEVELOPMENT FEE DISTRICTS ONE THROUGH FOUR

(Revised August 30, 1988)
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TRANSPORTATION DEVELOPMENT FEE SCHEDULE

LAND USE: SF MF
Fees: /du /du
DISTRICT Capital Cost
1 - Subtotal: $10,525,300 $664 $621
a. Roads: 7,750,000 547 . 383
b. Transit: 2,775,300 117 238
2 - Subtotal: $10,801,200 $705 $610
a. Roads: 8,290,000 618 433
b. Transit: 2,511,200 87 177
c. As applicable deduct
Bradshaw/50 IFD Credit: n.a. 191
3 - Subtotal: $29,269,200 $877 $847
a. Roads: 19,950,000 702 491
b. Transit: 9,319,200 175 356
c. As applicable deduct
Sunrise/50 AD Credit: n.a 204
d. As applicable deduct
Cap Ctr II AD Credit: n.a. n.a.
4 - Subtotal: $24,861,000 $835 $741
a. Roads: 19,970,000 718 503
b. Transit: 4,891,000 117 238
Total: $75,456,700
a. Roads: 55,960,000 (74.2%)
b. Transit: 19,496,700 (25.8%)
- i -

CoMM
st

$1.76

1.25
0.51

$1.80

1.42
0.38

0.88
$2.38

1.61
0.77

0.62

$2.15

1.64
0.51

BP

/st

$1

1
0

$1

1
0
0

s$2.

O =

.61

.14
.47

.64

.29
.35

.65
17

.47
.70

.a-

.ad.

.97

.50
.47
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IND
7st

$0.49

0.38
0.11

$0.51

0.43
0.08

0.19
$0.64

0.48
0.16

0.22
0.04

$0.60

0.49
0.11

MP_
7st

$1.37

1.07
0.30

$1.43

1.21
0.22

0.42
$1.82

1.37
0.45

0.38
0.39

$1.70

1.40
0.30
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ROAD AND TRANSIT CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN FOR FEE DISTRICT 1

Fee District 1 - Road and Transit Improvements Total: $10,525,300

A. Road Improvements Subtotal: 7,750,000

1. Road Widening
Greenback Ln. - I-80 to Dewey Dr. Widen to 6 lanes @75% 2,350,000
Elkhorn B1. - I-80 to Don Julio BI. Widen to 6 lanes 1,170,000
Roseville Rd. - Tacomic Dr. to Gold Run Dr Widen to 4 lanes 870,000
2. Intersection Signalization and Widening
Roseville Rd. - 4 intersections (Oakhollow Dr. to Gold Run) 760,000

Elkhorn B1. - 6 intersections (6th St. to 32nd St.) 2,400,000
3. Two-Way Left Turn Lanes .
Walerga Rd. - Elkhorn B1. to SPRR overcrossing 200,000
B. Transit Improvements Subtotal: 2,775,300
1. Signal Preemption (39% funding by fees) 84,200
2. RT Metro and Bus Park and Ride Facilities (17% funding by fees)
ETverta Rd. at Watt Ave. 100,700
Roseville Rd. at Winona Way 151,800
Roseville Rd. at Watt Ave. 157,400
Roseville Rd. at Walerga Rd. 324,500
Roseville Rd. at Elkhorn Bl. 324,500
Roseville Rd. at Antelope Rd. 324,500
3. Acquisition of Buses (39% funding by fees) 1,307,700
1-b
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FEE DISTRICT 1
Roadway Improvement Program Schedule Summary
(Figures in $1,000's)

PROJECTS FISCAL YEARS
88-89 89-90 90-91 91-92 92-93 93-94 94-95 95-96 Total
Road Widening a 3
Greenback Ln:4-6 1,000 1,350 2,350
(1-80-Dewey)
Elkhorn B1:4-6 1,170 1,170
(1-80-Don Julio)
Roseville Rd:2-4 870 870
(Tacomic-Gold R)
Signals & Widen
EiEForn7§2n3 400** 400
Elkhorn/Dry Ck 400 400
Elkhrn/16th 400 400
Elkhorn/
10th,24th,28th 1,200% 1,200
Roseville/Tacomc, 360 360
Andrea,Gold Run
Rosev1/0akhollow 400 400
Two-Way LT Lanes
Walerga Rd 200 200
(SPRR-E1khorn)
ANNUAL TOTAL 7200 — 400 1,000 1,750 400 1,170 1,630 T,200
CUMUL. TOTAL 200 600 1,600 3,350 3,750 4,920 6,550 7,750/ 7,750
Est. Annual Rev. *680 1,010 1,010 1,010 1,010 1,010 1,010 1,010
Cum. Total Rev. 680 1,690 2,700 3,710 4,720 5,730 6,740 7,750

* Assumes only eight months of revenue in first year, 1988/89.

** possible cooperative project with Road Fund to extend widening east to
Watt Avenue if sales tax is not approved.

@ = Must be matched by FAU or sales tax to complete road widening project.

Preliminary engineering will be done in the year prior to the year listed.
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FEE DISTRICT 1
Transit Improvement Program Schedule Summary
(Figures in $1,000's)

PROJECTS FISCAL YEARS
88-89 89-90 90-91 91-92 92-93 93-94 94-95 95-96 Total

Signal Preemption

reenback Ln. 16.8 16.8

Watt Ave. 16.9 16.9 16.8 16.8 67.4
LRT/Bus Park&Ride

Elverta/Watt 29.7 35.5 35.5 100.7

Roseville/Winona 81.0 13.6 33.9 23.3 151.8

Roseville/Watt 17.4 26.8 67.1 46.1 157.4

Roseville/Walerga 101.6 101.6 23.3 58.1 39.9 324.5
Roseville/Elkhorn 101.6 101.6 23.3 58.1 39.9 324.5
Roseville/Antelop 101.6 101.6 23.3 58.1 39.9 324.5
Bus Acquisition

Buses 163.5 163.5 163.5 163.5 163.5 163.4 163.4 163.4 1307.7
ANNUAL TOTAL ~ T93.7 T99.0 25,9 785.7 &00.3 290.5 238.7 2.5
CUMUL. TOTAL 193.2 392.2 608.1 1093.3 1693.6 1984.1 2422.8 2775.3/2775.3

Est. Annual Rev. *241.3 362.0 362.0 362.0 362.0 362.0 362.0 362.0
Cum. Total Rev. 241.3 603.3 965.3 1327.3 1689.3 2051.3 2413.3 2775.3

* Assumes only eight months of revenue in first year, 1988/89.
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ROADWAY AND TRANSIT DEVELOPMENT FEE
~ DISTRICT 1 CAPITAL TMPROVEMENTS

1ST YEAR - FISCAL YEAR 1988-89

Construction Cost Est.
(in $1,000's)

I. ROADWAY IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS

C. Median Two-Way Left Turn Lanes
~1. Walerga Rd. from Eilkhorn Blvd. to Southern Pacific 200.0
Railroad overcrossing

Roadway Improvements Subtotal: : - - 200.0

II. TRANSIT IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS
B. Bus Park and Ride Facilities (17% of project costs)

1. Elverta Park and Ride (SW Corner of Elverta Rd. and 29.7
Watt Ave.): Land acquisition .

C. Bus System Expansion (39% of project costs)

1. Acquisition of Buses: (lst of 8-year funding) 163.5
Transit Improvements Subtotal: 193.2
1st Year Roadway and Transit Improvements Total: $393.2

-4 -
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ROADWAY AND TRANSIT DEVELOPMENT FEE
—DISTRICT 1 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS

2ND YEAR - FISCAL YEAR 1989-90

Construction Cost Est.
(in $1,000's)

I.  ROADWAY IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS

B. Intersection Signalization and Widening

1. Elkhorn Blvd. at 32nd Street: Widen Elkhorn Blvd. 400.0
to 4-lanes at intersection and install signals

Roadway Improvements Subtotal: ' ~400.0

IT. TRANSIT IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS

B. Bus Park and Ride Facilities (17% of project costs)

1. Elverta Park and Ride (SW Corner of Elverta Rd. and 35.5
Watt Ave.): Construction (lst of 2-year funding)

C. Bus System Expansion (39% of proiect costs)

1. Acquisition of Buses: (2nd of 8-year funding) 163.5
Transit Improvements Subtotal: 199.0
2nd Year Roadway and Transit Improvements Total: $599.0

-5 -
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ROADWAY AND TRANSIT DEVELOPMENT FEE

3RD YEAR - FISCAL YEAR 1990-91

Construction Cost Est.
(in $1,000's)

I. ROADWAY IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS
A. Major Roadway Widening Projects

1. Greenback Lane: 1-80 to Dewey Drive; Widen to 1,000.0
six lanes divided (1st of 2-year funding; must be
matched by FAU or sales tax to complete project)

Roadway Improvements Subtotal: 1,000.0

II. TRANSIT IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS
A. Traffic Signal Preemption (39% of project costs)

1. Watt Avenue: (1st of 4-year funding) 16.9
B. Bus Park and Ride Facilities (17% of project costs)

1. Elverta Park and Ride (SW Corner of Elverta Rd. and 35.5
Watt Ave.): Construction (2nd of 2-year funding)

C. Bus System Expansion (39% of project costs)

1. Acquisition of Buses: (3rd of 8-year funding) 163.5
Transit Improvements Subtotal: 215.9
3rd Year Roadway and Transit Improvements Total: $1,215.9

-6 -
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ROADWAY AND TRANSIT DEVELOPMENT FEE
T DISTRICT 1 _CAPITAL TMPROVEMENTS

4TH YEAR - FISCAL YEAR 1991-92

Construction Cost Est.
(in $1,000's)

I. ROADWAY IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS

A. Major Roadway Widening Projects

1. Greenback Lane: I-80 to Dewey Drive; Widen to 1,350.0
six lanes divided (2nd of 2-vear funding; must be
matched by FAU or sales tax to complete project)

B. Intersection Signalization and Widening

1. Elkhorn Blvd. at Dry Creek Rd.: Widen Elkhorn Blvd. 400.0
to 4-lanes at intersection and install signals

Roadway Improvements Subtotal: , A 1,750.0

II. TRANSIT IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS
A. Traffic Signal Preemption (39% of project costs)

1. Watt Avenuve: (2nd ofv4-yeér funding) 16.9
B. RT Metro Station and Bus Park and Ride Facilities

1. Roseville Road/Walerga Road Station (17% of costs): 101.6
Land acquisition (1st of 2-year funding)

2. Roseville Road/Elkhorn Blvd. Station (17% of costs): 101.6
Land acquisition (1st of 2-year funding)

3. Roseville Road/Antelope Rd. Station (17% of costs): 101.6
Land acquisition (1lst of 2-year funding)

C. Bus System Expansion (39% of project costs)

1. Acquisition of Buses: (4th of 8-year funding) 163.5
Transit Improvements Subtotal: 485.2
4th Year Roadway and Transit Improvements Total: $2,235.2

-7 -
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ROADWAY AND TRANSIT DEVELOPMENT FEE

5TH YEAR - FISCAL YEAR 1992-93

Construction Cost Est.
(in $1,000's)

I. ROADWAY IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS

B. Intersection Signalization and Widening

1. Elkhorn Blvd. at 16th Street: Widen Elkhorn Blvd. 400.0
to 4-Tanes at intersection and install signals

Roadway Improvements Subtotal: ~400.0

II. TRANSIT IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS

A. Traffic Signal Preemption (39% of project costs)

1. Watt Avenue: (3rd of 4-year funding) 16.8
2. Greenback Lane 16.8

B. RT Metro Station and Bus Park and Ride Facilities

1. Roseville Road/Walerga Road Station (17% of costs): 101.6
Land acquisition (2nd of 2-year funding)

2. Roseville Road/Elkhorn Blvd. Station (17% of costs): 101.6
Land acquisition (2nd of 2-year funding)

3. Roseville Road/Antelope Rd. Station (17% of costs): 101.6
Land acquisition (2nd of 2-year funding)

4. Roseville Road/Watt Ave. Station (28% of costs): 17.4
Land acquisition

5. Roseville Road/Winona Way Station (17% of costs): 81.0

Land acquisition

C. Bus System Expansion (39% of project costs)

1. Acquisition of Buses: (5th of 8-year funding) 163.5
Transit Improvements Subtotal: 600.3
5th Year Roadway and Transit Improvements Total: $1,000.3

-8 -
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ROADWAY AND TRANSIT DEVELOPMENT FEE
T DISTRICT 1 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS

6TH YEAR - FISCAL YEAR 1993-94

Construction Cost Est.
(in $1,000's)

I. ROADWAY IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS

A. Major Roadway Widening Projects
1. ETkhorn Blvd.: 1-80 to Don Julio Blvd.; Widen to 1,170.0
six lanes divided

Roadway Improvements Subtotal: i : 1,170.0

II. TRANSIT IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS
A. Traffic Signal Preemption (39% of project costs)

1. Watt Avenue: (4th of 4-year funding) 16.8

B. RT Metro Station and Bus Park and Ride Facilities )

1. Roseville Road/Walerga Road Station (17/% of costs): 23.3
Construction (1st of 3-year funding) .

2. Roseville Road/Elkhorn Blvd. Station (17% of costs): 23.3

Construction (1lst of 3-year fundin?)
3. Roseville Road/Antelope Rd. Station (17% of costs): 23.3
Construction (1st of 3-year funding)

4. Roseville Road/Watt Ave. Station (28% of costs): 26.8
Construction (1st of 3-year funding)
5. Roseville Road/Winona Way Station (17% of costs): 13.6

Construction (1st of 3-year funding

C. Bus System Expansion (39% of project costs)

T. Acquisition of Buses: (6th of 8-year funding) - 163.4
Transit Improvements Subtotal: 290.5
6th Year Roadway and Transit Improvements Total: $1,460.5

-9 -
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ROADWAY AND TRANSIT DEVELOPMENT FEE
~ DISTRICT 1 CAPITAL TMPROVEMENTS

7TH YEAR - FISCAL YEAR 1994-95

Construction Cost Est.
(in $1,000's)

I. ROADWAY IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS

A. Major Roadway Widening Projects

1. Roseville Road: Tacomic Drive to Gold Run Dr.; 870.0
Widen to four lanes

B. Intersection Signalization and Widening

1. Roseville Road at Tacomic Drive: Install signals 120.0
2. Roseville Road at Andrea Drive: Install signals 120.0
3. Roseville Road at Gold Run Ave.: Install signals 120.0

4, Roseville Rd. at Oakhollow Dr.: Widen Roseville Rd. 400.0'
to 4-lanes at intersection and install signals

Roadway Improvements Subtotal: 1,630.0

II. TRANSIT IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS
B. RT Metro Station and Bus Park and Ride Facilities

T. Roseville Road/Walerga Road Station (1/% of costs): 58.1
Construction (2nd of 3-year funding)

2. Roseville Road/Elkhorn Blvd. Station (17% of costs): 58.1
Construction (2nd of 3-year funding)

3. Roseville Road/Antelope Rd. Station ?17% of costs): 58.1
Construction (2nd of 3-year funding)

4. Roseville Road/Watt Ave. Station (28% of costs): 67.1
Construction (2nd of 3-year funding)

5. Roseville Road/Winona Way Station (17% of costs): 33.9

Construction (2nd of 3-year funding

C. Bus System Expansion (39% of project costs)

T. Acquisition of Buses: (7th of 8-year funding) 163.4
Transit Improvements Subtotal: 438.7
7th Year Roadway and Tran#it Improvements Total: $2,068.7

- 10 -
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ROADWAY AND TRANSIT DEVELOPMENT FEE

8TH YEAR - FISCAL YEAR 1995-96

Construction Cost Est.
(in $1,000's)

I.  ROADWAY IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS

B. Intersection Signalization and Widening

1. Elkhorn Blvd. near Cherry Ln: Widen Elkhorn Blvd. 400.0
to 4-lanes at intersection and install signals

2. Elkhorn Blvd. at 24th Street: Widen Elkhorn Blvd. .400.0
to 4-lanes at intersection and install signals

3. Elkhorn Blvd. at 28th Street: Widen Elkhorn Blvd. 400.0

to 4-lanes at intersection and install signals

Roadway Improvements Subtotal: 1,200.0

II. TRANSIT IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS
B. RT Metro Station and Bus Park and Ride Facilities

1. Roseville Road/Walerga Road Station (17% of costs): 39.9
Construction (3rd of 3-year funding)

2. Roseville Road/Elkhorn Blvd. Station (17% of costs): 39.9
Construction (3rd of 3-year funding)

3. Roseville Road/Antelope Rd. Station ?17% of costs): 39.9
Construction (3rd of 3-year funding)

4. Roseville Road/Watt Ave. Station (28% of costs): 46.1
Construction (3rd of 3-year funding)

5. Roseville Road/Winona Way Station (17% of costs): 23.3

Construction (3rd of 3-year funding

C. Bus System Expansion (39% of project costs)

1. Acquisition of Buses: (8th of 8-year funding) 163.4
Transit Improvements Subtotal: 352.5
8th Year Roadway and Transit Improvements Total: $1,552.5

- 11 -

AGENDA ITEM 10.1



N ”~
L5 3 X Rildi idn [
NC CLCLLAN LI
am romce ! < _
YYT S & 37 COYLE AVE. 2
Y w &
R MADISON A
—+ ‘
2 14 q o
</ : I?l 3
¢/ sp==v" 2z o Z =
- Z[amemcan q4 S
| p > Clmven 2 3 y
- 243 glcoure 2 ﬁ F
. 8 4 wWAY
: Pt ) 0 Sig p
- J L INC g vE i g
CYPRESS AVE . ; /"_
GRAND AVE. / FAIR OAKS sLVvD g :
. 3 .
DEL PASO 1SN av, ” u' = g
PARK > > SUTTER AVE
. . ——[—(--— <]
cud® Creek > WHIT AvE, { GRANT VE. , co“ .
' z a sunons v Q( P Q‘ /
OPE v g 5 NoTHd | ave. ) ,/
&y 2 & TAN ' Q o
__ROBEATSON 5 & STANLEY & /
. MARCONI ave. § §| CARMICHAEL ./
e ~ r aLMd OR_ ../ %
'- < /.
o : %‘ REN Ave ] § %0
3 gL CAMIN ave, F I KarFuAN K, S %
! ’ i ‘y S/ RANCHO!
ARCADE -md onuv.,fl P ‘agORDOVA
== 3 e
way =N T corrace _ war H l ' d" ‘é'
3 &
. Exa,,| whone oo ’ P %, &
ARDEN way soeTne/ ,"q,
I Parx 'y
FIUTEH . . U |i
: $ g 2 ] @ A
CAL EXPO wav B Y "
d - \; e
“%, W § 8 w - S@
{__/"-'— g ! - ] + & pRIVE \§\g
S Rrontnrue 3] ave 3 < - g
d 3 RS
l B &
%‘i @ b
e PR
o -
AMERICAY € ® ! {
|
| on
o
A A
sac. Lviens.
STATE %
<) COLLEGE % o
oo PLEGE
MONT \goerme, 3
iV
= (- : s
g ¥ r rz'l l 8ASE
JUVENIL
DWAY - lf‘l
> ) =3
| i
i §
H  AVE. 3 § $
I - 6
ﬂ—'——.—‘—ﬁ
\ :
<
[~
[ 4
T
.”/s on /\
. C'Q
U.S. ARMY \/ z‘
SiaNAL ' ¥
oeror ) ‘ — 11-a z a
% ROA L —\
e Ewosn crERR % = ~ AGENDA ITEM 10.1




ATTACHMENT 4 235
Exhibit B to the Resolution

ROAD AND TRANSIT CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN FOR FEE DISTRICT 2

Fee District 2 - Road and Transit Improvements Total: $10,801,200

A. Road Improvements Subtotal: 8,290,000

1. Road Widening

Howe Ave. - Fair Oaks to Hurley Way Widen to 6 lanes @15% 400,000
Watt Ave. - Arden Way to American River Widen to 6 lanes 700,000
Watt Ave. - American River bridge Widen to 6 lanes ©20% 1,000,000
Watt Ave. - American River to Folsom B1. Widen to 6 lanes 140,000

Fair Oaks B1. - Watt Ave. to Eastern Ave. Widen to 6 lanes 400,000

Fair Oaks B1. - Marconi to Manzanita Widen to 6 lanes @75% 3,500,000

Manzanita Ave. - Fair Oaks Bl. to Cypress Widen to 6 lanes 430,000

Folsom B1. - Routier Rd to Mather F1d. Rd Widen to 6 lanes 1,600,000
2. Intersection Signalization

01d Placerville Rd. - 1 intersection (Bradshaw to Routier) 120,000

B. Transit Improvements Subtotal: 2,511,200
1. Signal Preemption (78% funding by fees)
Watt Ave. 235,400
2. RT Metro and Bus Park and Ride Facilities (100% funding by fees)
Watt Ave. at Manlove Station 227,500
3. Acquisition of Buses (78% funding by fees) 2,048,300
11-b
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PROJECTS

Road Widenin
Howe Ave:4-
(City-Hurley)
Fair Oaks B1:4-6
(Watt-Eastern)
Folsom B1:4-6
(Ma F Rd-Routr)
Watt Ave:4-6
(Am R.-Arden)
Watt Ave:4-6
(Am R.-Folsom)
Watt Ave bridge
4-6 lanes
Manzanita Av:4-6
(F.0.-Cypress)
Fair Oaks B1:4-6
(Marconi-Manzn)

Signals
Oid Plcrville Rd

at unspec. int.

ANNUAL TOTAL
CUMUL. TOTAL
Est. Annual Rev.

Cum. Total Rev,

* Assumes only eight months of revenue in first year, 1988/89.

FEE DISTRICT 2
Roadway Improvement Program Schedule Summary
(Figures in $1,000's)

FISCAL YEARS
88-89 89-90 90-91 91-92 92-93 93-94 94-95 95-96 Total

ATTACHMENT 4 236
Exhibit B to the Resolution

0 " 500

1002  300°
a00®
400 1,200
700
120
700 2,020

500 1,200 3,220

*723 1,081 1,081 1,081
723 1,804 2,885 3,966

940 T,430

400
400
1,600
700
140
1,000
800

430% 1,100% 1,600% 3,130

120
1,600
8,290/ 8,290
1,081
8,290

@ = Must be matched by FAU or sales tax to complete road widening project.

b

Eastern Avenue/Fair Oaks Blvd. intersection improvements only.

Preliminary engineering will be done in the year prior to the year listed.

- 12 -
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ATTACHMENT 4 237
Exhibit B to the Resolution

FEE DISTRICT 2
Transit Improvement Program Schedule Summary
(Figures in $1,000's)

PROJECTS FISCAL YEARS
88-89 89-90 90-91 91-92 92-93 93-94 94-95 95-96 Total
Signal Preemption

Watt Ave. 58.9 58.9 58.8 58.8 235.4
LRT/Bus Park8Ride

Watt/Manlove 227 .5 227 .5
Bus Acquisition

Buses 256.0 256.1 256.0 256.0 256.0 256.0 256.1 256.1 2048.3
ANNUAL TOTAL 483.5 756.1 314.9 3149 314.8 314.8 256.1 7256.1

CUMUL. TOTAL 483.5 739.6 1054.5 1369.4 1684.2 1999.0 2255.1 2511.2/2511.7

Est. Annual Rev. *218.7 327.5 327.5 327.5 327.5 327.5 327.5 327.5
Cum. Total Rev. 218.7 546.2 873.7 1201.2 1528.7 1856.2 2183.7 2511.2

* Assumes only eight months of revenue in first year, 1988/89.

- 13 -
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ATTACHMENT 4
Exhibit B to the Resolution

ROADWAY AND TRANSIT DEVELOPMENT FEE
DISTRICT 2 CAPTTAL IMPROVEMENTS

1ST YEAR - FISCAL YEAR 1988-89

Construction Cost Est.
(in $1,000's)

II1. TRANSIT IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS
B. RT Metro Station and Bus Park and Ride Facilities

1. Watt Avenue/Manlove Road Station Park and Ride: 227.5
Construction of additional parking (100% of costs)

C. Bus System Expansion (78% of project costs)

1. Acquisition of Buses: (1lst of 8-year funding) 256.0
Transit Improvements Subtotal: 1835
1st Year Roadway and Transit Improvements Total: $483.5

- 14 -
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ATTACHMENT 4 239

Exhibit B to the Res

ROADWAY AND TRANSIT DEVELOPMENT FEE
— DISTRICT 2 CAPTTAL IMPROVEMENTS

2ND YEAR - FISCAL YEAR 1989-90

olution

Construction Cost Est.
(in $1,000's)

I.  ROADWAY IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS

A. Major Roadway Widening Projects

1. Howe Avenue: Fair Oaks Bl1. to Hurley Way; Widen 100.0
to six lanes divided (1st of 2-year funding; must
be matched by FAU or sales tax to complete project)

2. Fair Oaks Blvd.: Watt Ave. to Eastern Ave.: 400.0
Widen to six lanes at Eastern Ave. intersection

Roadway Improvements Subtotal: ~500.0

II. TRANSIT IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS

C. Bus System Expansion (78% of project costs)

1. Acquisition of Buses: (2nd of 8-year funding) 256.1
Transit Improvements Subtotal: 256.1
2nd Year Roadway and Transit Improvements Total: 756.1

- 15 -
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ATTACHMENT 4
Exhibit B to the Resolution

ROADWAY AND TRANSIT DEVELOPMENT FEE

3RD YEAR - FISCAL YEAR 1990-91

Construction Cost Est.
(in $1,000's)

I.  ROADWAY IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS

A. Major Roadway Widening Projects

1. Howe Avenue: Fair Oaks B1. to Hurley Way; Widen 300.0
to six lanes divided (2nd of 2-year funding; must
be matched by FAU or sales tax to complete project)

2. Folsom Blvd.: Routier Road to Mather Field Road; 400.0
Widen to six lanes divided (1st of 2-year funding)

Roadway Improvements Subtotal: 700.0

II. TRANSIT IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS

A. Traffic Signal Preemption (78% of project costs)

1. Watt Avenue: (1lst of 4-year funding) 58.9

C. Bus System Expansion (78% of project costs)

1. Acquisition of Buses: (3rd of 8-year funding) 256.0
Transit Improvements Subtotal: 3149
3rd Year Roadway and Transit Improvements Total: $1,014.9

- 16 -
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ATTACHMENT 4 241
Exhibit B to the Resolution

ROADWAY AND TRANSIT DEVELOPMENT FEE
~ DISTRICT 2 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS

4TH YEAR - FISCAL YEAR 1991-92

Construction Cost Est.
(in $1,000's)

I. ROADWAY IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS

A. Major Roadway Widening Projects

1. Watt Avenue: American River to Arden Way; Widen 700.0
to six lanes divided (intersections only)

2. Folsom Blvd.: Routier Road to Mather Field Road;  1,200.0
Widen to six lanes divided (2nd of 2-year funding)

B. Intersection Signalization Projects

1. 01d Placerville Road at unspecified intersection: 120.0
Roadway Improvements Subtotal: Z,020.0

IT. TRANSIT IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS

A. Traffic Signal Preemption (78% of project costs)

1. Watt Avenue: (2nd of 4-year funding) 58.9

C. Bus System Expansion (78% of project costs)

1. Acquisition of Buses: (4th of 8-year funding) 256.0
Transit Improvements Subtotal: 3149
4th Year Roadway and Transit Improvements Total: $2,334.9

-17 -
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ATTACHMENT 4 242
Exhibit B to the Resolution

ROADWAY AND TRANSIT DEVELOPMENT FEE
T DISTRICY 2_CAPITAL TMPROVEMENTS

5TH YEAR - FISCAL YEAR 1992-93

Construction Cost Est.
(in $1,000's)

I. ROADWAY IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS
A. Major Roadway Widening Projects

1. Watt Avenue: American River to Folsom Blvd.; 140.0
Widen to six lanes divided (must be matched by
FAU or sales tax to complete -project)

2. Manzanita Ave.: Fair Oaks Blvd. to Cypress Ave.; - 800.0
Widen to six lanes divided

Roadway Improvements Subtotal: ~940.0

II. TRANSIT IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS

A. Traffic Signal Preemption (78% of project costs)

1. Watt Avenue: (3rd of 4-year funding) | 58.8

C. Bus System Expansion (78% of project costs)

1. Acquisition of Buses: (5th of 8-year funding) 256.0
Transit Improvements Subtotal: 314.8
5th Year Roadway and Transit Improvements Total: $1,254.8

- 18 -
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ATTACHMENT 4
Exhibit B to the Resolution

ROADWAY AND TRANSIT DEVELOPMENT FEE
~ DISTRICT 2 CAPITAL TMPROVEMENTS

6TH YEAR - FISCAL YEAR 1993-94

Construction Cost Est.
(in $1,000's)

I.  ROADWAY IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS

A. Major Roadway Widening Projects

1. Watt Avenue bridge over the American River: Widen 1,000.0
to six lanes (Must be matched by FAU or sales tax
to complete project)

1. Fair Oaks Blvd.: Marconi Ave. to Manzanita Ave.; 430.0
Widen to six lanes divided (1st of 3-year funding;
must be matched by FAU or sales tax to complete
project)

Roadway Improvements Subtotal: 1,430.0

IT. TRANSIT IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS

A. Traffic Signal Preemption (78% of project costs)

1. Watt Avenue: (4th of 4-year funding) 58.8

C. Bus System Expansion (78% of project costs)

1. Acquisition of Buses: (6th of 8-year funding) 256.0
Transit Improvements Subtotal: 3148
6th Year Roadway and Transit Improvements Total: $1,744.8

- 19 -
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ATTACHMENT 4 244

Exhibit B to the Res

ROADWAY AND TRANSIT DEVELOPMENT FEE
“DISTRICY 2 CAPITAL TMPROVEMENTS

7TH YEAR - FISCAL YEAR 1994-95

olution

Construction Cost Est.
(in $1,000's)

I. ROADWAY IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS
A. Major Roadway Widening Projects

1. Fair Oaks Blvd.: Marconi Ave. to Manzanita Ave.; 1,100.0
Widen to six lanes divided (2nd of 3-year funding;
must be matched by FAU or sales tax to complete
project)

Roadway Improvements Subtotal: 1,100.0

II. TRANSIT IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS

C. Bus System Expansion (78% of project costs)

1. Acquisition of Buses: (7th of 8-year funding) 256.1
Transit Improvements Subtotal: _ 256.1
7th Year Roadway and Transit Improvements Total: $1,356.1

- 20 -
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ATTACHMENT 4 245
Exhibit B to the Resolution

ROADWAY AND TRANSIT DEVELOPMENT FEE
DISTRICT 2 CAPITAL TMPROVEMENTS

8TH YEAR - FISCAL YEAR 1995-96

Construction Cost Est.
(in $1,000's)

I.  ROADWAY IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS

A. Major Roadway Widening Projects

1. Fair Oaks Blvd.: Marconi Ave. to Manzanita Ave.; 1,600.0
Widen to six lanes divided (3rd of 3-year funding
must be matched by FAU or sales tax to complete
project)

Roadway Improvements Subtotal: 1,600.0

IT. TRANSIT IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS
C. Bus System Expansion (78% of project costs)

1. Acquisition of Buses: (8th of 8-year funding) 256.1
Transit Improvements Subtotal: 256.1
8th Year Roadway'and Transit Improvements Total: $1,856.1

- 21 -
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Fee District 3 - Road and Transit Improvements Total:

ATTACHMENT 4
Exhibit B to the Resolution

ROAD AND TRANSIT CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN FOR FEE DISTRICT 3

$29,269,200

A. Road Improvements Subtotal:

19,950,000

1. Road Widening

Madison Ave. - Sunrise to Hazel Ave Widen to 6 lanes @50% 1,750,000
Greenback Ln. - Dewey to Merlindale Widen to 6 lanes @50% 1,340,000
Sunrise B1. - Greenback Ln to Antelope Rd. Widen to 6 lanes 1,500,000
Sunrise B1, - American River bridge Widen to 6 lanes @20% 740,000
01d Auburn Rd. - Sylvan Rd to Fair Oaks Bl Widen to 4 lanes 700,000
Antelope Rd. - Auburn Bl to O1d Auburn Rd. Widen to 4 lanes 1,590,000
Hazel Ave. - Placer Co. to Oak Ave. Widen to 4 lanes 2,000,000
Hazel Ave. - Madison to American R. Widen to 6 lanes @50% 2,500,000
Hazel Ave. - American River bridge Widen to 6 lanes 1,800,000
Folsom B1. - Mather F1d. Rd. to Coloma Rd. Widen to 6 lanes 1,160,000
Folsom Bl1. - e/o Mercantile Dr to Hazel Av Widen to 4 lanes 1,750,000
2. Intersection Signalization and Widening
Hazel Ave. - 2 intersections (Placer Co. to Oak Ave.) 240,000
Van Maren Ln. - 2 intersections (Auburn B1 to Antelope Rd.) 240,000
Fair Oaks B1. - 2 intersections (01d Auburn Rd to Oak Ave.) 240,000
Folsom B1. - 1 intersection (Sunrise B1. to Hazel Ave.) 120,000
Sunrise B1. - 4 intersections (White Rock Rd to Florin Rd.) 800,000
3. Two-Way Left Turn Lanes
‘ Dewey Dr. - Papaya Dr. to Hillhurst Dr. 120,000
Folsom B1. - Sunrise Bl. to e/o Mercantile Dr. 760,000
Folsom B1. - Hazel Ave. to Folsom B1./U.S.-50 Interchange 600,000
B. Transit Improvements Subtotal: 9,319,200
1. Signal Preemption (63% funding by fees)
Hazel Ave. 78,800
Greenback Ln. 65,900
Sunrise B1. 92,100

2. RT Metro and Bus Park and Ride Facilities (56% funding by fees)

Sunrise Bl. at Arcadia Dr. 68,800
Cemo Circle at Gold River development 1,642,100
Folsom B1. at Mather Field Rd. 1,793,000
Folsom B1. at Zinfandel Dr. 1,754,900
Folsom B1. at Sunrise B1. 896,600
3. Acquisition of Buses (63% funding by fees) 2,927,000

21-b
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ATTACHMENT 4 248
Exhibit B to the Resolution

FEE DISTRICT 3
Roadway Improvement Program Schedule Summary
(Figures in $1,000's)

PROJECTS FISCAL YEARS
88-89 89-90 90-91 91-92 92-93 93-94 94-95 95-96 Total

Road Widenin
‘§Eﬁ??§§‘§1‘§ridg 7402 740

4-6 lanes

Greenback Ln:4-6 700 6402 1,340
(Dewey-Mer1ndl)

Antelope Rd:2-4 1,590 1,590
(Aubrn-01 Aubn)

Hazel Ave: 4-6 500a 1,000a 1,000a 2,500
(Am R.-Madison)

Hazel Ave bridge 500 1,000 500 2,000
4-6 lanes

Folsom Bl: 4-6 500 660 1,160
(Ma F Rd-Colom)

Folsom B1: 2-4 1,350 1,400 2,750
(Mercnt1-Hazel)

01 Aubrn Rd:2-4 7002 700
(Auburn-F.0.B1)

Hazel Ave: 2-4 1,000 1,000 2,000
(Oak-Placer Co)

Sunrise Bl: 4-6 800 1,000 1,800
(Greenbk-Antel)

Madison Ave:4-6 7502 1,000% 1,750

(Sunrise-Hazel)
Signals & Widen
Fair Oaks B1/

0Td Auburn,0ak 120 1202 240
Van Maren Ln/
Calvin,l unspec 240 240

Sunrise B1 from

Whiterck - Florin

4 intersections 160 240 400 800
Folsom B1/1 unsp. 120 120
Hazel Ave/2 unsp. 240 240

Two-Way LT Lanes
Folsom Bl
e/o Sunrise Bl. 760 760
e/o Hazel Ave. 600 600
Dewey Dr:Papaya 120 120
ANNUAL TOTAL 580 27,040 3,250 2,700 2,660 2,850 4,710 Z,960
CUMUL. TOTAL 280 2,320 5,570 8,270 10,930 13,780 18,490 21,450/2T,4%0

Est. Annual Rev. *1,864 2,798 2,798 2,798 2,798 2,798 2,798 2,798
Cum. Total Rev. 1,864 4,662 7,460 10,258 13,056 15,854 18,652 21,450

3 - Must be matched by FAU or sales tax to complete road widening project.
* Assumes only eight months of revenue in first year, 1988/89.
Preliminary engineering will be done in the year prior to the year listed.

- 22 -
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ATTACHMENT 4 249
Exhibit B to the Resolution

FEE DISTRICT 3
Transit Improvement Program Schedule Summary
(Figures in $1,000's)

PROJECTS FISCAL YEARS
88-89 89-90 90-91 91-92 92-93 93-94 94-95 95-96 Total

Signal Preemption

Sunrise Blvd. 92.1 92.1
Greenback Ln. 65.9 65.9
Hazel Ave. 78.8 78.8
LRT/Bus Park&Ride

‘Sunrise/Arcadia 68.8 68.8
Gold River/Cemo 1155.7 174.1 312.3 1642.1
Mather F1d. Stn. 611.2 611.2 109.8 272.7 188.1 1793.0
Zinfandel Stn. 611.2 611.2 102.2 255.0 175.3 v 1754.9
Sunrise B1. Stn. 305.6 305.6 54.9 136.5 94.0 896.6

Bus Acquisition
Buses 365.8 365.8 365.9 365.9 365.9 365.9 365.9 365.9 2927.0

ANNUAL TOTAL 1590.3 1893.8 2T60.1 945.1 10%6.0 902.1 365.9 365.9
CUMUL. TOTAL 1590.3 3484.1 5644.2 6589.3 7685.3 8587.4 8953.3 9319.2/9319.2

Est. Annual Rev. *810.7 1215.5 1215.5 1215.5 1215.5 1215.5 1215.5 1215.5
Cum. Total Rev. 810.7 2026.2 3241.7 4457.2 5672.7 6888.2 8103.7 9319.2

* Assumes only eight months of revenue in first year, 1988/89.

- 23 -
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ATTACHMENT 4 250
Exhibit B to the Resolution

ROADWAY AND TRANSIT DEVELOPMENT FEE
~ DISTRICT 3 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS

1ST YEAR - FISCAL YEAR 1988-89

Construction Cost Est.
(in $1,000's)

I. ROADWAY IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS

B. Intersection Signalization and Widening Projects

-1, Fair Oaks Blvd. at 01d Auburn Rd.: Install signals; 120.0
must be matched by FAU or sales tax to complete
2. Sunrise Blvd. at Douglas Rd.: Install signals 160.0

Roadway Improvements Subtotal: 280.0

II. TRANSIT IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS
B. Bus Park and Ride Facilities (56% of project costs)

1. Gold River Park and Ride (NW corner on Cemo Circle) 1,155.7
Construction of Phase II improvements
(1st of 3-year funding)

2. Surise Transit Center at Arcadia Drive: 68.8
Construction of Phase II improvements

C. Bus System Expansion (63% of project costs)

1. Acquisition of Buses: (1lst of 8-year funding) 365.8
Transit Improvements Subtotal: 1,590.3
1st Year Roadway and Transit Improvements Total: $1,870.3

- 24 -
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ATTACHMENT 4 251
Exhibit B to the Resolution

ROADWAY AND TRANSIT DEVELOPMENT FEE
~ DISTRICT 3 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS

2ND YEAR - FISCAL YEAR 1989-90

Construction Cost Est.
(in $1,000's)

I. ROADWAY IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS

A. Major Roadway Widening Projects

1. Sunrise Boulevard bridge over the American River: 740.0
Widen to six lanes (Must be matched by FAU or
sales tax to complete project)
2. Greenback Lane: Dewey Dr. to Merlindale Dr.; Widen 700.0
to six lanes divided (1st of 2-year project; must '
be matched by FAU or sales tax to complete project)
B. Intersection Signalization and Widening Projects

1. Fair Oaks Blvd. at Oak Avenue: Install signals; 120.0
must be matched by FAU or sales tax to complete
2. Van Maren Lane at Calvin Dr. and 1 unspecified 240.0

intersection between Auburn Blvd. and Antelope
Road: Install signals
3. Sunrise Blvd. at 2 unspecified intersections between

White Rock Rd. and Douglas Rd.: Install signals 240.0
Roadway Improvements Subtotal: Z2,040.0

IT. TRANSIT IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS

B. RT Metro Station and Bus Park and Ride Facilities
(56% of project costs)

1. Mather Field Road Station: Land acquisition 611.2
(1st of 2-year funding)

2. Zinfandel Drive Station: Land acquisition 611.2
(1st of 2-year funding)

3. Sunrise Boulevard Station: Land acquisition 305.6

(1st of 2-year funding)

C. Bus System Expansion (63% of project costs)

1. Acquisition of Buses: (2nd of 8-year funding) 365.8
Transit Improvements Subtotal: 1,893.8
2nd Year Roadway and Transit Improvements Total: $3,933.8

- 25 -
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ATTACHMENT 4 252
Exhibit B to the Resolution

ROADWAY AND TRANSIT DEVELOPMENT FEE
T DISTRICT 3 CAPTTAL TMPROVEMENTS

3RD YEAR - FISCAL YEAR 1990-91

Construction Cost Est.
(in $1,000's)

I. ROADWAY IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS

A. Major Roadway Widening Projects
1. Greenback Lane: Dewey Dr. to Merlindale Dr.; Widen 640.0
to six lanes divided (2nd of 2-year project; must
be matched by FAU or sales tax to complete project)

2. Antelope Road: Auburn Blvd. to 01d Auburn Rd.; 1,590.0
. Widen to four lanes : o .
3. Hazel Avenue: American River to Madison Ave.; 500.0

Widen to six lanes divided (1st of 3-year project;
must be matched by FAU or sales tax to complete)
B. Intersection Signalization and Widening Projects
4. Sunrise Blvd. at Florin Road: Widen Sunrise Blvd. 400.0
to 4-lanes at intersection and install signals
C. Median Two-Way Left Turn Lanes

1. Dewey Drive from Papaya Drive to Hillhurst Drive 120.0.
Roadway Improvements Subtotal: 3,250.0

II. TRANSIT IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS

A. Traffic Signal Preemption (63% of project costs)
1. Sunrise Boulevard 92.1
B. RT Metro Station and Bus Park and Ride Facilities
(56% of project costs)
1. Gold River Park and Ride (NW corner on Cemo Circle) 174.1
Construction of Phase II improvements
(2nd of 3-year funding)

2. Mather Field Road Station: Land acquisition 611.2
(2nd of 2-year funding)

3. Zinfandel Drive Station: Land acquisition 611.2
(2nd of 2-year funding)

4. Sunrise Boulevard Station: Land acquisition 305.6

(2nd of 2-year funding)
E. Bus System Expansion (63% of project costs)

1. Acquisition of Buses: (3rd of 8-year funding) 365.9
Transit Improvements Subtotal: 7,160.1
3rd Year Roadway and Tranéit Improvements Total: $5,410.1

- 26 -
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ATTACHMENT 4 253
Exhibit B to the Resolution

ROADWAY AND TRANSIT DEVELOPMENT FEE

4TH YEAR - FISCAL YEAR 1991-92

Construction Cost Est.
(in $1,000's)

I. ROADWAY IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS

A. Major Roadway Widening Projects

1. 01d Auburn Road: Sylvan Road to Fair Oaks Blvd.; 700.0
Widen to four lanes (Must be matched by FAU or
sales tax to complete project) ) ‘ _

2. Hazel Avenue bridge over the American River: Widen 500.0

to six lanes (1st of 3-year project)
3. Hazel Avenue: American River to Madison Ave.; 1,000.0

Widen to six lanes divided (2nd of 2-year project;
must be matched by FAU or sales tax to complete)

4, Folsom Blvd.: Mather Field Road to Coloma Road; 500.0
Widen to six lanes divided (1lst of 2-year project)

Roadway Improvements Subtotal: 7,700.0

ITI. TRANSIT IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS

B. RT Metro Station and Bus Park and Ride Facilities
(56% of project costs)

1. Gold River Park and Ride (NW corner on Cemo Circle) 312.3
Construction of Phase II improvements
(3rd of 3-year funding)

2. Mather Field Road Station: Construction 109.8
(1st of 3-year funding)

3. Zinfandel Drive Station: Construction 102.2
(1st of 3-year funding)

4, Sunrise Boulevard Station: Construction 54.9

(1st of 3-year funding)

C. Bus System Expansion (63% of project costs)

1. Acquisition of Buses: (4th of 8-year funding) 365.9
Transit Improvements Subtotal: 945.1
4th Year Roadway and Transit Improvements Total: $3,645.1
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ATTACHMENT 4 254
Exhibit B to the Resolution

ROADWAY AND TRANSIT DEVELOPMENT FEE

5TH YEAR - FISCAL YEAR 1992-93

Construction Cost Est.
(in $1,000's)

I. ROADWAY IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS

A. Major Roadway Widening Projects

1. Hazel Avenue bridge over the American River: Widen 1,000.0
to six lanes (2nd of 3-year project)

2. Hazel Avenue: American River to Madison Ave.; 1,000.0
Widen to six lanes divided (3rd of 3-year project;
must be matched by FAU or sales tax to complete)

3. Folsom Blvd.: Mather Field Road to Coloma Road; 660.0
Widen to six lanes divided (2nd of 2-year project)

Roadway Improvements Subtotal: 2,660.0

II. TRANSIT IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS

A. Traffic Signal Preemption (63% of project costs)
1. Greenback Lane 65.9

B. RT Metro Station and Bus Park and Ride Facilities
(56% of project costs)

1. Mather Field Road Station: Construction 272.7
(2nd of 3-year funding)

2. Zinfandel Drive Station: Construction 255.0
(2nd of 3-year funding)

3. Sunrise Boulevard Station: Construction 136.5

(2nd of 3-year funding)

C. Bus System Expansion (63% of project costs)

1. Acquisition of Buses: (5th of 8-year funding) 365.9
Transit Improvements Subtotal: 1,096.0
5th Year Roadway and Transit Improvements Total: $3,756.0

- 28 -

AGENDA ITEM 10.1



ATTACHMENT 4 255
Exhibit B to the Resolution

ROADWAY AND TRANSIT DEVELOPMENT FEE
~ DISTRICT 3 CAPTTAL TMPROVEMENTS

6TH YEAR - FISCAL YEAR 1993-94

Construction Cost Est.
(in $1,000's)

I.  ROADWAY IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS

A. Major Roadway Widening Projects

1. Hazel Avenue bridge over the American River: Widen 500.0
to six lanes (3rd of 3-year project)

2. Folsom Blvd.: e/o Mercantile Dr. to Hazel Ave.; 1,350.0
Widen to four lanes (1st of 2-year funding)

3. Hazel Avenue: Oak Ave. to Placer County line; 1,000.0

Widen to four lanes (1lst of 2-year project)

Roadway Improvements Subtotal: 2,850.0

I1. TRANSIT IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS

A. Traffic Signal Preemption (63% of project costs)

1. Hazel Avenue 78.8
B. RT Metro Station and Bus Park and Ride Facilities
1. Mather Field Road Station: Construction - 188.1
(3rd of 3-year funding)
2. Zinfandel Drive Station: Construction 175.3
(3rd of 3-year funding)
3. Sunrise Boulevard Station: Construction 94.0

(3rd of 3-year funding)

C. Bus System Expansion (63% of project costs)

1. Acquisition of Buses: (6th of 8-year funding) 365.9
Transit Improvements Subtotal: 902.1
6th Year Roadway and Transit Improvements Total: $3,752.1
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ATTACHMENT 4 256
Exhibit B to the Resolution

ROADWAY AND TRANSIT DEVELOPMENT FEE
~ DISTRICT 3 CAPITAL IMPROVEMERTS

7TH YEAR - FISCAL YEAR 1994-95

Construction Cost Est.
(in $1,000's)

I. ROADWAY IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS
A. Major Roadway Widening Projects

1. Sunrise Blvd.: n/o Greenback Lane to Antelope Rd.; 800.0
Widen to six lanes divided (lst of 2-year project)

2. Folsom Blvd.: e/o Mercantile Dr. to Hazel Ave,; 1,400.0
Widen to four lanes (2nd of 2-year funding)

3. Madison Avenue: Sunrise Blvd. to Hazel Ave.; 750.0

Widen to six lanes divided (lst of 2-year project;
must be matched by FAU or sales tax to complete)

4, Hazel Avenue: Oak Ave. to Placer County line; 1,000.0
Widen to four lanes (2nd of 2-year project)

C. Median Two-Way Left Turn Lanes

1. Folsom Blvd. from Sunrise Bivd. to e/o Mercantile Dr. 760.0

Roadway Improvements Subtotal: 7, 710.0

IT. TRANSIT IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS

C. Bus System Expansion (63% of project costs)

1. Acquisition of Buses: (7th of 8-year funding) 365.9
Transit Improvements Subtotal: 365.9
7th Year Roadway énd Transit Improvements Total: $5,075.9
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ATTACHMENT 4 257
Exhibit B to the Resolution

ROADWAY AND TRANSIT DEVELOPMENT FEE

8TH YEAR - FISCAL YEAR 1995-96

Construction Cost Est.
(in $1,000's)

I.  ROADWAY IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS

A. Major Roadway Widening Projects
1. Sunrise Blvd.: n/o Greenback Lane to Antelope Rd.; 1,000.0
Widen to six lanes divided (2nd of 2-year project)
2. Madison Avenue: Sunrise Blvd. to Hazel Ave.; 1,000.0
Widen to six lanes divided (2nd of 2-year project;
must be matched by FAU or sales tax to complete)

B. Intersection Signalization and Widening Projects

1. Folsom Blvd. at unspecified intersection between 120.0
Sunrise Blvd. and Hazel Ave.: Install signals
2. Hazel Ave. at Cherry Ave.: Install signals 120.0

3. Hazel Ave. at unspecified intersection between Oak Ave. 120.0
and Placer Co.: Install signals

C. Median Two-Way Left Turn Lanes
1. Folsom Blvd. from Hazel Ave. to Folsom Blvd./Hwy. 50 600.0
interchange

Roadway Improvements Subtotal: 2,960.0

II. TRANSIT IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS
C. Bus System Expansion (63% of project costs)

1. Acquisition of Buses: (8th of 8-year funding) 365.9
Transit Improvements Subtotal: 365.9
8th Year Roadway and Transit Improvements Total: $3,325.9
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ATTACHMENT 4

Exhibit B to the Resolution

ROAD AND TRANSIT CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN FOR FEE DISTRICT 4

259

$24,861,000
19,970,000

Fee District 4 - Road and Transit Improvements Total:

A. Road Improvements Subtotal:

1. Road Widening

4/th Ave. - Franklin Bl. to Hwy 99 Intersection imprvmnts 250,000
Sacramento Bl1. - Franklin Bl. to 47th Ave. Widen to 4 lanes 220,000
Calvine Rd. - Hwy. 99 to Vintage Park Dr. Widen to 4 lanes 2,830,000
Elk Grove-Florin Rd. - Bond to Emerald Pk. Widen to 4 lanes 2,200,000
Elk Grove Bl. - Hwy. 99 to Elk Gr.-Florin Widen to 6 lanes 2,180,000
Elk Grove Bl. - Elk Gr-Florin to School St Widen to 4 lanes 980,000
. Intersection Signalization and Widening
ETk Gr.-FTorin Rd. - 12 intersections (Jackson Hwy to Bond) 4,120,000
Florin Rd. - 2 intersections (Kara Dr., Reese Rd.) 240,000
Gerber Rd. - 3 intersections (Palmer House Dr to French Rd) 360,000
Calvine Rd. - 4 intersections (Power Inn to Vintage Pk. Dr) 480,000
Sheldon Rd. - 4 intersections (Stockton Bl to Waterman Rd.) 1,600,000
Bond Rd. - 4 intersections (Stockton B1. to Waterman Rd.) 1,320,000
Elk Grove B1. - 3 intersections (Waterman Rd. to Grantline) 1,200,000
Grantline Rd. - 2 intersections (Wilton Rd to Excelsior Rd) 800,000
3. Two-Way Left Turn Lanes
Florin Rd. - Power Inn Rd. to Florin-Perkins Rd. 1,000,000
Gerber Rd. - Stockton Bl. to Elk Grove-Florin Rd. 190,000
B. Transit Improvements Subtotal: 4,891,000
1. Bus Park and Ride Facilities (100% funding by fees)
Calvine Rd. at Hwy. 99, incl. freeway slip ramp 1,362,000
Sheldon Rd. at Hwy. 99 336,600
Bond Rd. at Hwy. 99 518,100
E1k Grove Bl. at Elk Grove-Florin Rd. 316,600
2. Acquisition of Buses (87% funding by fees) 2,357,700
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Roadway Improvement Program Schedule Summary

ATTACHMENT 4 260

Exhibit B to the Resolution

FEE DISTRICT 4
(Figures in $1,000's)

PROJECTS FISCAL YEARS
88-89 89-90 90-91 91-92 92-93 93-94 94-95 95-96 Total
Road Widening
47th Ave: 4-6 2502 250
(Frankin-Hwy99)
Sacramnto B1:2-4 2202 220
(Frankln-47th)
Elk G-Florin:2-4 1,100 1,100 2,200
(Bond-EmeralPk)
Elk Grove B1:2-4 300 680 980
.(EG F1rn-Schol)
E1k Grove B1:4-6 140% : . 150. 1,890 2,180
(99-EG Florin)
Calvine Rd: 2-4 1,400 1,430 2,830
(99-Vintage Pk)
Signals & Widen
Florin Rd./
Reese Rd. 120 120
Kara Dr. 120 120
Elk Grove B1./
Bradshaw Rd. 400 400
Grant Line Rd. 400 400
Waterman Rd. 400 400
Gerber Rd./
Palmer Hse, French 240 240
Valley Wood 120 120
EG-Florin Rd. from
Bond to Sheldon no. a
Bond,Sheldon, & 2 1,320 1,320
unspec. intersctns
Sh1ldn to Calvne no. a
Calvne, 2 unsp int 1,200 1,200
Calvne no to Florin a
Florin, 2 unsp int 1,200 1,200
Elder Ck to SR-16 a
Eld.Crk,Fruitridge 400 400
Bond Rd./
Emr1d Cr,Terra Lnd 520 520
Waterman, 1 unspec. 800 800
Sheldon Rd./
2 unspec. inters. 800 800
1 unspec,Waterman 800 800
Calvine Rd./
4 unspec. inters. 480 480
Grant Line Rd./
Wilton,Excelsior 800 800
- 32 -
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ATTACHMENT 4 261
Exhibit B to the Resolution

FEE DISTRICT 4
Roadway Improvement Program Schedule Summary
(continued)

FISCAL YEARS

88-89 89-90 90-91 91-92 92-93 93-94 94-95 95-96 Total

Two-Way LT Lanes

Gerber Rd. 190
(Stockton-EG F1)
Florin Rd.
(Power I.-F1 Pk)
ANNUAL TOTAL 430 T,650
CUMUL. TOTAL 430 2,080
Est. Annual Rev. *1,735 2,605
Cum. Total Rev. 1,735 4,340

* Assumes only eight months of revenue in first year, 1988/89.
= Two-Way Left Turn -- Easterly from E. Stockton BI.
= Must be matched by FAU or sales tax to complete road widening project.

500 500

190
1,000

8,120 11,420 13,620 17,280 19,970/13,970

2,605 2,605 2,605 2,605 2,605
9,550 12.155 14.760 17.365 19.970

Preliminary engineering will be done in the year prior to the year listed.

FEE DISTRICT 4

Transit Improvement Program Schedule Summary
(Figures in $1,000's)

PROJECTS

88-89 89-90

FISCAL YEARS

91-92 92-93 93-94 94-95 95-96 Total

Bus Park & Ride

Calvine/Stockton 14.2°

Bond Rd/Hwy 99 240.5
Sheldon Rd/Hwy 99
Elk Grove B1/99

Bus Acquisition
Buses 294.8

ANNUAL TOTAL
CUMUL. TOTAL

87.2
107.5

294.7

539.5 1489.4 B882.7
549.5 1038.9 1921.6 2538.8 2833.5 3482.8 4186.9 4891,0/4831.0

354.6 409.4 409.4 1362.0

154.8
167.7

518.1
336.6
316.6

294.7 294.7 294.7 294.7 294.7 2357.7
617.2 294.7 649.3 7041 704.1

Est. Annual Rev. *425.7 637.9 637.9 637.9 637.9 637.9 637.9 637.9
Cum. Total Rev. 425.7 1063.6 1701.5 2339.4 2977.3 3615.2 4253.1 4891.0

* Assumes only eight months of revenues in first year, 1988/89.

@ Assumes the allocation in FY 88/89 of $637,100 from the first bond
issue of the Laguna Community Facilities District.
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Total project
cost is $1,999,100 for Calvine/Stockton Park & Ride facility.
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ATTACHMENT 4
Exhibit B to the Resolution

ROADWAY AND TRANSIT DEVELOPMENT FEE
IS MPROV

1ST YEAR - FISCAL YEAR 1988-89

Construction Cost Est.
(in $1,000's)

I. ROADWAY IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS

B. Intersection Signalization and Widening Projects

1. Florin Road at Reese Rd.: Install signals 120.0
2. Florin Road at Kara Drive: Install signals 120.0
C. Median Two-Way Left Turn Lanes )
1. Gerber Rd. from Stockton Blvd. to ETk Grove-Florin Rd. 190.0

Roadway Improvements Subtotal: 430.0

II. TRANSIT IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS
B. Bus Park and Ride Facilities (100% of project costs)

1. Calvine Road Park and Ride (E. Stockton Blvd. near 14 2%
Calvine Rd./Hwy. 99 interchange): Construction
(1st of 6-year funding)

2. Bond Road Park and Ride (Bond Rd./Hwy. 99 interchange): 240.5
Land acquisition

C. Bus System Expansion (85% of project costs)

1. Acquisition of Buses: (1st of 8-year funding) 294.8
Transit Improvements Subtotal: 5495
1st Year Roadway and Transit Improvements Total: $979.5

* Assumes additional allocation in FY 88-89 from the Laguna Community
Facilities District in the amount of $637,100 for a total budget of
$651,300 in FY 88-89 for the Calvine/Stockton Park and Ride facility.

- 34 -

262

AGENDA ITEM 10.1



ATTACHMENT 4 263
Exhibit B to the Resolution '

ROADWAY AND TRANSIT DEVELOPMENT FEE
"~ DISTRICT 4 CAPTTAL TMPROVEMENTS

2ND YEAR - FISCAL YEAR 1989-90

Construction Cost Est.
(in $1,000's)

I. ROADWAY IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS
A. Major Roadway Widening Projects

1. 47th Avenue: Franklin Blvd. to Hwy. 99; Widen 250.0
to six lanes divided (Must be matched by FAU
or sales tax to complete project.) - .

2. Sacramento Blvd.: Franklin Blvd. to 47th Avenue: 220.0
Widen to four lanes (Must be matched by FAU
or sales tax to complete project.)

3. Elk Grove Blvd.: Hwy. 99 to Elk Grove-Florin Rd.; 140.0
Interim two-way left turn easterly from E. Stockton

B. Intersection Signalization and Widening Projects

1. Elk Grove Blvd. at Bradshaw Road: Widen Elk Grove 400.0

Bivd. to 4-Tanes at intersection and install signals
2. E1k Grove Blvd. at Grant Line Road: Widen to 400.0
4-lanes at intersection and install signals
3. Gerber Rd. at Palmer House Dr.: Install signals 120.0
4. Gerber Rd. at French Rd.: Install signals 120.0
Roadway Improvements Subtotal: 1,650.0

ITI. TRANSIT IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS
B. Bus Park and Ride Facilities (100% of project costs)

1. Calvine Road Park and Ride (E. Stockton Blvd. near 87.2
Calvine Rd./Hwy. 99 interchange): Construction
(2nd of 6-year funding)

2. Bond Road Park and Ride (Bond Rd./Hwy. 99 interchange): 107.5
Construction (1lst of 2-year funding)

C. Bus System Expansion (85% of project costs)

1. Acquisition of Buses: (2nd of 8-year funding) 294.7
Transit Improvements Subtotal: —489.4
2nd Year Roadway and Transit Improvements Total: $2,139.4
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ATTACHMENT 4 264
Exhibit B to the Resolution

ROADWAY AND TRANSIT DEVELOPMENT FEE
~ DISTRICT 4 CAPITAL TMPROVEMENTS

3RD YEAR - FISCAL YEAR 1990-91

Construction C

ost Est.

(in $1,000's)

I.  ROADWAY IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS

A. Major Roadway Widening Projects
1. BTk Grove-Florin Rd.: Bond Rd. to Emerald Park Dr.; 1,100.0
Widen to four lanes (1st of 2-year project)

B. Intersection Signalization and Widening Projects

1. Elk Grove Blvd. at Waterman Road: Widen to 400.0
4-lanes at intersection and install signals

2. ETk Grove-Florin Rd. at Bond Rd.: Install signals 120.0
(see 4-lane EG-Florin widening above)

3. E1k Grove-Florin Rd. at Sheldon Rd.: Widen to 400.0
4-lanes at intersection and install signals

4, Elk Grove-Florin Rd. at 2 unspecified intersections 800.0

between Bond Rd. and north of Sheldon Rd.:
Widen to 4-lanes at intersection and install signals

5. Gerber Rd. at Valley Wood Dr.: Install signals 120.0
Roadway Improvements Subtotal: 2,940.0

II. TRANSIT IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS

B. Bus Park and Ride Facilities (100% of project costs)

1. Calvine Road Park and Ride (E. Stockton Blvd. near 87.2
Calvine Rd./Hwy. 99 interchange): Construction
(3rd of 6-year funding)

2. Bond Road Park and Ride (Bond Rd./Hwy. 99 interchange): 170.1
Construction (2nd of 2-year funding)

3. Sheldon Road Park and Ride (Sheldon Rd./Hwy. 99 181.8
interchange): Land acquisition; construction
(1st of 2-year funding)

4, Elk Grove Blvd. Park and Ride (Elk Grove Blvd. at Elk 148.9
Grove-Florin Road: Land acquisition; construction
(1st of 2-year funding)

C. Bus System Expansion (85% of project costs)

1. Acquisition of Buses: (3rd of 8-year funding) 294.7
Transit Improvements Subtotal: 882.7
3rd Year Roadway and Transit Improvements Total: $3,822.7
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ATTACHMENT 4 265
Exhibit B to the Resolution ‘

ROADWAY AND TRANSIT DEVELOPMENT FEE
DISTRICT 4 CAPITAL TMPROVEMENTS

4TH YEAR - FISCAL YEAR 1991-92

Construction Cost Est.
(in $1,000's)

I. ROADWAY IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS

A. Major Roadway Widening Projects
1. ETk Grove-Florin Rd.: Bond Rd. to Emerald Park Dr.; 1,100.0
Widen to four lanes (2nd of 2-year project)
2. Elk Grove Blvd.: Elk Grove-Florin Rd. to School St.; 300.0
Widen to four lanes (1lst of 2-year project)

B. Intersection Signalization and Widening Projects

1. ETk Grove-Florin Rd. at Calvine Rd.: Widen to 400.0
4-lanes at intersection and install signals '
2. Elk Grove-Florin Rd. at 2 unspecified intersections 800.0

from north of Sheldon Rd. to north of Calvine Rd.:
Widen E.G.-F. Rd. to 4-lanes at inters.; signalize
C. Median Two-Way Left Turn Lanes

1. Florin Rd. from Power Inn Rd. to Florin-Perkins Rd. 500.0
(1st of 2-year funding)

Roadway Improvements Subtotal: 3,310.0

II. TRANSIT IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS

B. Bus Park and Ride Facilities (100% of project costs)
1. Sheldon Road Park and Ride (Sheldon Rd./Hwy. 99 154.8
interchange): Construction (2nd of 2-year funding)
2. Elk Grove Blvd. Park and Ride (Elk Grove Blvd. at Elk 167.7
Grove-Florin Rd.: Construction (2nd of 2-yr. funding)

C. Bus System Expansion (85% of project funding)

1. Acquisition of Buses: (4th of 8-year funding) 294.7
Transit Improvements Subtotal: 617.2
4th Year Roadway and Transit Improvements Total: $3,927.2
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ATTACHMENT 4 266
Exhibit B to the Resolution

ROADWAY AND TRANSIT DEVELOPMENT FEE
DISTRICT 4 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS

5TH YEAR - FISCAL YEAR 1992-93

Construction Cost Est.
(in $1,000's)

I.  ROADWAY IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS

A. Major Roadway Widening Projects
1. E1k Grove Blvd.: ETk Grove-Florin Rd. to School St.: 680.0
Widen to four lanes (2nd of 2-year project)

B. Intersection Si?na1ization and Widening Proﬂects . _
. rove-Florin Rd. at Florin Rd.: Widen to 400.0
4-lanes at intersection and install signals
2. Elk Grove~Florin Rd. at 2 unspecified intersections 800.0
from north of Calvine Rd. to Florin Rd.: Widen
E.G.-F. Rd. to 4-lanes at intersection; signalize

3. E1k Grove-Florin Rd. at Fruitridge Rd.: Install 200.0
signals (Joint project with City of Sacramento)

4, ETk Grove-Florin Rd. at Elder Creek Rd.: Install 200.0.
signals (Joint project with City of Sacramento)

5. Bond Rd. at Emerald Crest Dr.: Complete Bond Rd. 260.0
widening to 4-lanes at intersection; install signals

6. Bond Rd. at Terra Linda Dr.: Complete Bond Rd. 260.0

widening to 4-lanes at intersection; install signals
C. Median Two-Way Left Turn Lanes
1. Florin Rd. from Power Inn Rd. to Florin-Perkins Rd. 500.0
(2nd of 2-year funding)

Roadway Improvements Subtotal: 3,300.0

ITI. TRANSIT IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS

C. Bus System Expansion (85% of project costs)

1. Acquisition of Buses: (5th of 8-year funding) 294.7
Transit Improvements Subtotal: 294.7
5th Year Roadway and Transit Improvements Total: $3,594.7
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ATTACHMENT 4
Exhibit B to the Resolution

ROADWAY AND TRANSIT DEVELOPMENT FEE
“DISTRICT 4 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS

6TH YEAR - FISCAL YEAR 1993-94

Construction Cost Est.

(in $1,000's)

I. ROADWAY IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS

A. Major Roadway Widening Projects
1. Calvine Rd.: Hwy. 99 to Vintage Park Dr.; Widen 1,400.0
to six lanes divided (1lst of 2-year funding)

B. Intersection Signalization and Widening Projects . .
~T. Sheldon Rd. at 2 unspecified intersections betwee 800.0
Hwy. 99 and ETk Grove-Florin Rd.: Widen Sheldon Rd.

to 4-lanes at intersection and install signals

Roadway Improvements Subtotal: . 2,200.0

II1. TRANSIT IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS

B. Bus Park and Ride Facilities (100% of project costs)
1. Calvine Road Park and Ride (E. Stockton Blvd. near 354.6
Calvine Rd./Hwy. 99 interchange): Construction
(4th of 6-year funding)

C. Bus System Expansion (85% of project costs)

1. Acquisition of Buses: (6th of 8-year funding) 294.7
Transit Improvements Subtotal: : 649.3
6th Year Roadway and Transit Improvements Total: $2,849.3
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ATTACHMENT 4 268
Exhibit B to the Resolution

ROADWAY AND TRANSIT DEVELOPMENT FEE
" DISTRICT 4 CAPTTAL IMPROVEMENTS

7TH YEAR - FISCAL YEAR 1994-95

Construction Cost Est.
(in $1,000's)

I. ROADWAY IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS
A. Major Roadway Widening Projects

1. Elk Grove Blvd.: Hwy. 99 to E1k Grove-Florin Rd. 150.0
Widen to six lanes divided (1st of 2-year funding)
2. Calvine Rd.: Hwy. 99 to Vintage Park Dr. 1,430.0

Widen to six Tanes divided (2nd of 2-year funding)

B. Intersection Signalization and Widening Projects
1. Bond Rd. at Waterman Rd.: Widen Bond Rd. to 4-lanes 400.0
at intersection and install signals
2. Bond Rd. at unspecified intersection between Elk Grove- 400.0
Florin Rd. and Waterman Rd.: Widen Bond Rd. to
4-lanes at intersection and install signals

3. Sheldon Rd. at Waterman Rd.: Widen Sheldon Rd. 800.0
to 4-lanes at intersection and install signals
4, Sheldon Rd. at unspecified intersection between 800.0

Hwy. 99 and Waterman Rd.: Widen Sheldon Rd.
to 4-lanes at intersection and install signals

5. Calvine Rd. at 4 unspecified intersections between 480.0
Hwy. 99 and Vintage Park Dr.: Install signals

Roadway Improvements Subtotal: 3,660.0

II. TRANSIT IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS

B. Bus Park and Ride Facilities (100% of project costs)
1. Calvine Road Park and Ride (E. Stockton Blvd. near 409.4
Calvine Rd./Hwy. 99 interchange): Construction
(5th of 6-year funding)

C. Bus System Expansion (85% of project costs)

T. Acquisition of Buses: (7th of 8-year funding) 294.7
Transit Improvements Subtotal: 704.1
7th Year Roadway and Transit Improvements Total: $4,364.1
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ATTACHMENT 4
Exhibit B to the Resolution

ROADWAY AND TRANSIT DEVELOPMENT FEE

8TH YEAR - FISCAL YEAR 1995-96

Construction Cost Est.
(in $1,000's)

I. ROADWAY IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS

A. Major Roadway Widening Projects
“1. ETk Grove Blvd.: Hwy. 99 to Elk Grove-Florin Rd.; 1,890.0
Widen to six lanes divided (2nd of 2-year funding)

B. Intersection Signalization and Widening Projects
1. Grant Line Rd. at Wilton Rd.: Widen Grant Line Rd. 400.0
to 4-lanes at intersection and install signals
2. Grant Line Rd. at Excelsior Rd.: Widen Grant Line Rd. 400.0
to 4-lanes at intersection and install signals

Roadway Improvements Subtotal: 2,690.0

IT. TRANSIT IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS

B. Bus Park and Ride Facilities (100% of project costs)
1. Calvine Road Park and Ride (E. Stockton Blvd. near 409.4
Calvine Rd./Hwy. 99 interchange): Construction
(6th of 6-year funding)

C. Bus System Expansion (85% of project costs)

1. Acquisition of Buses: (8th of 8-year funding) 294.7
Transit Improvements Subtotal: 708.1
8th Year Roadway and Transit Improvements Total: $3,394.1
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ATTACHMENT 4 270
Exhibit B to the Resolution
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ATTACHMENT 5
Exhibit C to the Resolution

TRANSIT DEVELOPMENT IMPACT FEE

Fee per Additional Dwelling Unit

Single Family $175
Multifamily $356
Fee per Square Foot of Additional Floor Area of Building
Commercial $0.77
Business & Professional $0.70
Industrial $0.16
Office Park $0.45

The Transit Development Impact Fee has been in effect since 1988, in the same amount as previously

collected by the County of Sacramento on behalf of Sacramento Regional Transit District.

Adminstration is charged as two percent (2%) of the total transit development impact fee.
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xhibit D to the Resolution
- DOUGLAS M. FRALEFGH, Direcior
1ERRY TICE, Degusty Direcior
: “/C WAMW JR Dcrmyl)immr

%f?

coum Anmmnou mm.nmc o ROOM 304 o 827 SEVENTH STRET
SACRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA 95814 TELEPHONE: {918) 440-8839

| | APPROVED
; , gy iOrdinance No. SCC-0T747
p August 31, 1988 BOARD CF SUPERW‘@ .
and Ordinance SZC-880069

AU‘J3 1 {88

Honorable Board of Supervisors
County of Sacramento
State of California

Subject: SACRAMENTO COUNTY TRANSPORTATION DEVELOPMENT FEE -- CONSIDERATION
§ OF ENACTING RESOLUTIONS AND ORDINANCES (Off agenda - August i1, 1988)

} Members in Session:
i RECOMMENDATTONS :

1t is recommended that your Board:

P Appmve the resolution adopting the roadway analysis, the. transit unalysis,
th pital. improvements program for the transportation. development -

appropriating fee revenues: for. FY 1988-89 An; accord »writ‘

‘ capita*{ mpmvements pm«gram. T . _ '

2. Adﬂpt the Zon?ng Code amendment adding Section 115-44 to Chapter 1'»,‘
Article 4, as recommended for approval by the Project Planning Commission
on Jduly 25, 1988. :

3. Adopt the ordinance adding Chapter 16.87 to the Sacraments County [ode to
establish the imposition of roadway and transit development fees,

4. Adopt the findings of fact and statement of overrriding considerations
pertaining to enactment of the transportation development fee project and
its certified environmental documentation (the prior Environmental Impact
Report for the General Plan Update of 1982 - Control No, PL-80-091).

ctfull submitted
(Ll p s
0

&PW@VED Ggias/M. Fraleigh, Director

CLUTeel ¥ 88-2242  papartment of Public Works
BOARD OF SUPERVIEONS P

Ug3* 138 .
mtﬂ ,‘; M W Mnﬁﬁ&wwwﬁj

1
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DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

COUNTY ADMINISTRATION BUILDING RO;OM 304 o 27 SEVENTH STREET

August 23, 1988
11:00 a.m.

f’ Honorable Board of Supervisors
* County of Sacramento
State of California

, Subject: SACRAMENTO COUNTY TRANSPORTATION DEVELOQPMENT FEE ~-
i PUBLIC HEARING AND INTRODUCTION OF ORDINANCE
| (Continued from 8/16/88, #30)

Members in Session:

RECOMMENDATION:

It is recommended that your Board:

1, Close th public hearing on the Transportation De?elopmentlfgehPrb ram; .-

WANDERER, JR., Deputy Direcior

DOUG!IAS M. FRALEIGH, Direcsor *
%1 TERRY TICE, Deputy Direcaor

-Approve-the - hed “Fransportation DEVETopment “Fee  SehadiTa and Road and
‘Transit Capital Improvement Plans; and’ : : T

3. Introduce.the ordinance enacting fhe transportation development fee, waive

full reading of the ordinance and continue for aduption on August 3(), 1988
DISCUSSION:

On August 16, 1988,'your Board adopted recommendations aprroving the payment o
Transportation Development Fees upon issuance of building permits, continuing
the hear?ng on the Transportation Development Fee Progrﬁm to this date,

development fees on this date, and directing Public Works to prepare a
supplemental study to include the Rancho Murieta community. During the course
of this hearing, members of ‘your Board expressed sympathy for an approach
suggested by representatives of the development community and the Building
Industry Association regarding the collection of transportation development
fees at time of tenant improvement permits, Further, Public Works agread to
review transportation development fees for District 3 in response to concerns
exprecsed by John Taylor, representing Langford-Cook. These concerns includad
fees for District 2 in comparison to fees in other districts and the potential
for competitive disadvantage because of these fees,

f
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ATTACHMENT 6

Honorable Board of Supervisors Exhibit D to the Resolution
August 23, 1988 , v ‘ : : ‘
Page 2 . - S

FINAL REVISIONS - FEE SCHEDULE AND CAPITAL IMPROVEMEHT PLANS

Attachment A reflects final revfsionsAta he ranspsr
Schedule. These revisions include an increase in credits for the Capita?
Center II Assessment District in District 3 which take.into account :
construction and right of way costs for the oversizing of Zinfandel Drive,
Prospect Park Drive and Capital Center Drive beyond the sixty foot width
required to serve this deve]opment

Regional Transit has reviewed and reduced cost estimates for park and ride
facilities within District 3 which has resulted in a reduction of $304,900 in
transit improvements for that district. Fees for District 3 have been adjusted
accord1ngly as reflected in Attachment 3. Attachments 1 through 4 represent
final versions of the Road and Transit Capital Improvement Plans by District.

INTRODUCTION OF THE ORDINANCE

3. A1 fees. contained. in. me. fee ,sr;hedul.e are.to be increased by the

The ordinance enacting transportation development fees and its details are to
be transmitted under separate cover by County Counsel. The draft ordirance ‘
reflects the following major changes from the ordinance drafted for
environmental review purposes:

1. The ordinance provides for permitted uses when calculating the fee
obligation, e.g., residential use 1n a commerc1a] zone, church use 1n a
residential zone, etc. ‘ ,

2. The ordinance has been modified to replace "additional outside gross square
footage of building” to "additional floor area of building (as defined by
the Uniform Building Code)", in order to provide consistency with respect
to determination of other fees as calculated by the Building Inspe<t1on
Divfsion, payab!e upon issuance of bu11ding permits..

i g Sy i e i

approximate value of the "Index Last 12 Months" of the Caltrans Price Index
for Selected Highway Construct1on Items beginning January 1 1989 and
annually thereafter.

FUTURE AMENDMENTS TO THE ORDINANCE

As mentioned earlfer, Public Works will conduct a supplemental study regarding
the possible inclusion . of the Rancho Murieta community as subject to District 3
transportation development fees. If appropriate, the Rancho Murieta community
will be included as an amendment to the ordinance based upon a supplemantary
traffic and transit analysis which provides justification therefor, Further,
4s discussed in the August 16, 1988 hearing, we will present for consideration
by your Board an alternative which provides for the collection of
transportation development fees at time of tenant improvement permits as
opposed to upon issuance of building permits. This alternative will be




Honorable Board of Supervisoré
August 23, 1988
Page 3

developed based upon our experience with the ordinance in its present form and
our preparedness with respect to the necessary systems and procedural

modifications to provide for such collections. It would not i appropriate, at

this time, tc present alternative language respecting collecticn of fees at
time of tenant improvement permits (as suggested by Dwight Hansen of the :
B.I.A.), lacking the necessary policy and procedural details and in tight of
the timeframe for implementation of an ordinance enacting transportation
development fees. ‘

CONCLUSION:

Therefore, it is recommended that your Board close the public hearing on the
Transportation Development Fee Program, approve the attached Transportation
Development Fee Schedule and Roadway and Transit Capital Improvement Plans,
introduce the ordinance enacting a Transportation Development Fee, waive full
reading of the ordinance and continue to August 30, 1988 for adoption.

_Respectfully submitted,

o (S —

Douglas M. Fraleigh
Qirector of Public Works

.

DHF:WHH:mes
Attachments

cc: Brian H. Richter
Sue Ziegler v
Alcides Freitas
Barry Steiner




© DISTRICT Capital Cost
1 - Subtotal: $10,525,300 $664  $621 $1.76 $1.61  $0.49
a. Roads: 7,750,000 547 383 1.25 1.1  0.38
b. Transit: 2.775.300 117 238 0.51 0.47 0.11
2 - Subtotal: $10,801,200 $705  $610 $1.80 $1.64  $0.51
a. Roads: 8,290,000 618 433  1.42  1.29  0.43
b. Transit: 2.511,200 87 177 0.38  0.35  0.08

'REVISED TRANSPORTATION DEVELOPMENT FEE SCHEDULE

LAND USE: SF MF CoM -~ BP . IHD MP
Fees: ~/du /du /st /st /st

¢c. As applicable deduct:
Bradshaw/50 IFD Credit: n.a. 191 0.88 0.65 0.19

3 - Subtotal: $29,269,200 $877.  $847 $2.38  $2.17 $0.64

a. Roads: 19,950,000 - 702 491 1.61 1.47 0.48
- b. Transit: 9,319,200 175 356 0.77 0.70 0.16

c. As applicable deduct '

Sunrise/50 AD Credit*: n.a. 204 0.62 n.a. 0.22
. d. As applicable deduct : ;
o Cap:Ctr 1I: AD-Credit*: 0,04

Con.a. na.

4 - Subtotal: $24,861,700 §2.15 °$1.97

$0.60
a. Roads: 19,970,000 718 503  1.64  1.50  0.49
b. Transit: 4.891.700 117 238 0.51 0.47 0.1
Total: $75,457 400§

a. Roads: 55,960,000 (74.2%)
b. Transit: 19,497,400 (25.8%) K }

* Share of Sunrise/50 AD assessment considered creditable toward fee program
is increased from 48% to 63%. Share of Capital Center II AD road oversizing
costs is considered creditable toward fee program.

# Total road project costs reflect a reduction of $1,500,000 from the staff
proposal of 8-02-88 and a reduction of $£15,310,000 from the staff proposal
of 7-19-88. Total transit project costs reflects a reduction of $2,706,000
from 8-02-88. :

*AGENDA ITEM 10.1
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August 23, 1988

| ATTACHMENT 1 | |
REVISED ROAD AND TRANSIT CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN FOR Fi. DISTRICT 1

Fee District 1 - Road and Transit Improvements Total: © $10,525,300

A. Road Improvements Subtotal: A - 7,750,000

1. Road Widening .
Greenback Ln. - I-80 to Dewey Dr. Widen to 6 lanes 075% 2,350,000
Elkhorn Bl. - I-80 to Don Julio BIl. Widen to 6 lanes 1,170,000
Roseville Rd. - Tacomic Dr. to Gold Run Dr Widen to 4 lanes 870,000

2. Intersection Signalization and Widening
Roseville Rd. - 4 Intersections (Oakhollow Dr. to Goid Run) 760,000

v Elkhorn Bl1. - 6 xntersectwons (Gth St. to 32nd St. ) 2,400,000

3. Two-Way Left Turn Lanes ' ,

Walerga Rd.: = E}khorn,Bla‘to»SRRR-overcross1ng dvercns v e 200,000
i B. Transit Improvements Subtotal: D 2,775,300
? 1. Signal Preemption (39% funding by fees) - 84,200

2. RT Metro and Bus Park and Ride Facilities {17% funding by fees)
Elverta Rd, at batt Ave. ~— . .

_Roseville Rd. at Winona Way
‘ﬂmsevi11e Rd. at Watt Ava.

Exhibit D to the Resolution

H@“@V?T?é“ﬁd“”ﬁt“ﬂ??é?ga R
Roseville Rd. at Elkhorn B81.
Roseville Rd. at Antelope Rd.

3. Acquisition of Buses (39% funding by fees)

1,307,700




ATTACHMENT 2
REVISED ROAD AND TRANSIT CAPITAL IKPROVEMENT PLAN FOR FEE DISTRICT 2

Fee District 2 - Road and Transit Improvements Total: $10,801,200
A: Road Improvements Subtotal: 8,290,000

1. Road Widening O
Howe Ave. - Fair Qaks to Hurley Way w1den to 6 lanes  Q15% 400,000
Watt Ave. - Arden Way to American River Widen to 6 lanes 700,000
Watt Ave. - American River bridge Widen to 6 lanes @20% 1,000,000
Hatt Ave. - American River to Folsom Bl. Widen to 6 lanes
Fair Oaks B1. “Ave Edstern-Avel Widen to"6 “lanes @i :
Fair Oaks Bl. - HMarconi to Manzanita Widen to 6 lanes @75% 3,500,000
Manzanita Ave. - Fair Oaks Bl. to Cypress HWiden to 6 lanes - 430,000
Folsom B1. - Routier Rd to Mather Fld. Rd Widen to 6 lanes 1.600.000
2. Intersection Signalization
O?d P1acerv111e Rd. - 1 1ntersect10n (Bradshaw to Routier)

1. Signa? Preempt1on (78% funding by fees) | B R
Hatt Ave. 235,400 .

2. RT Metro and Bus Park and Ride Facilities (100% funding by fees) 3 ,
Watt Ave. at Manlove Station - 227,500
3. Acquisition of Buses (78% funding by fees) 2,048,300

AGENDA ITEM 10.1




Fee District 3 - Road and Transit Improvements Total:

A. Road Improvements Subtotal:

1. Road Widening

ATTACHMENT 3
REVISED ROAD'AND TRANSIT CAPITAL INFROVENEKT Ptﬁﬂ FOR. |

Madison Ave. - Sunrise to Hazel Ave Widen
Greenback Ln. - Dewey to Merlindale Widen
- Greenback Ln to Antelope Rd.
- American River bridge Widen
01d Auburn Rd. - Sylvan Rd to Fair Oaks B]

Sunrise Bl.
Sunrise B1.

Antelope Rd.

“= Auburn B1 to 01d Auburn Rd.

Hazel Ave. - Placer Co. to Oak Ave.

Widen

Hazel Ave. - Madison to American R.

Hazel Ave. - American River bridge v

Folsom Bl1. - Mather Fld. Rd. to Coloma Rd.

Folsom Bl. - e/o Mercantile Dr to Hazel Av
2. Intersection Signalization and Widening

Hazel Ave.

Van Maren Ln. ~ 2 intersections (Auburn Bl to Antelope Rd.).

Fair Oaks Bl1. - 2 intersections (01d Auburn Rd to Oak Ave.)

Folsom B1.

Sunrise Bl.

3. Two-Way Left

to 6 lanes 050%
to 6 lanes @50%

Widen tc § lanes
to 6 lanes ©20%
Widen to 4 lanes
Widen to 4 lanes
Widen to 4 lanes
to 6 lanes @50%
Widen to 6 Tanes
Widen to & lanes
Widen to 4 lanes

- 2 intersections (Placer Co. to Oak Ave.)

- 1 intersection

(Sunrise B1.

to Hazel Ave.)

- 4 intersections (White Rock Rd to Florin Rd.)

Turn Lanes

Dewey Dr. - Papaya Dr. to Hillhurst Dr.

~ Folsom BI.
- Folsom Bl.

- Sunrise Bl.

to e/o Mercantile Dr.
‘Hazel. Ave.‘to Folsom 83 /U S -50 Interchange

 August' 23;

$29,269,200

19,950,000

1,750,000

1,340,000 -

1,500,000
740,000
700,000

1,590,000

2,000,000

2,500,000

1,800,000

1,160,000

1,750,000

240,000
240,000
120,000
800,000

120,009

760,000
- 600,000

1988

240,000

B Trawsit Im@rowement

;Subthtﬁz.

1. Signal Preemption (63% funding by fees)

Hazel Ave.

Greenback Ln,

Sunrise BI1,

2. RT Metro and Bus Park and Ride Facilities (56% funding by fees)

Sunrise Bi. at Arcadia Dr.
Cemo Circle at Gold River development

Folsom BT,
Folsom B1.
Folsom B1.

at Mather Field Rd.

at Zinfandel Dr.
at Sunrise Bl.

3. Acquisition of Buses (63% funding by fees)

" e,319,200

78,800
65,900
- 92,100

68,800
1,641,500
1,792,4C0

1,754,400

898,300

2,927,000 .

. B
. AGENDA ITEM 10.1
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REVISED RO&B AKD TRA&SIT CAPIT&L;IW?ROVEWEWT Plﬁﬁ FOR FEE DISTRICT 4

p;;‘

Fee District 4 - Road and Transit Improvements Total:

$24,861,700

A. Road Improvements Subtotal: 19,970,000
1. Road Widening :
47th Ave. - Franklin Bl. to Hwy 99 Intersection imprvmnts
Sacramento Bl. - Franklin Bl. to 47th Ave. Widen to 4 lanes
Calvine Rd. - Hwy. 99 to Vintage Park Dr. Widen to 4 lanes

250,000
220,000
2,830,000

Elk Grove-Florin Rd. - Bond to Emerald Pk. Widen to 4 lanes
Elk Grove B1.
Elk Grove Bl., - Elk Gr-Florin to School St Widen to 4 laneo

- Hwy. 99 to Elk Gr.-Florin Widen to & lanes

2,200,000
2,180,000

980,000

4,120,000
240,000
360,000
480,000

1,600,000

1,320,000 -

1,200,000
800,000

1,000,000
1190,000

2. Intersection Signalization and Widening ,
Elk Gr.-Florin Rd. - 12 intersections (Jacksen Hwy to Bond).
Florin Rd. - 2 intersections (Kara Dr., Reese Rd.)

Gerber Rd. - 3 intersections (Palmer House Dr to French Rd)
Calvine Rd. - 4 intersections éPower Inn to Vintage Pk. Drg

‘ Sheldon Rd. - 4 intersections (Stockton Bl to Waterman Rd.

i Bond Rd. - 4 intersections (Stockton'Bl. 'to Waterman Rd.)

5 Elk Grove B1. - 3 intersections (Waterman Rd. to Grant]ine;

: Grantline Rd. - 2 intersections (w11ton Rd to Excelsior Rd

3. Two-Hay Left Turn Lanes =
- Power Inn Rd. to Florin-Perkins Rd.
- Stockton B1. to Elk Grove Florin Rd

N i vwm&nts Subtota!* . % ‘
1. Bus Park and Ride Facilities (100% funding by fees)L

Florin Rd.
Gerber Rd.

1,362,800

Calvine Rd. at Hwy. 59, incl. freeway slip ramp

Sheldon Rd. at Hwy. 99 336,600

Bond Rd. at Hwy. 99 518,100

Elk Grove Bl. at Elk Grove-Florin Rd. 316,500
2. Acquisition of Buses (87% funding by fees) 2,357,700

i AGENDA ITEM 10.1




' SEE ORIGINAL RESO UTIO{'W
ORDINANCE FILE FOR z"LIéC}L‘"‘NT

RESOLUTION NO. _88-2242

RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF '..%

| COUNTY OF SACRAMENTO, STATE OF CALIFORNIA,

F ADOPTING THE “CONSOLIDATED ROADWAY AND TRANSIT CAPITAL
: IMPROVEMENTS PROGRAM" AS THE CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE FOR
; THE TRANSPORTATION DEVELOPMENT FEE PROGRAM;

? . ADOPTING THE “SACRAMENTO COUNTY DEVELOPMENT FEE

: ANALYSIS FOR ROADWAY IMPROVEMENTS;" ADOPTING

' THE "SACRAMENTO COUNTY DEVELOPMENT FEE

ANALYSIS FOR TRANSIT IMPROVEMENTS;" AND

APPROPRIATING TRANSPORTATION DEVELOPMENT FEE

REVENUES IN ACCORD WITH THE "CONSOLIDATED

ROADWAY AND TRANSIT CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS FROGRAM"

WHEREAS, the Sacramento County General Pian includes policies directing

‘that areas chosen for ufbanﬁdéVeTopmént'béuﬁfbviaéd~with an adequate system of °

roadways and transit facilities, that adequate financing be secured for the .

deve?npment of the roadway and transit system, and that alternative sources of

EVE‘OWH@F!?;“‘ Ewu

WHEREAS traditiona? sources ef funding for ivansportation system

fmprovements, 1nc1uding federal and state grants and subventions, and 16ca1 o
government revenues, have been determined to be insufficient to meet the‘needs.
generﬁged by development; and . . L
wHEREAS Article A1, Section 7 of the California Constitution provides th@ﬁyﬁ'f?{
authority for Sacramento County to impose fees to fund the cost of roadway and.
transit facilities the need for which is generated by the type and level of
development designated in the General Plan in effect in the unincorporated
territory of the County of Sacramento:; and

WHEREAS, determinations of the readway traffic conditxoﬂs expected to

AGENDA ITEM 10.1




to the Resolution

88-2242

Genera] Pian the roadway improvemen% needed to maintain acceptab]e traffic

conditions, and an appropriate fee schedule to allocate to ew deve?ooment the

costs of funding these roadwav improvements are conta1ned 1n the document

prepared by the County's traffic engineering consultant entitled “Sacramento S i

County Development Fee Analysis for Roadway Improvements;" and

WHEREAS, determinations of the increased demand for transit services
expected to result from the type and Tevel of development anticfpated in accord
with the General Plan, the transit faci11ties needed to accommodate this
increase in transit ridership, and an appropriate fee schedule to a]Tocate to

" ‘new development the costs. of funding these. transit system. 1mprovem°nts are.

contained in the document prepared by the Sacramento Regional Transit Distr1ct
entitled "Sacramento County Development Fee Analysis for Transit Improvements;

and

y.and. transit fees fm» addmom

’ resiﬂentxa] coemercial and 1ndustrial development will generate revenues for .

the purposes contemplated in the estab]ishment of the roadway and trdnsit
development fee program and its associated capita?‘improvements program; and

WHEREAS, the document entitled “Consolicdated Roadway and Transit Capital

Improvements Program® constitutes a construction plan for uti]izing,;hese -
roadway and transit development feekrevenues to accomb?fsh the roadwafkand
trensit improvements specified in the Sacfamento County Development Fee
Analysis for Roedway Improvements and the Sacramento County Development Fee
Enalysis for Transit Improvements in accord with revenue projections and

service priorities; and

pfsOBERBES
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s Sacramento, State of: Ca’ifornia, does hereby‘adopt as the basis for the tramsit

Exhibit D to the Resolution
88-2242

‘,»the payment offraadwav and transit fees for addit1onai

be co]?ected for public improvements or facilities ¥for which an account has

been estab11shed and funds appropriated and for which thu r~adway and transit

‘development fee program and its associated capital improvements program have

been adopted;
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board of Supervisors of the County

of Sacramento, State of California, does hereby adopt as the basis for the

roadway development fee program the "Sacramento County Development Fee‘Aha1ysis

for Roadway Improvements” dated August 30, 1988, and attached as Exhibit A. |
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Boérd of Supe%visors of the Cbunty‘of.

BN IS

development fee program the “Sacramento County Deve?opment Fee Analysis -ar

Transit Improvements" dated August 30, 1988, and attached as Exhibit B,

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Board of Supervisors of the Countv of

iSmcramﬂfNu. State'af Ea?ifarn%a, daeskhereby adopt as the constructian

ATTACHMENT 6  :

283

ey S e R

the roadway and transit deve?opment proqram the “Conso1idated Roadway and
Transit Capiual Improvements Program dated August 30, 1988, and attached as
Exhibit C.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Board of Sﬁpervisors‘of the County of
Sacramento, State of Caiiforﬁia; does hereby'approprjate the revenues generated -
by the collection of roadway and transit development fees from Octobéf 29,

1988, thr&ugh June 30, 1989, and placed in the District Accounts in the Roadway
Funds and Transit Funds established pursuant to Chapter 15.87 of the Sacramento

County Code for expenditure in accord with the roadway and transit development

pfsDE5RRER




responsible for the payment cf such ;“:'fﬂéée is located. A E .
On a motion by Supervisor T. JOHNSON seconded by SupervisorG. JOHNSON |

the foregoing resolution was passed and adopted by the Board of Supervisors of
the County of Sacramento, State of CaHfornfa, this 31st day of August
1988, by the following vote, to wit

AYES: Supervisors,  G. Johnson, T. Johnson, Streng

. MOES: Supervisors, None

ABSENT:  Supervisors,  Collin, Smoley

ABSTAIN: Supervisors,

man of the Board of Superv%ors
acramento Counf:y, CaHfornia _

° = S : L
Supewisors N ‘ &%m%&%w@ SEule
| ?wwnmmumemam mm

AUG3 11988

FILE
QG31 1988
"‘-«4@% Bt

gy
- CLERY, OF ¥I% BOARD

pfsO65RBES
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Exhibit D t6 the Resé
com OF SACRAMENTO

August 19, i?gél’

To: - Chairperson and Members
' Board of Supervisors

From: Barry Steiner ﬂ;
Supervising Deputy County Counsel

Subject: Ordinances Establishing Roadway and Transit
Fees on New Development . ,
Agenda of August 23, 1988 - Item No. 63

I am enclosing two ordinances establishing roadway and

transit fees on new development in the unincorporated area of '

Sacramento County. These ordinances reflect the Board, public
£ discussion since the July: 19, meeting :

contains the following changes

The first ordinance “smends theWSaéramento Caun ¥C

Section 16.87.020(b) 1ncorporates a definition of a new
phrase "additional floor area of buildings'. This phrase uses
the technical terms "floor area' and "puilding" as defined in the

‘Uniform Building Code. This will mean that the Building

Inspection Department will be able to use its customar
techniques for determining sizes of structures. The cYange was
suggested by the Building Inspection Department. It replaces the
old phrase "additional outside gross square feet of buigding ' ‘
throughout the ordinance.

Section 16.87.020(r). The Capital Center II Assessment
District is also made eligible for credits in this Bection and
throughout the ordinance. A

Section 16.87.070 and 080. The formula for the roadway feé'
and transit fee 1z simplified and edited for clarity, without any
‘technical changes intended.

rfr-r'
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~ Board of Supervisors

reflect that the program fees and credits in effect on the date

Chairpersoﬁ and Members ~2- ;  August 19,?1988

Sections 16.87.100(b), 105(b), and 110(b) are amended to

of issuance of building permit are used to calculate the fee
payable prior to issuing the building permit. These same :
sections contain the 1a;est update of the amourts of fees and

Section 16 87. 120(&) is amended to authoriée roadway: progr
fees and credits to be amended by a later ordinance to reflect:
changes in Caltrans' construction cost index, without going
through the annual review of the Capltal Improvement Program

Section 16.87.130. This: Section is amﬁnded so that refund of
some or all of the amount of the fees previously paid shall be
granted, in proportion to the amount of work not completed if an
application is made within ‘a ‘year.’ “‘r*' i S

Section 16.87.135 is added to deal with building permit
expiration and renewal. It specifies that if a building permit
expires, a new permit is required and will be issued only if the
required fees are paid. In addition, if the applicant seeks to
renew.a building permit, the renewal may be granted only if any.
addi fonal fees in &ffeat on the date of issuance“of he

(anticipated to be October 29, 1988).

Sectiau‘lﬁ 87. léﬁ(g) 1s added to exempt from the ordinance
the issuance of a building pérmit if the completed application
was filed prior to the effective date of this ordinance

The second ordinance amends the Zoning Code to require
roadway and transit fees for development in certain land use
zones. It is amended to authorize the Planning Director to
determine the appropriate fee to be paid in cases where the
construction is authorized by a use permit, instead of the fee
bezng,based on the underlying zoning in effect on the parcel.

The County Code Ordinance is ready for introduction at the
August 23 meeting. If there are no additional changes, full
reading should be waived and it should be continued until the
August 30 meeting for adoption.

The Zoning Code ordinance will be scheduled for the Board
August 30. Both ordinances can then be acted on at the same
meeting and wouxd be effertive 60 daya later,

AGENDAITEM10]




Cha rpérsén and Hémkers
Board of Supervisors

Please contact me if you have any questions or comments.

cc: Doug Fraleigh
Warren Harada
Rich Blackmarr
Sue Ziegler
Al Freitas )

BS:df : : ‘ LB
m-bd-ords - ' : . o - ‘
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A¥ ORDINANCE AMENDING THE SACRAMENTO COURTY CODE

ESTABLISHING THE IMPOSITION OF DEVELOFMF IT FEES

TO FINARCE THE COST OF ROADWAY AND TRANWSIT FACILITIES
NECESSITATED BY NEW DEVELOFPMENT

IN THE UNIRCORPORATED AREA OF SACRAMENTO COUNTY

The Board of Supervisors of‘the County of.Sacramentd, State 
of California, ordains as follows: '
SECTIOR 1. Chapter 16.87 is added to the Sacramentqlcounty
Code to read:
CHAPTER 16.87
ROADWAY AND TRANSIT DEVELOPMENT FEES
16.87.010 PURPOSE. (a) The Board of Supervisors finds and

declares that the purpose of this chapter is to promote and carry' f

Expand the urban area in a manner supportive

of the other major policies;

Areas chosen for urban expansion ghall be
caﬁable of being provided within a reasonable
periocd of time with an adequate level oflraédsiﬁ'

_transit, or other transportation facilities;

Continue to provide quality publié services
at the most efficient level with costs spfead
among those who benefit, and work toward viable
golutions to current public service financing

prdblems, and engure that a rei&tiveiy'high level
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(2) On Air Quality:
: Develbp‘land use plans and regulations whiéh will
reduce travel distances (particularly commute |
? distances), facilitéte’increased fransit use, and
reduce reliance on the automobile; |
Continue to support the development of a light

rail transit system oriented toward praviding trunk

service between major employment centers and

residentlal aress;

Actively support%the efforts of *r:he:'Regional:i
Transit District to expand and upgrade service, to
provxde feeder service to the proposed light rail

attract

‘transit.syatem .anﬁ to

an inczeasing'p*:

‘Tof 1ocalltrave1;i

Maximize the use of transit Bﬁrviée to méjqff”
shopping centers, office complexes, and industrial
areas., For such uses proposed to be located outside
the existing transit 8ervice'area,vcohsider a
téquiremﬁnt that the non-residential developmeﬁffé«
contribute to the provision df translt service;

(3) oOn Housing: | |

Encourage increased residenﬁial'denaitiea near

employmeht cenzers and along major transpoftation

corridors within the urban area, in conjunétidn with

..2‘..
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commute"distahces;
(4) On Industrial Development:

Enéourage private sector involvement in éfforts toﬁhv
minimize problems created by rapid growth of employment
opportunities.

(5) On transportation:

Mitigate adverse environmental impacts of roadway
use and development; ‘ ‘» o

Secure adequate and stable financing for thé,

d mai
g

f the road system f
urban travel modea{v. . |

Support and develop alternatives to

sxngle-occupant automobile use, including light

Pyersaebrd

ccqpana.ﬁvehicle, and non~motoriz

modes, and alternative 1and uge patterns which relate
to the dist*ibution of employment and housing
opportunities,

Develop all tranéportation facilities and services
in accord with the overall community planning_pngramif;‘
consistent with the multiple goals and ijecﬁivégwaf ”

‘the Generzgl Plan.
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Bla . B i
(6) Om ﬁbadway‘Ci;culatiohz

To consider alternative funding swu;cesﬁbnly if
traditional sources continue to be‘insufficient to meétb
the County's construction and maintenance needs§ ‘
_ To degign and implement & system of major arterial
streets in a grid pattern at approximately ore mile
intervals. | v
(7) On Transit Circulation:
‘Incorporate tfansit access into the design of land
uses for new development; |
‘Require'dedichtions of land for public ‘tranmsit ™
improvements; |
Identify park—and-ride gite Lbcations to éeive

transit transfer and'strgtegic pickéup stopé

"develop methods to acquire and

Eﬁdaurage péfticipation_in'cdmmnte §;ﬁ§6qI iéﬁé{iﬁf
~pool and é&t?oel éctivity;. RO i
{(b) Conditions on aﬁproval>of rezones, maps, use permits and'» 
other entitiements for certain projects in the unincorpdraﬁed '
territory of the County of Sacramento requife landdwners énd‘ﬂ
applicants to mitigate the project'é impacts upon pﬁblic |
facilities, including roadway and transit facilities idéﬁtified
in the project's Environmental Impact Report. Other cbnditicns
require compliance with this fee program, when adopted, or a

similar transportation furiding mechanism.
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“le) An additlonal purpoée of this cnaptk
authority in Article XI, Section 7 of the California Lonstitutlon
by imposing fees to fund the cost of roadway and transit
facilities the need for which is generated by the type and‘level
of developﬁent designated in the General Plan in effeot in the
unincorporated territory of the County of Sacramento on the date
of adoption of this chapter. 4

(d) It is the further purpose of this chapter’to impiement,
subdivision (b) to assure that adequate roadway and transit‘
facilities are financed and provided to serve new developoent in

the unincorporated territnry of Sacramento County.

(e} The Board>hereby determines that payment of
transit fees for additional residential, commercial and

industrial development prior to issuance of a building permit or

ain im ‘ovemﬁnt planaﬂisf&ppropriate because th'?f"es

collected for‘facilitles for which accounts have been ostaﬁlish@dt
Pursuant to Sections 16.87.036 and 16.87.040 and funds h&v&*beon"ﬁf
appropriated by the County of:Sacraménto as identified in

Resolution No. 88-2242 and the Sacramento RegionaliTransit
District as identified in Resolution No. 87-11-685, and for which
the Board has adopted a proposed construction schedolé or oiéﬁ
pursuant to Section 16.87.120 and Resolution No. 88-2242 .
16.87.020 DEFINITIONS. |

(2) "Additional Dwelling Units' means the net increase in
the number of dwelling units (as defined in the Sacramento Covnty
Zoning Code) on & parcel of real property. Additional Dwelllng

‘Units (A ) shall be calculated using the formula:

e X




NU = théppumbérxéf newv&welling:units propoééd to be

constructed, improved or remodeled on or reloca.ad to thé pafcel

of real property by issuance of a building permit (or imﬁroﬁemeﬁtiﬂq
plans for & ﬁobilehome park) which do not requireban ameﬁémént,to_'
the General Plan as it existed on the date of adoption oflﬁhiéa'  '
chapter. The number of dwelling‘unité which do not‘requifé'aucﬁf;./

‘an ameundment to the General Plan shall be determined by the

Director of the Department of Planning and Commﬁnity'Development;fx
for building permits for those projects which included an -
approved amendment to. the General Plan as/it existed on the date

-of adoption of this chapter; and
1

D® = the number of dwelling units legally removed ffoﬁffl'm‘”’f

the'samevpggcel_ofrreaL property by demolition or relocation t9 

fbr the building permit, and

,32

= the number of dwelling units authori&ed to be‘

removed prior to or during the construction for which the

building permit is requested

pt and Dz shall be preaumed to be zero unless the property

owner‘has obtained or made ~application for a valid demolition

permit or permits indicating the number of dwelling units to be

removed

Existing dwelling units proposed to be retained on the

parcel shall not be included In the calculation of additional

dwelling units. Permits for residential accesSOry'atructufes,

—fe
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\chapt r unless the wor, authorized willnresult in an,increase“in; Cal

the number of dwelllng units on a parcel of real property ,
(b) "Additional Floor Area of Building" mesns the net '
increase in the floor area of the building as both terms are

defined in the Uniform Building Code as adopted by the County of

Sacramento (and as described in the building permit) on a parcel

of real property. Additional Floor Area of Building (AF) shall - -j:"jo

'

be calculated using the following formula:

AF = NB-FL-F2, where

NB = the floor area in sQuare feet of the buildings

proposed to be oonstrUCtéd,LimprOVéd*or:remodéled?on”ox-relooated'l

to the parcel of real property by issuance of a building‘permit
which does not require an amendment to the General Plan as it.

existed on the date of adoption of this chapter.v The floor area = .

”iﬁ”%ﬁﬁﬁf@*f@ﬁf*ﬁfﬁﬁﬁf&&ingﬁ“wﬁ{chﬁdoéa ‘not- requf“e ﬁu han

mmendmant to the General Plan shall be determined by the Director

of Planning and Community Development for building permits for

-those projects which included an approved amendment to the'

General Plan as it existed on the date of adoption of this ‘

chapter; and
1

F* = the floor area in square féet of buildingéﬁiégally
removed from the same parcel of real'property by demolition or
relocation to another parcel during the year preceding the

owner's filing for the building permit; and
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F4 = the floor area in squére feet of,Buildings
authorized to be reﬁpved prior to or during the construction for

‘which the building permit is requested.

1 2

F* and F° shall be presumed to be zero unless the property

owner has obtained or made application to obtain a valid

demolition permit or permits and presents substantial evidence to

the Director with the filing indicating the floor areé,in square

feet of buildings subject to demolition.

Existing floor area of buildings proposed to be retaihed on

the parcel shall not be included in the calculation of additionaif~w':

floor area of buildings. Permits”forfadditions, alteratio ]

repairs shall be exempt from this chapter if the work authorized

does not result in an increase in floor area of buildings on a

(c) "Board” means the Board okaupervisors of;the;County\o

k3

,Sacrameuto.

(d) "Building permit";means the permit 1asued or required by‘

the County for the construction, improvement or remodeling of any
structure pursuant to and as defined by the Sacramento County
Buiidings and Construction Code.

(e) "Capital Improvement Program' means that document
entitled "Consolidated Roadway énd Transit Capital Improvéments

Program' dated August 30 1988 adopted by the Board on

August 31 , 1988 and as periodically revised, which

congtitutes & proposed construction schedule or plan indicatirg

by fiscal,yeat the estimated expenditures allocated for roadway

B
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analyois and transit aﬁhlysié.

(£) "Costs" means amounts spent, or authori ed to. be spent,

in connection with the planning, financing, acquiaition and

development of a facility including, without . llmftation, the

costs of land, construction engineering, design, administration,
and consulting fees. |

(g) '"County" means the County of Sacramento.

(h) "Department' means the Sacramento County Department of
Public Werks. | |

(i) "Director ‘means the Dimector of the oacramento Countyv

Department of Public Works. _
(j) "District account means the accounts established

pursuant to Sections 16.87.030 and 16.87. 040 within the Roadway

"Lor'eac’?fee district

(k) "Estimatcd cost” means the cost of constructing or

acquiring a facility &s set forth in the Roadway Analysis or o
%. : Transit‘ﬁnalyais and in the Capital Improvements Program.

| (1) "Facility" or "facilities" means public roadway_'

% - facilities and transit facilities designated in the¢Roadway£ 

| inalysis or Transit Analyéis and scheduled for funding‘iﬁﬁfﬁc
Capital Improvements Program.

; - (m) "Fee district" means the areas established pursuant to
Section 16.87.090 for which separate roadway and transiﬁ fces are.

established pu:suant:to’Sections’16.87.100’and 16.87.110.




proposed for development Showing all‘requitéd‘improvements éﬁat
must be approved by the Department of Public Works pursuant to
'Chapter 12.03 of the Sacramento County Code. '

(0) "Roadway Analysis" means that document entitled

"Sacramehto County Development Fee Analysis for Roadway

Improvements' dated _ August 30, 1988as adopted‘by the’Boééggpn]“‘
August 31 1988 by Resolution No. 88-2242.
(p) "Roadway fee" means the fee establiahed pursuant to
Sectian 16.87.050.

 fund established pursuant to Section 16.87. 030
(r) "Roadway Program: Credit'' . means the credit established
pursuant to Section 16.87. lOS\which is deductlble from the-

‘ harged. thmq&ém
additianal dwelling units or additional flaor area’ of buildings

om preperty 1nc1uéed within the Bradahaw Road-U.S. 50 Corridar
Integrated Financing District in Fee District 2, the Sunrise
Boulevard-U.S. 50 Corridor Assessment District in Fee District 3
aad/or the Capitai Center II Asgsessment Distriet in District 3..
Said credit is equal to the respective share of craditable costs
for roadway facilities, as identified in the roadway analysis and
‘financed by the respective Integrated Financing Diatrictvor
&ssesament Districts that is allocated for each land use type
either to the projected number of additionél dwelling units on a
per dwelling unit dasis or to additional floor area éf buildings

on a per square foot basis.
~10~
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roadway program costs for a particular fee district divided by
the projected number of additional peak hour vehi.le trips in
that district, and allocated for each land use type in that
district either to the projected number of additional dweliing
units on a per dwelling unit basis or to additional floor areé of =
buildings on a per square foot basis. |
(t) "Transit Analysis" means that document entitled |
“Development FeevAnalysis for Transit Improvements' dated October

23, 1987, adopted by the Board on August 31 , 1988 by

Resolution No. 88-2242.

(u) "Transit fee" means the fee established pursuant to'”
Section 16.87.060.
(v) "Transit Fund“ means that 8pecia1 interesL bearingitrust

tion 16187 040

Qrab’ishedfpuraumnt ¢’

ke

SCw)?'“Transit Program Fee' lmeans the fee establisheov:
pursuant to Section 16.87.110 which is measured by the total
transit program costs for a particular fee district dividéd‘by
the projected number of additional peak hour transit passenger
ktrips in that district, and allocated for each land use type in ,“
that district either to the projected number of additional L
dwelling units on a per dwelling unit basis or to additional
floor area of buildings on a per square fcot basis.

16.87.030 ESTABLISHMENT AED ADMINISTRATION OF SACRAMENIO
ROADWAY FURD AMD DISTRICT ROADWAY ACCOURTS. There is heréBY'

11~
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-bearing”trust fund entitle

County Treasury a spec1al interest

the Sacramento Roadway Fund, comprised of e district roadway
‘account for each fee district established pursuant to Section
16.87.090. All roadway fees collected in each fee district
pursuant to this chapter shall be placed in the Roadway Fund and

in the district roadway account for the fee district where the

parcel responsible for paying the fee is located and shall be

held in trust until disbursed as provided in Section 16. 8;.120
The Sacramento Roadway Fund éhéll‘befadminiatered by the

[ Dlrector.

{ . 16.87.080 | ESTABLISEMENT AWD ATMINISTRATION OF, SACRAM
TRANSIT FUND AHD DISTRICT TRANSIT ACCOURTS. There is hereby

created by the office of the County Auditor-Controller in the

est—bearing trust fund entitled
tcﬁwewdianxictmﬁxﬁua

-G unty Treasury a'special inter

‘accaunt for each fee district eetabliahed pursuant to Seetion
16.87.090. All transit fees collected in each fee district

pursuant to thig chapter shall be deposited in the Transxt Tund

and in the diatrict transit account for the fee district where

the parcel responsible for paying the fee is lccated and ahalldbeg

held in trust until transferred by the Board at regul&r iﬁtervals
to the Sacramento Regional Transit District. Upon_receiptﬁof theiv,‘*’
transferred fees, the Sacramento Regional'Transit District‘ehall

administer the expenditure of the fees. The fees shall be placed

in separate funds, &nd held in trust until disbursed as providcd

w12
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shall méke an annual Teport to the Board indicating the status

 the transit capital improiemen* program and the fr ds.
16.87.050 ESTABLISHHEET OF ROADWAY FEE. There is he*eby
established, levied and imposed 8 roadway fee on the deveiapmanr
of real property in the unincorporated territory of the Caunty of
Sacramento. No building permit (and no improvement pilans forﬂa
mobilehome park) shall be approved to construct, improve or
remodel structures on real property located in a land use zone
listed in or &esignated pﬁrsuant to Sacramento Zoning Cdde" |

.Section 115-44 in a fee district for which this chapter

establlshes>a roadway;fee unless the roadway fees for that
property are paid as required by this chapter. The roadway fees

‘shall be paid by the property owner to the department, in an

'established lev1ed and impased a transir fee on ?he development¢.
of real property in the unincorporated territory of the County of
-Sacramento. Ro building permit (and no improvement plans for a
wobilehome park) shall be approved to construct, improve oxr
remodel structures on real property. located in a land use’ zon@ 15 
listed in or deaigna%ed pursuant to Sacramento Zoning Code |
Section 1i5-44 in & fee district for which thig chapter
establishes a traneit fee unless the transit feasbfof thafzy :
property are pald as required by this chapter. The tﬁausit fees
shall be paid by the property owner to the de@éxtmﬁnﬁ in an

amount calculated pursuant to Section 16.87.080,

13-
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16 87. 070 GALCULAIIOR‘OF RQSDWAY FEE. The

'adway fees,o

shall be calculated pursuanﬁ to the following ‘fornmla: “
AU x rF - &)y + aF x (®F - &C)) = ®F

where, v C

%. AU = additional dwelling units (for'reéidential land usé‘

types); | _ 1: P

AF = additional floor orea of buildings (for commo:cia}oaodfifof

: industrial land use types); e

RF = roadway program fee per additional dwelling unlt (for

residential land use type) or additional floor area Ofvg

'builaiﬁgs’(for*commerciél”andfindustrialiland*uée
4 Lypes) and
RC = rcadway program credit per additional dwelling unit

or adaitiOnal%floor'“

'f;use types) for construation in the Bradshaw Road/

50 Corridor Integrated Financing District in Fee

Digtrict 2, the Sunrise Boulevard/U.S. 50 Corridor

Assessment District in Fee District 3 and/or in‘the

Capital Ceﬁter II Asgessment District in Fee District
3;
R® = the total roadway fee which shall be pald by the
property owner.
16.87.080 ﬁ&LﬂﬂLATIQ@ oF TRANSIT FEES. The transit fee
shall be caloul ted purauant to the following formula:

A x Py + aF w 1fy w2

wlbe
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County of Sacramento in which roadway fees and transit fees shall‘

additional dwelling units (for residential land use

types);
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A" = additional floor area of buildings (for commercial and

industrial land use types)

*

T = transit program fee per additional dwelling unit"(for«i’

residential land use type) or additional leOr‘aIééfof.f"

buildings (for commercial and industrial land use

types); , S
TF = thebtotal transit fee which shall be paid by theﬁ

and

property owner.

16.87.090.

five fee districts within the unlncorporated territory of the

PEE' DISTRICTS“CREATEB

suant to this chapter.

refer to those boundary ilines as they existed as of August 1987 X

(2)

ies are est“ﬁ‘iﬁﬁc& aé“fétrﬁws“”ﬁﬁd*&li“bﬁﬁﬁﬁaryﬁ

FEE DISTRICT 1

Rorthern boundary:

The Sacramento County line from the Union P&cific Railxoad-‘

line to Interstate Route 80,

Western boundary:

The Watomas East Main Drainage Canal from the Sacramento

County line to the Sacramento City limits.

Southern boundary:

The Sacramento City limits from the Union Pacific Railroad

line toS.P.7T. Co. railroad line to Arcade Craek'jﬁst

There are ‘hereby created?*

Thesfee district:




City limits to Winding Way at College Oak Drive, Winding Way

from Arcade Creek at College Oak Drive to Dew y Drive.

| Eastern boundary.

g ' Dewey Drive from Winding Way to Greenback Lane; Greenback
Lane from Dewey Drive to the north~south parcel line which |
separates Traffic Minor Zones 681610 and 681620 and. » |
corresponds to the easterly boundaries of the Crosswdod§   
Subdivision; said north- south parcel line from Greenbapk.
Lane to Anbﬁrn Blvd; Auburn Blvd from séid north«soﬁth
parcel line to Van Maren Lane, Van M&ren Lane and its

extended alignment from Auburn Blvd to Antelope Road at

Interstate Route 80; Interstate Route 80 from Antelope ROad

to the Sacramento County line.

'Nbrthern baundary.,

The' Sacramento City limits from Intersrate Route 80 at Howe

Avenue to Arcade Creek near Auburn Blvd. Arcade Creek frcmz:.
the Sacramento City limits to Winding Way at. Coll&ge Oak
Drive; Winding Way fram ﬁrcade Creek at bollege Oak Drive to

Barrett Road

Western boundary:

The Sacramento City limits from Howe Avenue at.Interstate‘

Route 80 to Kiefer Blwd.
Southern bouﬁdary:
RKiefer Blvd. from the Sacramento City limits to the western

boundary of Mather Alr Force Base at Happy Lane.

«16-
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- Eastern bbundary: R

The western boundary of Mather Air Force Ba « from7Kiéf¢§ 
" Blvd. to the S.P.T. Co. spur railroad line at 0ld :
Placervxlle Road; the S. P.T. Co. spur railrcad 1ine from Old

'Placerville Road to Mather Field Road; Mﬁthcr Field Roadw
from the S.P.T, Co. spur railroad line to Folsom Blvd;
Fblsom Blvd. from Mather Field Road to LalLoma Drive; La Loma

Drive from Folsom Blvd .to Dedo Way; Dedo Way from La Loma
Drive to its terminous at the north-south parcel line -
separates. Traffic Minor Zones,789300 and 789320 3sai

north-south parcel line from Dedo Way to the American*River;

the American River from said north-south parcel line to the i?17%

,aextension,Qf,the.gaatgrnmpsg,segment_pf Stanley_Avenug’

:Rwad from Lincoln Avenuﬁ ro Winding Way
(¢} FEE DISTRICT 3
ﬁorthem boundary
The Sacramento County'line from Interstate Route 30 to the
Folsom City limits at the extension“of the alignment of
Santa Juanita Avenue. R
Western boundary:
Interstate Route 80 from the Sacramento County Llae tQ the'%
extended alignmﬂnt of Van Maren Lane at Antelop Road; Van
¥aren Lane from its extended alignment to Interatata Route

&0 at Antelope Road to Auburn Blvd; Auburn Blvd. from Van

.
.t
i
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Maren Lane to the north-south parcel line which separates
Traffic Minor Zones 681610 and 681620 and ccrresponds to the

easterly boundary of the Crosswoods subdivisicnm; said

north-south parcel line from Auburn Blvd. to Greenback Lane;,
Greenback Lane from said north-south parcel line to- Dewey»
Drive; Dewey Drive from Greenback Lane to“Winding Way{m

Windxng Way from Dewey Drive to Barrett Road; Barrett Road
from Winding Way to Lincoln Avenue; Lincoln Avenue from

Barret Road to Marshall Avenue; Marshall Avenue from Lincoln' ;iJ'
. | -Avenue to Stanley Avenue; Stauley Avenue and its exteﬁ&ed

‘aligrment from Harahall Aﬂenue%tQWthe American Rlve

American River from the extension of the easternmost segmentnf
of Stanley Avenue to the north-south parcel line whigh"ffa;jff

. separates Traffic Minor Zones 789300 and 789320 said

terminaus“of Dedo Qay; Dedo Way frcm ita terminous toﬁLa'

?Lamannrive; Taloma Drive from Dedo Wﬁy to- Eolsum Blvd;

Folsom Blvd. from Laloma Drive to Mather Field Road;’ﬁathéfffy
Field Road from Folsom Boulevard to the S.P.T. Co. spur
railroad line, the S5.P.T. Co. spur railroad 1ine from'Matheh.

Field Road to the Mather Alr Force Base boundary at Olduw
Placerville Road; the western boundary of Mather Air qucé
Base from the S.P.T. Co.'spur railroad line at Old ‘k',
Placerville Rd. to Kiefer Blvd at Happy Lane; the séuﬁhéfﬁ _
boundary of Mather Air Force Base from Kiefer Blvd. at ﬁappy
Lane to Excelsior Road (Mather Blvd.); Excelsior Rﬁéd'from
the southern boundary of Mather Alr Force Base.ﬁo Qerbér
Raéd.
g. | | . 18
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The extension of the aliéhmeht of Gerber Road ffom Eﬁceléiof' -
Road to Eagles Nest Road; Eagles Nest Road fh&m the extendedf  1Tr
balignment of Gerber Road to Grant Line: Road at Sloughhouse
Road; S1 0ughhouse Road and its southeastmbeaVing alignment
extended from Grant Line Rd. to the Cosumnes River. |
Eastern.boundary
The Cosumnes River from the extension of the southeast -
bearing alignment of Sloughhouse Road to Dillard Road. (near.vf"'

Jackson Highway); Dillard Road from the Cosumnes River to

Jackson nghway, Jackson HighwayAfrom»Dillard Roadht' Klefcr,

Blvd; Kiefer Blvd. from Jackson Highway to Grant Line Road ehe
Grant Line Road from Kiefer Blvd. to White Rock Road; Whlte?:“ffmfu

Rock Road from Grant Line Road to Prairie City Road; Prairie

from Prair

Vthe sauthern and weatexn Folsom City Limits

'City Enad to’ the Sacramento County line at the extension ofg
the aligmment of Santa Juanita Avenue.

"(d) FEE DISTRICT 4

Eorthprn boundary. _ , B v

. Riefer Blvd. from the Sacramento City limits to tha western‘

boundary of Mather Air Yorce Base at Happy Lane; the
southern boundary of Mather Airxr Force Base from Kiefer Blvd.
at Happy Lane to Excelsgior Road (Mather Blvd ).

Western boundaryz
The eastern and southern Sacramento City Limits from Ri@fer

Blvd. to Mack Road near Stockton Blvd.; Stockton Blvd;,from

19




the Cosumﬁes River.
kSonthern boundary: »
The Cosummnes River from Highway 99 to an extension of the
southeast-bearing alignment of Slougﬁhouse Road. K
Eastern boundary:
Sloughhouse Road and the extension of 1its southeast bearing
alignment from the Cosumnes River to Grant Line Road at

Eagles Nest Road; Eagles Nest Road from Grant Line Road to

! the extension of the alignment of Gerber Road; the extension
P “of‘the*alignméntwéf'Gerbarzkoad”frum Eagles Nest Road‘tb‘
Excelsior Road; Excelsior Road from Gerber Road to the
i southern Mather Alr Force Base boundary

FEE DISTRICT 5

f of Sacramﬂnto County which dn not 1ie. within ree Districtsj
3, or &

The incorporéted cities of Sacramento, Folsom, Galt,vand‘
Iselton are excluded from this and the other four fee districts

desciibed herein.

w P




T | | | ATTACHMENT 6
Exhilsit-D% the Resolution

16.87.100 ESTABLISEMENT OF ROADWAY PROGRAM FEE FOR LAWD USE

Analysis, and may be adjusted pursuant to Section 16 87 200(3).
(b) The roadway program fee’ listed in this su division in

: effect on the date of issuance of a building permit (or 
improvement plans for mobilehome parks) shall be used to

calculate the total roadway fee payable prior to issuénée of_such“

building permit or imﬁrovement plans.
'$/ADDITIORAL $/SQUARE FOOT OF ADDITIONAL
DHELLING UNIT FLOOR AREA OF BUILDIEG
Land , ' : ‘ :
-Use Single Multiple Business & Office
Type Family PFamily Comm'l Professional Industrial Paxk
| . Fee
L Dist.

16.87.105 ESTABLISHMENT OF ROADWAY PROGRAM CREDIT BY LAND
USE TYPE. .
(é) The roadway program.credit is based on the Roadway

Analysis and the Englneer 8 Reports for the Bradshaw Road- U S 50
Corridor Integrated Financing District, the Sunrise } ;
Boulevard/U.S. 50 Corridor Assessment District, and the Capital

Center II Assessment District, and may be adjusted pursuant to

Section 16.87.200(a).




(b)

The roadway program credit listed in this'subdivision

in effect on the date of issuance of a building perr it (or
improvement plans for mobilehome park) shall be used‘toﬁca;cﬁiété;
the total toadway fee payable prior to isauancé of:such buildiﬁg
permit or improvemeﬁt plans for pfope:ty within the respectiVéjk
Financing District or Assessment Districts. ; :_»( o
$/ADDITIONAL $/SQUARE FOOT OF ADDITICNAL

' DWELLING UNIT FLGOR AREA OF BUILDIHG
Land _ S o e
~Use Single Multiple y Business & o Qffice
Type Family Family Comm'l Professional Industrial Park

Finance or
Assm't. Digt = e

Bradshaw $0 $191 $0.88 $0,65
Sunrise $0 $204  $0.62 $ 0

Capital
Center II $0

16. 87 110 EsT&BLxsﬂmxﬁT 0? TﬁANSIT FE@GRAM FRE EY Lﬁﬂn{k
"‘ﬁsﬁ TYPE.

(a) The transit program fee is based on the Tfanait 
Analysis. F. | - ‘

The transit program!feea 1isted in»fhia subdiviéion”v
in effect on the date of issuance of a building permit (o#
improvement plans for mébileﬁcme parcels) shall be used to
calculate the total transit fee payable prior to issuénge of Sﬁch

building permit or improvement plans.

AGENDA ITEM 10.1
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$/ADDITIONAL = -  $/SQUARE FOOT OF ADDITIONAL

DWELLING UNIT ~ FLOOR AREA OF BUILDING
Land ¢
-Ose Single Multiple . Business & - Office
Type Family Family Comm'l Professional Industrial Park
Fee
Dist. , ;
1 117 238 0.5 0.47 0.11  0.30
2 87 177 0.38 0.35 ©0.08 . 0.22
3 175 356 0.77 0.70 016 0.45
4 117 238 0.51  0.47 011  0.30
5 0 0 0 ¢ | 0 | 'o,

16. 87 120 ﬁDOPTIOE OF ARB;COMPLIANCE WITH RQADH&Y ANALYSIS
TRARSIT ARALYSIS AWD CAPITAL THMPROVEMENT PRGGRAM

(a) The Board shall by resolution adopt a Roadway Anaiysis,'.'

a Transit Analysis and a Capital Improvement Program.

jby resolution at its discretion. The roadway program fee &nd

‘cr&dmt may be adjusted annually by ordinance adcpted purauant’tob
Chapter 12.5 (commencing with Section 54985) of Part 1 of
Divigion 2 of Title 5 of the Government Code to fefleét cost
increases in roadway facilities in the adopted Capital
Improvement Program as contained in the latest edition of the
“Index Last 12 Months" of the Caltrans Price Index for Selected
Highway Construction Items, whether orknot'th& annual‘review is 
conducted pursuant to thiB subdlvision‘ |

(b) The monies in the Rgadway Fund shall be disbursed for

uge according to the fiscal and budgetary provisions of the

“23-
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Exhibit D to the Resolution

'8CC-0742

be disbursed for use according to the fiscal and buanetary
provisions of the Sacramento Regional Transit District, gubjeét
to the limitations of this subdivision. The roadway feesiandf.
transit fees shall be used solely to finance the costs of
facilities stated in the Roadway Analysis or Transit Analysis.
To the extent sufficievt fees are available, all facilities
financed by fees shall be constructed or acquired in accordance
with the priorities established in the Roadway Analysis and

Transit Analysis and the Capital Improvement Program, “{The fees

in each District Roadway' Accoun and transferred from»each“"””

. Dlstrict Transit Acqount ahall only,be,used to finance facilitieéf,“

located within the fee district from which the fees were

In the event a building permit for constrvction;'iﬂpté%ementf
or remodeling to add additional dwelling units or floor area of
buildings expires pursuant to the County Building and

Constructlon Code, a claim for refund may be filed by the

applicamt who paid the fee with the Director within one yﬁax of

the date of expiration of the permit. Such a claim shall be

granted, whereupon some or all of the amount previously paid

shall be refunded to that applicant or his or her written

designee, in proportion to the amount of work not 0omp1eted

Such a refdnd ghall not be paild until the Department verifies

that the building permit is void,
~24
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16 87. 135 BUI!.DIWG ?ERHIT mmmmm AM’) mmm
In the event a building permit for additional dwelling units
or floor area of buildings, whether issued before or etter the '
effective date of this Chapter, expires pursuant to the County
‘Buildings and Construction Code, before such work mey be:ff.

commenced or recommenced a new permit shall be obtained to do‘

so, and such permit may be issued only if the fees required;by-
this Chapter are paid. o
In the event a building permit for additiomnal dwelling units“f’

or floor area of buildings, whether issued before or after the

is sought to be renewed pursuant

.effective date of this Chapte ,
to the County Building and Construction Code, such permit may be R

renewed only if any additional fees in effect on the date of

The follcwing are exempt from the requirements offthis

Chapter'"
(a) The Laguna Facilities Plan Area as defined pursuant‘téy
-Chapter 16.85. | ' i
(b) The Antelope Community Plan area as defined pursuant to m”*

Chapter 16.80.
(¢} The Elliott Ranch/Laguna Creek Ranch project area,

which is defined as that unincorporated territory bounded by
Interstate 5 on the west, to Sacramento County Reglonal |
Sanitation District Treatment Plant boundaries on the north, to

Union Pacific railroad tracks on the east to the extansioh of Blk

w75«
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Grove Boulevard, andﬁoh the south from . th U

tracks along the extension of Elk Grove Boulevard to _nterstate 5 -
as shown on the Sacramento County General Plan Land Use map |
adopted October 22 1986 by Resolution No. 86-1470.

(d) Activities not requiring a building permit (except for
nwbllehome parks, which shall be required to comply with the
requirements of this chapter before improvement plans ere
approved),

(e) Bullding permits or improvement plans approved in land

use zones other than those listed in or designated pursuant to

Sacramento Zoning Code Section PTG G g I e B
(f) In cases of extreme hardship, duly established by the

’applicant presenting substantial evidence to the satisfaction of

',the”ﬁoard that the paymenc of the fee would deprlve the ownervof_

rights guaranteed by'the re&ETai%orwgﬁeeechnexi;ution, th; ,

Board, acting in its legislative capacity, and by resolution,
shall grant an exemption from any OT all of the provisions of

this Chapter.

(g} The issuance of building permits for which a complete
application was filed with the Departmenﬁ prior OLtobercég;fiééé.

16.87.150 &LTEQ&ATIVE METHOD AND CﬁN?LIAﬁCﬁ WITH @THER Leﬁb
ARD REQUIREMEWIS.

(a) This chapter 1s intended to establish a euppiemental
method for funding the cost of certain facilitiles the need for
which will be generated by the level and type of development

designated in the General Plan in effect in the unincorporated

w26
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::}terri ory of theiCo'

i

this chapter. Thg'provisicnslof this ofdinance shail nofybe
construed to limit the power of thé Board to impose ny qther
fees or exactions, or to continue to imposé exiating ones, on
development within the unincorporated territory of the County.of
Sacramento. Compliance with this érdinance shall b@"iﬁ édditidn
to any other requirements which the Board is»authoriZéd fof
impose, or has previously imposed, as a cohdition of appr6ving

plans, rezonings, permits or other entitlements pursuant to state

and local laws. o ok

ogram is intended to operar

(b) In particular, thia fae

in coujunction with, and not replace, other roadway and'transit

financing mechanisms, except as expressly designated in this

Chapter. To that end, (1) the owner of prOJects subject to‘this

he dedications,_1mprovements-a

grequirementa in'th& Gounty of Sacramento Improvement‘Standards‘ *
Those requirements shall be performed without credit being given

against the payment of fees required by this Chapter, even if the

facility for which the dedication or improvement is required is

one which is also listed in the roadway analysis or transit =

analysis as a facility to be financed by the roadway fea,br‘
transit fee. (2)4The owner proposing such projects'shail be
responsible for those mitigation measures that may be required as
a result of being identified in any traffic aﬁalyses for the
project prepared by or for the County, including those identified

pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) in

7

ot i IS
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l ‘ . it . ‘ ;“’\i B 5 = i - !
- . order to fully or partially reduce the significant effects on the

environment which may otherwise result from the projcct. The

appropriate enyironmental:documeht;shall be prepared, which_mayf
include consideration of the potential mitigation of significant
effects resulting from compliance with the fees required by thisy
Chapter but shall also include such other mitigation measures aaili~
needed to reduce or lessen the significant effects of a project
to a less than signlfioant level. | |

(c) (1) If a project: (a) contains additional dwelling

units in resxdential land use types orhadditional floor area of

buildings in commercial or industrial land use types, (b) has
plan amendments, rezones, use permits, variances or othe:

entitlements for use that were approved prior to the effective

fpermits, and (d) ‘was zequired as a condition of approval to

fdedicate or improve roadway facilities or. ﬁransit facilities i

'cxcesﬂ of the requiremcnta of the Sacramento County Improivment
Standards and those roadway facilities or transit facilities are
now shown as facilities to be funded by roadway fecs or; transit
fees, then the owmer may apply to the Director for a credit |
against the fee otherwise required by this chapter when reﬁaiﬁiﬁg
building permits are applied for for that prcject. Crcdit'éhall
be given in an emount not to exceed the fee that 1s otherwise due
for each building permit paid based on the cost estimates of |

construction of the facilities or the cost estimaﬁas of fair

market value of the land dedicated, as shown in the adopted

roadway analysis or transit analysis. : , ' -

£
S
i
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subdivision must be accepted by the Department,‘or the pfoperty
owner must post a bond or other security for the cc“plete |
performance of the construction in a form acceptable to the.
Director and the County Counsel prior to credit being given and
issuance of any of ‘the approvals set forth in Sections 16 87 DSO*T
and 16.87.060.

(3) Where_the amount of the credit is less than the
amount of the otherwise applicable roadway fee or transit“fee,
the property owner shall pay the différence between the credit
Secti ‘16 87 070 or 16 87‘080

and the fee. due ag, set. forthw

SECTIOH 2. If any provision of this ordlnance or the"

application thereof to any person or circumstance is held

vinvalid such invalidity shall not affect the other prov1sions of

ffthiﬂ ordLnﬁnce"

:fprovision or its application. and to this end the proviéions=of”

this ordinance sre severable.
SECTIOR 3. This ordinance shall take effect and be in full
force on and after sixty (60) days from the date of its passage.

SECTIOH 4. Before the expiration of fifteen (15) days from

the date of the passage of this ordinance, 1t shall be published
once with the names of the members of the Board of Supervisors
voting for and against the same, said publication to be made in a

newspaper of general circulation oubliahed in the County of

Sacramento.

-29-
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the regular meeting“of the Board of Supervisors on August‘

1988, and on August 23, 1988, further reading was waived by

unanimous vote of the Supervisors present , - s .
On a motion by Supervisor __T. JOHNSON __, seconded bygfﬁf
Supefvisor G. JOHNSON , the foregoing ordinance was p&Ssed

and adopted by the Board of Supervisors of the County of

Sacramento, State of California, at a regular meeting thereof,

3

this 3;52‘ day of August , 1988, byvthe following vote,
to wit: | ?
 AYES: Supervisors, G. Jobnson, T. Johnson, Streng g

O P

NOES;;M S“Pervisors, ﬁyﬁone

ABSENT: Supervisors, ~Collin, Smoley . o e e

oFu
“mv*mf

¥ P C rk of'the . AP :
PS> Board 4f Supervisors I ocuedane il SRt L o B e
CALiroan® , f&mwgwﬁammw&waawa

Opr. 149 | R - | '31‘!988 s
chapter 16.87 Co _
. . By %4‘{’4_’:,(/ &WW

T Doty § w&mﬁw

FILED
AUG 311388 | .
By ur SUPRRISSRS e SR

«30~
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ESEABLISEIEG IMPOSITIOEfﬂF; EVELOPHENT PRES ©
IO FIRANCE Tﬁk COST OF ROADWAY: AND TRANSIT FACILITIES

% SPECIFIED LAWD USE ZONES
IR THE UNINCORPORATED AREA OF SACRAMENTO COUFTY

The Board of Supervisors of the County of Sacramento, State; e rf;”@

of California, ordains as follows:

SECTION 1. Section 115-44 is added to the Sacramento County
Zoning Code to read: ' | .

5115-44 (a) The land use zones 1isted below shall be

included within the corresponding land use type listed below, and

such land use types shall be uaed for all purposes specified

pursuant to Chapter 16. 87 of the Sacramento County Code,

including establishing, paying, and collecting roa&wayvfeesiand

transit fees.

AR-10 throuéﬁ" D=7 .
Htltiple Family Residential RD-10 through RD- AO 8

Single Family Residential

Commercial GC General Commercial
LC Limited Commercial
AC - Auto Commercial

TC - Highway Travel Commercial '
SC - Shopping Center, and: = .
CO - CGmmarcial Recr@atioz,
Business and Professional : . ‘
Office - BP - Business and Professional

Industrial M-1 - Light Industrial and

M-2 - Heavy Industrial
Industrial-Office Park

AGENDAITEM101




Special Planning Area Land Use Zone (SPA) and Combi%ing Land
Use Zones shall be included within the above land use types as
designated by the Director of the Department of Planning and
Cammnnity Development. who shall determine which land use zone or

zones authorize the uses and densities which correspond most

directly to the uses and densities allowed in thé aréas within

the SPA or Combining Zones.

Uses allowed by use permit in any of the zones dnbcribed in'b

this subdivision shall be included within the above 1and use

types. as. dasignated by.the Direct‘r of the D partmentM £ ~lanning'

and Community Development, instead of being»included on thefbasis.

of the underlying land use zone in effect on the parcel‘of‘”

property. The Director shall determine which land use zone or

”f d‘;ensities which correspdbd mos

directly to the uses and‘densities allowed by the use permit. _
{(b) 1In any land use zone specified in subdivision (a), no
building pérmit shall be issued (and no improvem@nt plans for a”

mobilehome park shall be approved) until the roadway fees and

transit fees are paid as required by Chapter 16. 87 of the

Sacramento County Code. ‘
SECTIOH 2. This ordinance shall take effect andiﬁe in fuii‘
force on and after sixty (60) days from the date of its passage.
Before the expiration of fifteen (15) days from the déﬁé'of
the passage of thisg ordinanée. it shall be published once with
the names of the members of the Board of Supervisors ﬁoting for
and against the same, said publication to be made in é néﬁspaper

of general circulation published in the County of Sacramento.

{
¢
A
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Supervisor G. JOHNSON L, the foregoing ordinance was

Exh|b|t D to the Resolutlon

SzC B8-0089

On a_motion by Suparvi or T JOHNSON

passed and adopted by the Board of Superviaors‘of the County of’
Sacramento, State of California, at:a regular meeting theréof,

this 31st day of _August , 1988, by the following vote,. to

wit:
AYES: Supervisors, G. Johnson, T. Johnson, Streng
ROES: Supervisors, None

Collin, Smolgy

Chairperso@[of the Board of Supe'&fsors:
of Sacramento County, California '

Tk of the
Supervisors

- wwmwma Wmmmm
0 fate : WE:WM uag; ww
o SRR

AUG311088
~Z§£z6(4f é;%4144‘*¢~—

am:gém Gewtt o Sprrasn:

FILED

AUG 31 1388
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RE: Adoption of an Ordinance Amending the

COUNTY OF SACRAMENTO

) 87-PH~1569
Sacramento County Code Establishing - ;
the Imposition of Development Fees to FIKDINGS OF FACT
Finance the Cost of Roadway and ) AND
Transit Facilities Necessitated by )
Wew Development in the Unincorporated )
Area of Sacramento County )

I. GENERAL INFORMATION AND DESCRIPTION OF THE PROJECT

The proposed project consists of the Sacfamento County Transportation
Development Fee Program which ié-é:méans»toiexact;financing from new -
devé!opment throughout unincorporated Saéramento County to provide for the
expansion of the county road and trensit system in order to accommodate

increased vehicle traffic and transit ridership from that additional

LB St

STATEMENT OF OVERRIDIKG CGﬁSIBERﬁTIGﬁS

;NIhe“Erngnﬁmgldﬂﬂtjfies.major county,road and transit 1mpro,ementsﬁ;’

metermined to be needed as a result of forecast future deveYopment throuoh 1993\;

in accord with the Sacramento County General P]an.‘_Fac111t1es to be funded and"f“'

the proposed timing of their construction are specified in the documents dated
August 30, 1988, and entitled “Sacramento County Development Fee Analysis for

Roadway Imnravements,” ®Sacramento County Development Fée Analysis for;Tfansit:;

Improvements,” and “Consolidated Roadway and Transit Capital Improvements

Program.”

The Sacramento County Transportation Development Fee Program incorporates a

schedule of fees for six catenories of land use zones. - Fees are to be assessed

to the net increase in residential dwelling units or commércjaT/industrial

-1 -

AGENDA ITEM 10.1




deve]opﬁent fee scheduie’alfSQStes thé cosfﬁcbf tﬁé needed roadwéy an&ifransit
improvements to the six land use types based upon their average v iicular
traffic and transit ridership generation characteristics.  Area$ of the rural
unfncorporated County whére imprqvements to the major road system due to

development are not required by 1995 are .to have development fee rates of zerc.

The Board of Supervisors directed the Public Works Department on September 9,

1986, to investigate ns hy which the C@unty s ccavem* a1 funding sources

¥

. s g F ST . =T - - KR ST P DU R AP U .. A i o
Tor roadezy fmorovements ool e zugmemted., 2 teth foecs wss egEriTed wiich

included representatives of the Public Works Department, the P?anning and

Community DeveTe
force recommended a countyw1de development fee program to be enacted by
ordinance pursuant to the County's police power authority in implementation of

‘the General Plan...

‘The task force. returned to the Board of“Supervisors with a

Significant criticism bj representatives of the development community Ted the
task force to conclude that this initial proposal lacked sufficient technical
analysis to demonstrate the reasonable‘reiationship between new development and

the fees to be collected to fund the proposed improvements.

The Board of Supervisors authorized the Public Works Department to engage a
consulting traffic engineer to perform a technical analysis tobdemonstrate the
relationships between anticipated new development in accord with the General
PTan,.increases in traffic resu?ting from that development, and development fee

assessments to finance specific roadway capital improvements to accomnodate

-2 -
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increases in transit rider hip résu?ting from that.new development, and
development fee assessments needed to finance specific transit carata1

improvements to accommodate this ridership.

On November 10, 1987, the'County;s Environmental Coordinator issued en
environmental document for ﬁhe'transportatiop development fee project
consisting of en Initial Study which concludes that the previously certified
Environmental Impact Report for the Sacramento County General Plan Update of
1982, Control No. PL-80-091, is sti11 adequate and appropriate for the proposed

progect. On November 17, 1987, the Board of Supervisors approved the re?ease

of the report encompass1ng%th1§'addit16na1 ana1ysis, entit?ed ‘sacramento’County’

Consol1dated Roadway and Transit Development Fee - Fxnancing Plan and Capital -

Improvement Program, and containing the Roadway Ana1ys1s prepared by the

‘”ansultzng traffic eng1neery the Trans1t Anaiysis prepared by Reg1ona1 Trans1t

statt, the capital 1mproVemeﬂf§”ﬁPﬂ§FEM:ﬂa?d“&;d”aft“ pdinenceﬂia enag

development fee program.

Subsequently, Public Works staff met to review the Transportation Development
Fee proposa1 with various groups representing the development community,
1nc3udtng the Metropoiitan Chamber of Commerce, the Bu11ding Industry
Association of Superior California (BIASC), the Associated General Coetractors,
the Builders Exchange, and the Sacramento Board of Realtors. An opportunity

was provided for the BIASC to have. an independent review of the proposal

conducted by an engineering consultant.




sti]l'a&equate and appfppropriate for this projeei' On July 25;‘1988:Mthe

Project Planning Commission considered the Zoning Code amendment, which is to

add Section 115-44 to Chapter 15, Article 4, and the County Code aﬂendment for E
b enacting ‘the Transportation Development Fee Program. The Commission’voted to ‘p
i recommend approval of the Zoning Code -Amendment to estabiish land use types forﬁ
the imposition of transportation development fees based upon the 1and use zones R

reguTated by the Zoning Code.

Beginning on July 19, 1988, public hearings on the Transportation Developmeht

Fee Program were conducted before the Board of Supervisors. TestimonV'was

received’ “From most oF"

the developmenﬂ*organiiations9previous]y briefedfnn the

proposal and from a number of individual developers. At the direction of~the

Board of Supervisors, a number of roadway improvement projects were.reddced,in e

the‘need for ihe improvement being capsed'byieiietfng deve16pmep$ epd”traffic,

A system of credits was devised to reduce the potential development fee

responsibilities of properties already ob]?gated to fund significant major

roadway improvements in the Bradshaw Road/U.S. 50 Corridor Integrated Fihancing
District, the Sunrise Boulevard/ U.S. 50 Corridor Assessment Dietriét,fénd7thef
Capita} Center I1 Assessment District. The estimated costs for two transit
improvement projects were reduced. The program's fee sehedu?e was adJusted

accordingly. These hearings culminated in a hearing on August 23, 1988, at

4AGENDAITEM1QJ
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'wh1ch time the Board ‘of Supervisors approved the introduction of the ordinance

and the capital improvements program and appropr1ated funds pursuant thereto.

The Board by ordinance adopted»Chapter 16.87 of the County Code aﬁd amenoed the_»

Zoning Code adding Section 115-44.

I1. THE RECORD

For purpose$ of CEQA and'the Findings identified in Section IV. the récord of
the proceedings for the project is comprised of the following: | o |
1. The revised Sacramento County Development Fee Ana]ysis for Roadway

b Improvements dated August 30 1988.

2. The revised Sacramento County Deve1opment Fee Ana1jsis for Transit

Improvements dated August 30, 1988.

The revised Consolidated Roadway and Trans1t Cap1aa1 Improvements Program

~ The draft report entitled Sacramento County Consolidated Roadway‘aﬁa'
Transit Development Fee: Financing Plan ahd Capital Improvement Program

dated November 3, 1987, which contains the initial versions of the three

documents cited above.

5. The draft report entitled Roadway and Transportation Capital Improvement

Program and Financing Plan (Roadway and Transportation Deve]opment Fee)

dated November 18, 1386.
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- The Environmenta] Iﬁ%act Report for the Sacramento County Genera] Plan

Update - Phase I and Phase II (1981) Contro] No. PL- .80- 091.

8. The Initial Study prepared by the Environmental Coord1nator for the
Sacramento County Transportation Development Fee Project (Contro] No.
87-PH-1569). _

g. A1l staff reports, memoranda, maps, letters, minutes of meetings, ahd'other"“ 

plénning documents, and other evidence presented at public hearinQS»bb’tﬁi§""’ 

matter before thé Project Planning Commission and Board of‘prervis§r§'6n v'

the fo]]owing date5°

.1

P

November 25, 1985 —mBoard of Supervisors (joint 'report’ of PUbTiC'wbyksfaﬁd:%ﬁi:ﬁffJ”‘
Planning Departments on roadway

financing alternatives)

Transportation CIP/Financ1ng PTan)

December 2, 1986 - Board of Supervisors (schedu]e for add1t10na1 work -

prior to public hearing)

November 17, 1987 - Board of Supervisors (release of draft report for

review)

Hay 24, 1988 - Board of Supervisors (determination that prior EIR for o
General Plan Update of 1982 is

sti111 adequate and appropriate)

July 19, 1988 - Board of Supervisors (public hearing)

-6 -
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pd oféSuperv1sors

- BO

. August 16,'1988 Board.of Supervisors (public heéring)_

August 23, 1988 Board of Supervisors (puolic hear1ng)

AuguSt 30, 1988 Board of Subérvigors~ (enactment of deveiopment fee
progrgm by adopt1on'of reso]utibn 5,.
and ordinances) | »v
10. Matters of common knowledge to‘the Board whféh it considers. jnc)uding,jnut".
not Timited to, the following: | ' . '
a. The Sacfamento County General Plan, 1nc1ud1ng the Land Use Map, Magor

“Streets and Highways Map, and elements thereof;

Vé

The “Atr' Quality MaifitenaniceiRlani

»bas&c,strategy adopted b

as requ1red by the Envvronmenta1 Protection Agency reguTat1ons

implementing the Clean Air Act;

'Mé;ﬁﬁthéﬁ form311§ adobféd'bo?fﬁiéétand’ordinancés;_‘

II1. FINDINGS.PREViOUSLY ADOPTED-QHICH IDENTIFIED SIGNIFICANT ADVERSE IMPACTS

The Final Envwronmenta1 Impact Report prepared for the 1982 General PTan Update.;k'_

identified the following significant adverse 1mpacts that could result from

implementation of the General Plam due to the scale of anticipated popu1at1on

| growth which the P1an,wi11 accommodate:




2
i

‘lfThe Transportation Deve1opment Fee Program is. formu]ated on the basis of”

The contribution of air pollutants from motor vehicle tr1ps and ;

statvonary sources associated with new development in urban expansfon
~and infill areas could have a signiffcant effect

2. The increase in development and popu]ation especia]]y in previous1y

’rural areas, could resu1t fn significant 1mpacts to serV1ce providers

opposition to individua] 1nf111 development projects.
These impacts were recognized in findings‘of fact and a statement of overriding

cons‘de:at1ons for the General Plan Update adopted by the Board of Supervisors

financing roadway and transft faciiities required to adequate?y serve the
transportation needs of‘additional development anticipated during the next
eight years in unincorporated Sacramento County consistent with the County's
adopted General Plan. The develop related policies of General Plan Update
approved in 1982 were fashioned, in part, to assure that the substant1a1
population growth forepast for Sacramento County (an estimated increase of
214,000 persons between 1980 and 1990) by the California Department of Finance
could be aceommodated without undue land constraints driv1ng up the cost,of

housing. Patterns of urban growth contiquous to already developed areas and

AGENDAITEM101

Sl EL B




- , | ATTACHMENT 6
- ' Exhibit D to the Resolution

more intensive infill development were reinforced by land use and public

Development Fee Program draws heavily on the oo1ic1e53estab11§hed'by the 1982

General Plan Update regarding urban expansion, air quali»y, housing, and

transportation. In determining that the prior Environmental Impact Report for
the Genefa] Plan Update, Control No. PL-80-091, is adequate and appropriate for
the Transportation Development Fee project, the Board of Supervisors recognizes
that the fee program, in helping to mplement the General Plan, shares some of

the significant impacts previously recognized for the General Plan.

IV. FINDINGS AND STATEMEWTS OF FACTS SUPPORTING THE FINDINGS

| Notwithstanding'thé’idehtificatfoo;of«the‘abovévs1gn1ficantfadverso;dmpaots;,iz?~
the Board hereby approves the establistment of development fees fo'finance‘the

cost of roadway and transit facilities necess1tated by deve]opment of the type’k_

Code Sect1ons 15091, 15092 and 15093 As required by the aforementioned

references, the Board makes the following findings for which there is

substantial evidence in the record.

1. With regard to the adverse jmpact on air quality, the Board f1nds that the
air quality problem is regional in nature and 1s unm1tigab1e as 1t relates
to this progect alone. 1In the Sacramento area, national ambient air
quality standards are exceeded and, because of this, Sacramento county is

included within an “Air Quality Maintenance Area" for which air qUaTity

-0 .
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' Exhibit D to the Resolution

v-Air ”ua]ityé']anning is cont1nuin

potent1a1 air quality beneflts in the form of reductions 1n fehicu?ar

traffic congestion and expansion of the public transit system. However,
the effect of this project on regional scale air quaiity would be difficult -
to quantify. ' |

Supporting Fact:

The Sacramento Area Council of Governments (SACOG) is the designafed
planning agency for ozone and carbon monoxide air pollution in thé
Sacramento area. . SACOG is brepaking a new air qué1ity pian for_the'
Sacramento area, and air qua]ity pTanning is continuing The continuing

viabi1fty of Sacramento s Lransportatwon system is not a primary fa tor

generating or S“Sta’"’"g the PODU1at10n growth accommodated by the Genera1 s
Plan. Vehicular traffic conditions and opportunities for utilization of ‘

~ public transit would have to suffer a precipitous_dec1ide in order to

viability of the transportation system is a primary féctor”1nf1uencing'”
Sacramento’s air'qua1ity because the principal source of air pollutants in

Sacramento is the highway vehicle.

2. The transportation facility expansion to be accomplished by the
Tf&n#pﬁrtation‘Deve?obmeﬁt Fee project will help to mitigate the ajtkég_r

quality impact of development in accord with the General Plan,

AGENDA ITEM 10.1




vehicular cabackty and efficiency of travel and, by

program would increasé‘

reducing congestion, would reduce the overall amount of time pol1utant
emitting vehicles are required to be in use for people in Sacramento to
accomplish the same transportation purposes. The program wouio'expand_the
facilities of Saeramento's public transit system, enhancing transit usage
opportunities and reducing the amount of sing1e-occupancy~automobi?e'usage.
The ultimate effect of these factors would be to reduce air p011Utants on a

regional scale and carbon monoxide in some local areas (Initial Study,

page 17).

3. The other: significant.adverse effe ‘cognized for d

accommodated by the 1982 General Plan ‘Update, 1nc1ud1ng fiscal impacts on

public service providers, increases in energy consumption due to population

“to infill development are not

:‘Supporting Fact-

The Transportation Development Fee Program will help to mitigate these
other adverse effects since it w111 tend to provide otherwise unavaiiable
financing for transportation service faci?ities, reduce transportation
energy consumption by increasing transit usage and. the efficiency,oﬁ~}?
vehicular travel on the roadway system, and mitigate potent1a1 trafffcn

congestion effects that could result from infill development.

4. The Transportation Development Fee Program will finance the construction of

specific transportation system improvements which could 1nd1v1dua11y cause

significant adverse impacts.' v
. 11 -
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Fee Program will be subject to individual ehvironmeﬁta] réVieQTéé:they aré
engineered and proposed for construction; The feasibility of any needed

mitigation will be determined in that context.

V. STATEMENT OF OVERRIDING CONSIDERATIONS

Notwithstanding the disclosure of the significant adverse impaots and their
mitigat1og described above, the Board of Supervisors has determined pursuant to
Section 15093 of the State CEQA Guvde1ines that the benefits of the proposed
project outweigh the adverse impacts, and the project shou!d be approved.. With
reference to the above findings andvinwrecognigjonﬂofﬁxhose,facts'wbighvare_”o
included in the record, the Board has determinedbthat the project could

contribute to cumulative air quality impacts which are considered adverse.

economic. and. other”

are special soc'ial;aL

-overriding considerations that there;

reasons for approving thi< project, notwithstanding the disc]osure of
suostantiaivadverse cumulative impacts disclosed in the EIR applying to the
project. The reasons are as follows: | |

1. Irrespective of the proaect, the population of the County 1is projected to

R

" continue to 1ncrease at a rate comparable to that contemplated by the 198?
Genera] Plan Update.
2. ‘Alternative sources of financing are not availab1e to accomplish the needed
transportation system improvements and achieve the same potential
mitigating effects on air quality and other impacts recognized for the

”Generai Plan.
- 12 -
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Transportation Development Fee Programais an‘important means of

jmplementing adopted General Plan policies, including some of those related

to urbanﬁexpansion, air quality and housing, as well as those *Jated to

transportation.

Dated:  AU531 1983

G rman of“fhé;Board,of Sube
County of Sacramento, '

State’o

Tifornia

Iyt

L
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e ATTACHMENT 6
Exh|b|t D to the Resolutlonf

- This space for County C!erk Filing Stamp

THE SACRAMENTO UNION
301 Capitol Mall :
~Sacramento, California 95814
_Telephone: (916) 442-7811

65280

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFGRNHA
FOR THE COUNTY OF SACRAMENTO

NO.

DECLARATION FOR
PROOF OF PUBLICATION
(C.CP. 52010, 2015.5)

N /et e N’ N

1 am over the age of eighteen, a citizen o{ tlée Unlted o | EXHIBIT Aa

; AStata and a resident of

“am not a party to, or otherwise interested in, the
matter. I.am the principal clerk of THE: SACRAM

UNION. On M 1}}1952 THE. CRAMENTC UN

‘}‘C(amomio. 2
“ment 1o the: §
ORDINANCED: AM&NDNG TH

fishing th lm;pm‘ f daval 1.1
the: tion of development 063
rwdn\gay nd 'n focilitiss nacessitted. bv

© THE SACB.AMENTO UNION is printed and pub

‘daily in both the City and County of Sacramento. The n
a printed copy of which is attached as Exhibit A, was 4
type mt, smaller ther nonpareil, and was preceded by
g the general acter and terms of the )

pﬁmed tn blackface type . not smaller than nonpareil
.- motice has been pubnshed every issue of each re
" edition of THE SAC"RAMENTO UN!ON onn the foll

" dates:
August 20, 1988

DATE AND TIME OF mms.
PLACE OF HEARING: :

mm. Cnunty Mmlnismmim

&:Ilding. 700 W Swaat,
Cn!«!omq

Mlpenom
BY ORDER OF THE

The notice was not published in an ?lement or
CRAME o Wo, STATE

{ssue or edition of SA

1 declare under penalty of perjury that the foreg¢ :
true and correct. ;

Executed on August 22 19588 4

ramento, California. :
A /
B )//{,,f ey /?5//1'/’7//

i’
sS

= PART DF CALIFORNIAD P87 "‘%ocmcuwo TO 1TS FUTHRE .

bl

$U3540 (RIX: 8/20, 1988)

A

4
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: fI‘ la Col’m pORSRE A
Crant’and Johrson

“ J;f:é\'rce Mihanovich
andy Pustis
(harlo*te Flllp"lll

Don-Nottoli
Doug Fraleigh
R  Rich B‘ac!-maxr
Pooos o Jim Ray :
A A Benv S*e-ner

'I‘faffr llat*uat’on Fees: ,
“!h\umm ‘per-acre (elimination.of ardshlps

ﬁ

O August 4”'1 we submitted a lettpr talking about one issue of ‘the ty V'a‘Ff;c
mitigation fee — the mavimum per acre charged in commercial. industrial rand

: office. Fyamples used were hotels and mini storages. The reference ‘te room
' tax was for v:r:ample of umnterxied effects and was not part of the issue

 In my conversations with staff they have conflrmed the fee is bas on’
_approximate buildout per acre. -For instance, in comnercial. they assume 28%
coverage for 12,197 sf it 52 per square foot that would be $‘74 393,60 per
acre m c*?’g&s

v*o‘..,-.d, th, ‘..;cmer ..he sl -ty 'ﬂ.a.vn more sf footage: in their rooms
and common aveas.  They a'so have covered walkways, etc, that add to:
zmbience ard size, These larger units do not have mors traffic;” m--,fact
they have less tmff*c per acre that many of the other more common::

commercial units that wll be uilt. Please see our note ab:mt ‘hotel
t:’a‘f*c at’ ﬁm end

Self Stomge'm very little tyaffic yet higher coverage. A typlcal ‘acre of
c1f storage can now have 20-32,000 sf of build ng on it when you use m*os
size (be"om &pace ‘est to hallways, etc.). S

CAPPING THE FEE PER ACHE AT 1.1 OR 1.15 TIMES THE AVERAGE cmeﬁrm
INDUSTRIEL, COMMERCIAL RMND CFFICE SPACE HOULD ELIMINTE A HARDSHIP TO USES
WW RO SELF STORRGE AND STILL MAINTAIN THE FEES NEEDED BY THE

p_o. bax ‘562169 . sacramento, ca 96818 o (916) 82

AR R
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‘Cal Trans is in the process of updating hotel and i 1
generations. The old figures ‘often used where based on mumbex
used figures foar convention facilities such as the Red Lion.
being built now are more like the Marriott Courtyard and ‘Day...
_not'generate the 10.5 trips per occupied rooms, 4-5 trip ends’

‘realistic. They generate less traffic ‘then the majority of the other us

on commercial property.. Another recent finding is the nature of lodging
trips. They do not ocaur at the same intervals,. they are often ‘secondary in
nature rather than an origination, and in many. cases are do: purt, ]

‘on other swrounding local streets. ¥ B

For example a Courtyard by Marriott has 85,000 gross sf on 3.7 acres. :Their
fee at $ 2/sf would be $170,000.: Average uses-at $2/sf on 3.7 acres woul

~ be $90.256. A 70,000 sf mini storage on 2.5 acres would be 8l

- $60,984 average "Please help the fee be fair! e




EEE o  COUNTY OF SACRAMEHTO
'Inter-Department Correspondence

U e . PUBLIC WORKS

from & 'Bev Wiliianms,
Board of Supervisors

. subject: Item No. 30, August 16, 1988 ‘Agenda
o Transportation Development Fee
(Control No. 87-PU- 1569) (8/2/88 #33)

BAN:smf

cc: County Counsel
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" 'PLACE OF HEARING:

L - '.Noticdlof'Pub11C‘Hearingf S

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN

the Board of Supervisors of the County of S
California, for the purpose of considering
the Sacramento County Zoning Code, Ordinanc

tos

LEGAL NOTICE .

that a Public Hearing will be held before
acramento, State of , .
the following smendment to

GRDINANCED AMENDING THE SACRAMENTO ZONING CODE establishing the

' impogition of development.
‘transit facilities necessi

porated area of Sacramento

ERVIROKMENTAL DOCUMENT:

DATE 2ND TIME OF HEASIHG:

_ All persons interested are invited to attend and be heard. .

BY ORDER OF THE;BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF THE C UNTY OF SACRAMENTO

" ' THLIS

.¥ubliah in the Sacrasmento

fees to finance the cost of roadway snd

tated by new development in the unincor-
‘County. : ' ; S

LOCATION: All of the unincorporated area of Sacramento County.

Prior Environmental Impact Report

Tuesday, August 30, 1988 at 11:00 a.m.

Board of:Supervisors' Cha

1450, County Administration Building,
700 "H" Street, Sacramento, California.

i ST, 198

i e e S
_ BEVERLY A. WILLIAMS,
ifBoardvq£“Supatvi30ta

Union on or before 8/20/88

Send one affidavit and two publication bilills
with notice attached to each. Run 1 time.

Run 1/8 page display

ad.

e No. S2C 83-10, relating




COUNTY OF SACRAMENTO
E DEPARTM‘E}STOF‘ PUBLIC WORKS - | |

' COUNTY ADMINISTRATION BUILDING « ROOM 804 o 827 SEVENTH STREET
SACRAMENTO, :
8Ac! » 0, CALIFORNIA 93814 TELEPHONE: (916) 420-6381

August 16, 1988

Honorable Board of Supervisors
. County of Sacramento
State of California

Subject: SACRAMENTO:COUNTY TRANSPORTATION DEVELOPMENT FEE -- PUSLIC HEARING
' TNCLUDING REPORT BACK (August 16, 1988 - Agenda Ttem No.30)" "

Members in Session:

RECOMMENDATIONS:

%

Continue the public hearing on the Sacramento County Transportat!
Development Fee Program, the roadway and transit capital improvement

x»prograp;_and feq:s;hedu1e to August 23, 1988.

TY60n51de;:thé*introductfan of the ordinance to ehact‘the.Trénépo tation
-Development Fee Program on August\23,A;$88, aftgrgc]osfng“the pubj c

hearing. .. -

4. Direct Public Morks to prepare a supplemental study to include the Rancho
Murieta Community. _ ER

DISCUSSION:

On August 2, 1988, your Board received testimony in public hearing regarding
the proposed Transportation Development Fee program. At that hearing, your
Board determined that fee payment obligations should be incurred beginning with
building permit applications cubmitted 60 days or later after the program
ordinances are adopted, that expired building permits become subject to fee

AGENDA ITEM 10.1
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Honorable Board of Supervisors
August 16, 1988

Page 2

[

- payment, and that institutional uses not be exempt from fee payment. Your .=
Board then directed Public Works. to report back on August 16, 1988, regarding. .
the remaining issues related to the estimated costs for transit park-and-ride. . =~

facilities, credits for developing properties in the Bradshaw ant. Sunrise S

assessment districts, and postponing collection of development fees for .

. commercial/industrial buildings until issuance of permits for temant

‘{mprovements. In preparing this report back to your: Board, the following

- .topics have been considered: . e ; S

Revised Cost Estimate for Calvine Park-and-Ride Facilityv'

Public Works staff met with Regional Transit District staff to review the costs ..
of the Calvine Road Park-and-Ride facility as requested by your Bnard, This ' ..
‘review was needed because of possible discrepancies pointed out in public .. =
testimony. ~The Department reviewed elements of the Regional Trensit plamns .. ... -
involving paving costs, the amount of public street improvements required, the. . .
..availability of the Frontage Road for use by Regional Transit, the appropriate.
" 'style fence to b u ‘ 1

e used in 1ieu of a ‘Soundwall;'a better way to'utilize
 sewer easement to minimize costs in the event that the easement is disturbed by
. future installation of a sewer, and finally, features of the Regional Transit
- proposed s1ip ramp for gaining direct access from the freeway to the park-and-:
_ride lot. Preliminary meetings with Cal-Trans and a review of the RT proposal
5| ~the original plan. for : 1 A.neggglan t

. €

In addition, it is assumed that Regional Transit will be able to use fund
‘the Laguna Community Facilities District for a part of the construction
 agreement regarding use of these funds has been drafted and submitted to..
Regional Transit for review. Proceeds from the sale of Mello~Roos special tax
" bonds are available, as reflected in the approved Laguna capital improvement ~— .~ .
. program, for a contribution of $536,000 (1986 dollars) for the Calvine -~ = =
" Transportation Center. This amount will be inflated to actual year dollars .
" depending upen when such funds are actually withdrawn by Regional Transit, The
revised Development Fee schedule for District 4 (see Attachment A) reflects the
contribution for the Laguna Community Facilities District resulting in-a net™ -
cost for the Calvine facility of $1,362,000. The net reduction is $2,706,000.

Fee Credits in the Sunrise/U.S. 50 Corridor and Capital Center 1T Ascessment
BisEricts ‘ - = - Zasees Tt

Regarding development fee responsibilities for properties in the Bradshaw Rd./
U.S. 50 Corridor Integrated Finmancing District and the Sunrise/U.S. 50 Corridor
Assessment District, staff's analysis stil]l proposes that freeway interchange
improvements be excluded as non-creditable assessment district improvements.

Ho State highway system elements are considered as candidate roadways by the

__AGENDA ITEM 10.1
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B _Honorable Board of Supervisors

B :.'Roadwey Ana1ysis, 0 the costs for Bradshawlso and Zinfandel/ﬁovinterchanqe X3
.. improvements are excluded from the credits. No change in credits is: proposed
: for developing properties in the Bradshaw District. _ . \

The Second Revised Engineer s Report for the Sunrise/U. S. 0 Corridor TS

-Assessment District changed the estimated improvement costs. - ‘The new: Report~

" confirmed that staff underestimated the share of non-freeway: improvement w

right-of-way acquisition costs that should be credited in the fee program

toward the Sunrise District. An increase in the credits for developing ="

= ‘prgpegties 4n the Sunrise District is proposed as ‘computed (sec Autachments A
... and B L _ S :

Representatives of the Langford-Cook Capital Center have argoed that credits :
toward District 3 development fees should also be provided for’ developing
property within the Capital Center II Assessment District because of the L
arterial sizing of Zinfandel Drive, Prospect Park Drive, and Capital Center
Drive and thoroughfare sizing of International Orive within that District.
Allowance of such credits for the oversizing of these streets 15 supported hy
staff and have been computed (see Attachment: A, line 3d.). - .. S

_ It bas been suggested by the representative of the Bradville and Westwor1d L
developments that any MP-zoned property subject to maximum office f\oorspace I
restrictions (so-called “MP-R* parcels) be assessed reduced rates for ~ e

Highwayg & Bridge§ Division trafgic

‘transportation development fees.
engd "staff indicate that th

- ge atio ‘assumptiop pplie ross the us hspectrum A ;

o categorysforathe“retaiT commerciaiuzones, the traffic rate for: MP use

, - the fee program's Roadway ‘Analysis is an average encompassing a wide rang,_o
L. specific land uses allowed per the County Zoning Ccde in the MP zone. 'The.

L. traffic assumptions used in the Bradshaw and Sunriye Engineer’s Reports-are -

 generous in providing an additional ®MP-R" assessment discount by assuming that

#4P property with such restrictions will generate less traffic than the average

. mix of uses that would develop 1in an unrestricted MP tract. As a concession

staff suggests that the fee credits proposed for the Bradshaw and Sunris:

‘assessment districts not be reduced for MP-R property despite the reduced

assessments to be contributed to the AD’'s by those parcels.

Revised Roadway Fees for District 3

Beve1opment representatives camp?ainod that the prev1ous roadway 1mprovement
cost cuts were proportionately smaller in District 3 than in Districts 1 and 2.

additional scrutiny by staff indicates that road improvement cost estimates for
. three projects in District 3 should be reduced by a total of $1.5-million,: The =
projects inc!ude Sunrise Bivd -from Greenback to Antelopp (roduce by $300,000).”**“

R S SRR T



- the HazelfAvenue'bridge (reduce by $200,000), and Fo]som'Slvd, ff6m'éa§f76fvi;ﬁ.
.~ Mercantile to Hazel (reduce by $1,000,000). These reductions have resulted in
- revised District 3 road fees (see Attachment A). o BRI 1 A

Tiﬁinngf‘Initial Fee Collection

~ To clarify the discussion at the August 2nd hearing regarding when fees would -
- initially be collected, staff's understanding is: the following. The obligation
- to pay the transportation development fee will be based upon the dateof -
. application for a building permit. A1l building plans submitted prior to the
. effective date of the fee ordinance (60 days after adoption) would be exempt
. from the fee. A1l building permits requested after the effective date ‘of:the

- fee ordinance would be subject to payment of the fee. The obligation’ to:pay-
the fee prior to permit issuance would be incurred based on the date of =
application. The actual payment of the fee would occur at time of issuance of
building permit. Expired building permits which were not originally

;V isubject to the transportation fee would require payment of the fee to be
- reactivated. - oo o e : o

Deferring Comnercial/lhdustria] Fee Collection Until Tenant ImpfbvémeﬁtvPérmits?

A number of developer representatives have Suggeste& that transbortatigd

‘d§ lopment fees fi ommercial and industrial buildings not ue o
of . o . L oL .. !

‘The Chief of the Building Inspection Division has: grave reservations about the
administrative feasibility of this approach. He has enumerated a long 1ist of
problems that would be difficult to solve. The bookkeeping necessary to keep
~ track of improvement permits for all tenant spaces in single- and multi-story
buildings would require extensive modification of the (already delayed) .
: automated building peyrmit system. A1l other fees collected including Antel
. and laguna development fees are paid at or prior to sheli building perm

issuance. -

Tenant improvements are difficult to monitor with permits not always being: .
required prior to occupancy. The County has been trying to minimize
speed processing for tenant improvements to encourage applicatio

building permits. This proposal would encourage occupancy witho wnin
interfor finish permits to avoid payment of the transportation devel t fee
It would require mobilization of a substantial compliance policing staff with
formidable private space inventory record-keeping requirements, : Therefore, it
is recommended that transportation development fees be collected upon issuance
of a building permit in a manner consistent with the collection of other =

- development fees. s oy R et




Exhibit D to the Resolution

jnStudy of Rancho Hurieta Fee Responsibilities

- ;33.The Rancho Murieta Community is outside the boundaries proposed for Fe
. District 3 and is situated in District 5 where initially fee rates: are;proposed
 to be zero. During the eight-year period from the beginning of 1980 through
1987, there were 552 homes constructed in Rancho Murieta (SAC0G, 1988 ous{n:
Module) or an average of 69 per year. During 1987, the highest annuail in
{150 home completions) occurred. If-Rancho Murieta were subject to the
proposed District 3 fees, the continuation of this average ‘growth’ rate over. the
next eight years would generate almost $500,000 in transportation: fee ‘revenue
‘Although Rancho Murieta is primarily served by the non-candidate Jackson
Highway (SR-16), a supplementary traffic and transit analysis could be
~ conducted to determine if future Rancho Murieta traffic would: significantly:
~ impact candidate roads in District 3, 1ike Sunrise Blvd., or if Murieta traffic
R increasesdwould require improvements to additional roads not previousiy
e considere :

Conciu51on

The timeiine outlined previousiy Ffor Antroduction ofithe impiemcnting r
on August 23, 1988, ‘and consideration of adoption on August 30, 1988, wil
allow for the Transportation Development Fee program to be in place priore 0
the November election. Any further adjustments to.the program should be -

iimited otherwise implementation of the ordinance in accordance with this

/y

Douglad M. Fraleigh, Director
Department of Public works U

ﬂﬂF:iﬁHH:jrb
ﬁttachments

ces Brian H Richter
Alcides Freitas
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REVISED TRANSPORTATIOW DEVELOPNEN*IFEE SCHEﬂMLE

LAND USE: SF = MF coM 8P o
. Fees: /du /du /§f£ g_‘/sf‘, 1Y/sf¢

“DISTRICT  Capital Cost | o
‘J1 Subtotal. $10,525,300 8665  $621 $1.76 . $1.61

a. Roads: 7,750,000 547 383 1.25  1.14
b. Transit: 2,775,300 118 238 0.51 0.47

2 - Subtotal: $10,801,200  $705  $610 $1.80 $1.64 314
‘a. Roads: 8,290,000 618 433 1.42  1.29 0.43  1.21
“b. Transit: 2,511,200 87 177 0.3 0.35  0.08

-C. As applicable deduct , A
::Bradshaw/so IFD Credit:  m.a. 191 0.88  0.65  0.19

saa5

a. Roads: = 19,950,000 6
b, Transit: 9,624,100° = 182 - 368 .79 - 0.
c. As app]icable deduct ‘ ‘ J T
Sunrise/50 AD Credit*: n.a. 204 0.62 - n.a. 0.22
d. As applicable deduct ' ‘ ) R
Ctr D '

it

b_ Transit‘
tha]: 375,762,300#

a. Roads: 55,960,000  (73.9%)
b. Transit: 19,802,300  (26.1%)

* Share of Sunrfse/SO AD assessment considered cred1tab1e toward fee program o
is ‘increased from 48% to 63%, Share of Capita) Center II AD road oversizing
: costs is considered creditable toward fee program. e
# Total road project costs reflect a reduction of $1,500,000 from the staff o
proposal of B8-02-88 and a reduction of $15,310,000 from the staff proposa1
of 7-19-88. Total transit project costs ref1ects a reduction of 52 705 000

from 8-02-88.
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Assessmant Net/Road Fee Assessment ‘Net/Road Fee F
Land Use Bradshau IFD District 2* Sunrise AD Distvict 3* Ante!ave‘PFFP

AR-l ; i"--n a. %618 , ‘n.aa. 5682:‘
“RD=5. " n.a. . %618  n.a. ) _3682
“RD-7- n.a. . $618 n.a. fﬂ 5682

RD-10 n.a. $433 n.a. . $417

'RD-20 4598 : ' $242/%433 - . n.a. - 8477
'g D-30; o 8598 $242/%433 L $294 . 5273/5477

AC - $2.78  $0.54/31.42 50 89 $0. 94/51 56
Tc . $2.78 - $0.54/%1.42 $0.89 $0.94/81.56 . ..
6C. - $2.78 © 80.54/%1.42 $0.89  $0.94/81.56 - .-~
- SC - $2.78 - $0.54/81.42 $0.89  $0.94/51.56
L $2.78 = $0.54/81.42 $0.89 ‘\50”94/31'56
BP‘ $2.05 . $0.64/%1.29 .  'n.a. $1 43

WP $1.31 . $0.79/81.21 $0.55  $0.95/51. 33”;
M1 $0l5e . .$0024/80.43:., 80,32 «;.<$0.25/$0.47
M2 S0.59  $0.24/50.43  $0.32  $0.25/50.47

_Unit rates are per dwelling unit for residentia1 Iand use zones: and per
:square foot for commercial and industrial land use zones. Per acre

: assessment-rates%have been translated into per square foot rates for" \
: b : buildin verage atios

' an ones included: in the Bradshaw/50 IF /50
\AD tuo figures are ‘indicated. The left-hand figures ($x/$y)'represent ‘the:
. net:.road fee rates for developing properties within the e assessment districts
less the revised road fee credits indicated in Table 1. The right-hand.
“Figures (Sxde) represent the road fee rates for properties outside the -
assessment tricts. Figures’ ‘shown do not include the transit component of
the propcsed transportation development fee. . -
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~ August 16, 1988

ATTACHMENT 1

n. - 1-80 to Dewey Dr. ~Widen to 6 Tanes @75% 2
Elkhorn B1. - 1-80 to Don Julio BI. . Widen to 6 lanes
Roseville Rd. - Tacomic:Dr. to Gold Run Dr Miden to 4 laneS"
2. Intersection Signalization and Widenin e
; .-=.4.intersections (0a ol]ow Dr. to Gold Run)~"
o Elkhorn BT -6 intersections (6tb St. to 32nd St )

3. Two-wag Lefthurn Lanes ¢ ;
~ vaierga orn 81 to SPRR overcrossingij

B Transit Iuproveuents Subtotal'

1. Si naT Preemption (39% funding by fees)
ﬁT’hEtru a%% Eus Park and Ride Facilities:

Roseville Rd;'athTkhown To e e 308500
Roseville Rd. at Antelope Rd. 324, 500
3. Acquisition of Buses (39% funding by fees) S » _1,30?,709;

Wil

AGENDATTEM101




, ; ATTACHMENT 2 : , i
&EVISED ROAD AﬁD TRAKSIT CAPITNL IﬁPRﬂVEMENT PLAN FOR FFE DISTRICT 2

Fee Bistrict 2 - Road and Transit Improvements Tota]-
A Rnad Iuproveuents Subtotal-
1 Road Hidening

? - .- Howe Rve. - Fair Oaks to- HurTey Way widen to 6 lanes @15%.
B Watt Ave.

- Arden Way to American River  Widen to 6 lanes.
- Watt Ave. - American River bridge ' Widen to 6 lanes. ©20%.
"Watt Ave. - American River to Folsom Bl.  Widen to 6 lanes

-Fair Oaks Bl.
Fair Oaks Bl.
Manzanita ‘ p
Folsom Bl. - Routier Rd to Mather Fid. Rd Widen to 6 1anes 1 600 000
2. Intersection Signalization

01d Placerviile Rd. - 1 intersection (Bradshaw to Routier)

- Watt Ave. to Eastern Ave.

w1den t0 6 Tanes

8. Transit Improvements 'S.ubtntal :

AGENDAITEM101




Féé District 3- Road-and Transit Iaprovements Tota?:-

ﬁ ﬂoad Ilprovenents Subtotal-

: 1 Road Hidenin T ' ' A
' “Madison Kve. - Sunrise to Hazel Ave Hiden to 6 1anes @50%
= "Greenback Ln. - Dewey to Merlindale Widen to 6 lanes ©50%
__ Sunrise Bl. - Greenback Ln to ‘Antelope Rd. Widen to & lanes
. Sunrise Bl. - American River bridge  Widen to:6 lanes @20%
01d Auburn. Rd. - Sylvan Rd to Fair Oaks B1 Widen to 4 lanes
Antelope Rd. - Auburn Bl to 01d Auburn Rd Widen to 4:lanes
Hazel Ave. - Placer Co. to Oak Ave. = .. ' Widen to 4 lanes -
‘Hazel Ave. - Madison to American R.: Niden to 6 lanes. ' @50%: 2,5
Hazel Ave. - American River bridge v Widen to 6 }anestﬁ

-e 7
2. Intersection Signalization and widenin : Ly
Hazel Ave. - g Intersections (Placer Co to Oak Ave ) -
Van Maren Ln. - 2 intersections (Auburn Bl to Antelope Rd )
Fair Oaks Bl. - 2 intersections (01d Auburn Rd to Oak Ave. )

Folsom B1, - 1 intersection (Sunrise B1. %o Haze1 Ave.%

1 Signal Preemption’ (63% fUn@%ng by fees)’
Hazel Ave. . ey
Greenback Ln. a .»' oL S
. Sunrise B1. .
2. RT Hetro and Bus Park ané Ride Facilities (SC% funding by feef
Sunrise B1. at Arcadia br. = )
LCemo Circ}e at Gold River deve1opment : “ K
Folsom Bl. at Mather Field Rd. . -7 - Cornlosvn
Folsom Bl. at Zinfandel.Dr. P ' A

-

Folsom B1. at Sunrise Bl. - - g . :
3. Acquisition of Buses (63% funding by fees.) " .

o
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Exhibit D to the Resolutl;,on
Ny August 16, .1988 ‘

_ ATTACHMENT 4 ' o
REV En ROAD. AND TRANSIT wrm. THPROVEMENT. pLA FOR FEE DISTRICT ¢

3. Two-ﬂa Left Turn Lanes.
Flor*n Rd. - Power 1Inn Rd. -to Florin- Perkins Rd.

B. Transit Iuprovements Subtntal-

Road Imrovmts Subtotal: . L

1 Road Widening o Lo Ee
Z7th Ave. - Franklin 81. to: Hwy 99" Intersection 1mprvnnts
Sacramento Bl. - Franklin Bl. to 47th Ave. Widen to 4 Tanes

‘Calvine Rd. - Hwy..99 to Vintage Park Dr.. ‘Widen to 4 lanes 2
'Elk. Grove-Florin Rd. - Bond to Emerald Pk Hiden to 4 lanes:
"E1k Grove Bl. - Hwy. 99 to Elk Gr.-Florin Widen to 6 1ane5f- 0
. Elk Grove Bl. - Elk 6r-Florin to: School St wfden to 4 1anes*1”‘9 ?00
2. Intersection Si nalization and Widening Eope e
ETk 6r.-Florin Rd. - 12 Intersections- (Jackson Hw ) Bond)", 20,
Florin Rd. - 2 intersections (Kara Dr., Reese R { Ce
Gerber Rd. - 3 intersections (Palmer House Dr- to French Rdg-
Calvine Rd. - 4 intersections §Power Inn to Vintage Pk. Dr
Sheldon Rd. - 4 ‘{ntersections (Stockton B1 to Waterman Rd. )
Bond Rd. - 4 intersections (Stockten BY. to Waterman Rd. R )
Elk Grove Bl. -3 intersections (Waterman Rd. to Grantline):*
“Grantline’ ﬂd.i"z fntersectinns (HiltoncRd to ExceIsioqud

. Gerber Rd. - Stockton Bl. to Elk Grove-Florin Rd.

Sheidon Rd. at Hwy. 99
Bond Rd. at Hwy. gg =
'Elk Grove B1. at Elk Grove-Florin Rd S

2. Acqu%sition of. Buses (87% funding by fees)

.
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I MEMORANDUM

b take.
DATE: March 19, 2018 il |
RANCHOCORDOVA
TO: Honorable Mayor and Council Members SALIFOFNIA
FROM: Darcy Goulart, Principal Planner

Kerry Simpson, Neighborhood Services Manager

SUBJECT: INTRODUCTION AND FIRST READING OF ORDINANCE 7-2018, AN
ORDINANCE AMENDING TITLE 23 (ZONING CODE) OF THE RANCHO
CORDOVA MUNICIPAL CODE REGARDING CHAPTER 23.719 PARKING
AND LOADING AND DISCUSSION AND DIRECTION ON A RV, BOAT, AND
TRAILER SUBCOMMITTEE

RECOMMENDATION

1. Introduce and waive first reading of Ordinance 7-2018.
2. Provide direction to staff on a subcommittee to address issues identified with RVs, boats
and trailers parking in residential neighborhoods.

RESULT OF RECOMMENDED ACTION

The Ordinance would return for a second reading and adoption at the next regular City Council
meeting. Approval of Ordinance 7-2018 would amend Title 23 (Zoning Code) of the Rancho
Cordova Municipal Code regarding Chapter 23.719 Parking and Loading. Specifically, the
amendment would delete language stating that an RV, boat or trailer could not be parked within
the front and street side yard setbacks. If they are directed to do so, staff will move forward with
formation of a subcommittee to address issues identified with RVs, boats and trailers parked in
residential neighborhoods.

BACKGROUND

At the February 27, 2018 Work Session, the City Council directed staff to prepare an
amendment to Title 23, Chapter 23.719 Parking and Loading to delete the previously adopted
code language that prohibited the parking of RVs, boats and trailers within the required front
and street side yard areas. The Council also requested that staff return with information related
to issues associated with the parking of RVs, boats and trailers in residential neighborhoods (i.e.
blight, aesthetics, public safety concerns, etc.) and the formation of a subcommittee to address
the issues that are identified.

ANALYSIS

Title 23 Amendment

Attachment 2, includes draft amendments to Title 23 Zoning Code. Draft amendments are
shown with track changes with new draft language underlined and language proposed for

City Council Staff Report 10f4 RV, Boat and Trailer Amendment/Discussion
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removal with strike through. Only the section with proposed changes is included in the attached
document as an excerpt from the Rancho Cordova Municipal Code.

Article 7 (Site Planning and Development Standards)

23.719.130 Standards for off-street parking for private residences.

Off-street parking and driveways for detached dwellings, manufactured homes, single-family attached
dwellings, and two-unit attached dwellings shall meet the following requirements:

J. Parking of RVs, trailers, and vessels shall conform with the following additional regulations:

_Parking.chal e ﬁ | o | .

21. Parking on a lasting, durable surface (e.g., concrete, asphalt, grasscrete, or permeable paving
material) is required.

32. Parking within the clear vision area is prohibited. [Ord. 4-2017 § 3 (Exh. B); Ord. 12-2011 § 3
(Exh. A); Ord. 27-2008 § 1 (Exh. A § 4.7.140)].

Discussion and Direction

At the February 27" work session, the Council directed staff to return to discuss issues
associated with parking RVs, boats and trailers in residential neighborhoods that contribute to
blight. Additionally, the Council expressed the desire to form a subcommittee to address the
identified issues.

Council also requested that staff return with information related to registered and operable
vehicles. Rancho Cordova Municipal Code (RCMC) has two sections that require a vehicle to
be operable and registered before it can be stored in public view. Section 6.56.010 establishes
procedures for the abatement and removal, as public nuisances, of abandoned, wrecked,
dismantled or inoperative vehicles, or parts thereof, from private or public property in the city.
Section 23.719.130 states that any vehicle, trailer, or vessel which is inoperable and/or without
current registration shall be stored entirely within an enclosed structure or carport and shall not
be parked or stored in any yard within a residential zoning district or neighborhood.

These two sections of the RCMC provide an existing avenue for enforcement of inoperable or
unregistered vehicles, trailers, or vessels. One point to note is that boats are renewed biennially,
instead of annually and they do not hold an operable or inoperable status. The discussion
during the meeting was not focused on registration or operability.

Based upon past complaints to Neighborhood Services, correspondence received, and public
input in past meetings, staff has summarized the perceived problems into four categories.
These categories are:

Blight — run down/poorly maintained vehicles or vessels, worn out covers/tarps

2. Safety — visibility of oncoming vehicles when backing out of an adjacent driveway or
street

Aesthetics — visual impact of RVs, boats and trailers parked within public view

Storage — using trailers for storage

City Council Staff Report 20f4 RV, Boat and Trailer Amendment/Discussion
March 19, 2018
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There may be additional issues associated with parking RVs, boats and trailers in residential
neighborhoods that could be identified through a subcommittee. Potential solutions to address
the issues identified above may be additional language added to the City’s property
maintenance code such as:

* Appropriate covers — no tarps and must be in good condition without any rips or holes

» Adding language to address physical maintenance that is objective and enforceable

» Clearly defining a setback that will not impede visibility of adjacent property owners

when backing out of driveways
» Prohibiting the use of RVs, boats and trailers as additional storage space

These are some potential options to address some of the concerns raised.

Attachment 4 of this report includes photographs that depict issues such as blight, storage and
safety, as well as existing conditions that would be compliant with the proposed code
amendment.

If the City Council desires to form a subcommittee to expand on what has already been
identified as issues and suggest resolutions, staff desires the following input:

1. Define the role/purpose of the subcommittee

2. State the size and makeup of the members (i.e., staff, Council, and residents)
3. How members will be appointed

4. Timeframe on when to report back to the Council

ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS

Only the action of amending Title 23 is subject to the California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA). Discussion and direction to form a subcommittee is not a project under CEQA and
therefore the following language does not pertain to that action.

The Rancho Cordova General Plan Final Environmental Impact Report (EIR) was certified in
June 2006 by the Rancho Cordova City Council. The General Plan EIR is a Program EIR
(CEQA Guidelines section 15168). The amendments to the Citywide Zoning Code are activities
within the scope of the General Plan Program EIR and no further environmental review is
required. Further environmental review is not required because the proposed amendments do
not meet the criteria for preparing a subsequent EIR under State CEQA Guidelines Section
15162, as detailed below.

First, the proposed amendments do not constitute substantial changes to the existing policies
and actions in the General Plan. The proposed amendments are limited in nature and are not
substantial changes to existing policies and actions contained in the General Plan. Overall, the
project would not cause any new significant environmental impacts or substantially increase the
severity of a previously identified significant impact from the General Plan Final EIR (State
CEQA Guidelines Section 15162[a][1]) that would require major revisions to the General Plan
Final EIR. As these amendments simply reinstate regulations regarding where RVs, boats and
trailers can be parked, all impacts would be nearly equivalent to or less than the impacts
previously analyzed in the General Plan Final EIR.

Second, the City is not aware of any substantial changes in the circumstances that would cause

any new significant impacts or substantially increase the severity of a previously identified
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significant impacts requiring major revisions to the General Plan EIR (State CEQA Guidelines
Section 15162[a][2]). There have been no changes in the environmental conditions
contemplated and analyzed in the General Plan EIR that would result in new or substantially
more severe environmental impacts.

Third, there is no new information of substantial importance (which was not known or could not
have been known at the time of the General Plan adoption in June 2006) that identifies: a new
significant impact (condition “A” under State CEQA Guidelines Section 15162[a][3]); a
substantial increase in the severity of a previously identified significant impact (condition “B”
State CEQA Guidelines Section 15162[a][3]); mitigation measures or alternatives previously
found infeasible that would now be feasible and would substantially reduce one or more
significant effects of the General Plan; or mitigation measures or alternatives which are
considerably different from those analyzed in the General Plan EIR which would substantially
reduce one or more significant effects on the environment (conditions “C” and “D” State CEQA
Guidelines Section 15162[a][3]). None of the “new information” conditions listed in the State
CEQA Guidelines Section 15162[a][3] are present here to trigger the need for a subsequent
EIR.

Further environmental review is not required because the proposed amendments do not meet
the criteria for preparing a subsequent EIR or Negative Declaration under State CEQA
Guidelines Section 15162.

FISCAL IMPACT

There is no anticipated fiscal impact of the proposed action on City finances.

ATTACHMENTS

1. Ordinance 7-2018 Zoning Text Amendments.
2. Redline Ordinance.

3. Project Correspondence.

4. Presentation.

City Council Staff Report 4 of 4 RV, Boat and Trailer Amendment/Discussion
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ATTACHMENT 1

CITY OF RANCHO CORDOVA
ORDINANCE NO. 7-2018
AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RANCHO CORDOVA
AMENDING TITLE 23 (ZONING CODE) OF THE RANCHO CORDOVA MUNICIPAL
CODE REGARDING CHAPTER 23.719 PARKING AND LOADING
THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RANCHO CORDOVA DOES ORDAIN AS FOLLOWS:

Section 1. Purpose and Declarations.

WHEREAS, the City Council held a work session on February 27, 2018 to discuss
recently adopted provisions related to where RVs, boats and trailers could be parked on
residentially zoned property within the City; and

WHEREAS, the City Council directed staff to repeal the current provisions and revert
back to the previous code language regarding where RVs, boats, and trailers could be parked
on residentially zoned property within the City; and

WHEREAS, the certified Environmental Impact Report prepared for and adopted by City
Council for the previously adopted General Plan, via City Council Resolution 116-2006, was
found to adequately address all potential environmental impacts associated with the adoption of
the proposed Zoning Code amendments; and

WHEREAS, these amendments were analyzed and determined to be within the scope of
the General Plan EIR and require no further environmental review under State CEQA
Guidelines Section 15162 as established in the staff report associated with this Ordinance; and

WHEREAS, on March 19, 2018 the City Council held a properly noticed public hearing
for this Ordinance and considered all oral and written testimony.

Section 2: Findings. The City Council hereby finds:

A. CEQA Compliance. The Rancho Cordova General Plan Final Environmental
Impact Report (EIR) was certified in June 2006 by the Rancho Cordova City Council City
Council Resolution 116-2006. The General Plan EIR is a Program EIR (CEQA Guidelines
section 15168). The amendments to the City-wide Zoning Code are activities within the scope of
the General Plan Program EIR and no further environmental review is required. Further
environmental review is not required because the proposed amendments do not meet the
criteria for preparing a subsequent EIR under State CEQA Guidelines Section 15162.

B. The proposed amendment is consistent with the General Plan. The
attached Municipal Code Amendment (“Amendment”) is consistent with the General Plan, as
required by Government Code Section 65454. The amendment would provide for greater on site
flexibility for parking of RVs, boats and trailers. These provisions were previously in the Zoning
Code and inadvertently removed. The amendment would introduce the provisions back into the
code and would not have any conflicts with existing General Plan goals and policies.

C. The proposed amendment would not be detrimental to the public interest,
health, safety, convenience, or welfare of the City. The attached amendments are focused

Ordinance No. 7-2018 Page 1 of 3
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ATTACHMENT 1

on restoring previous zoning code standards related to allowable locations to park an RV, boat
or trailer on residentially zoned property within the City. None of these proposed amendments
will be detrimental to the public interest, health, safety, convenience, or welfare of the City as it
merely restores regulations that were included in Chapter 23.719 since incorporation.

D. The proposed amendments are internally consistent with other applicable
provisions of this zoning code. The attached Amendments have been reviewed for
consistency with the entirety of the Municipal Code and is consistent with other applicable
provisions of the Municipal Code.

Section 3. Amendments to Title 23

The City Council hereby adopts the amended Section 23.719.130, “Standards for off-street
parking for private residences,” of Title 23 of the Rancho Cordova Municipal Code (Zoning), as
incorporated herein.

23.719.130 Standards for off-street parking for private residences.
Off-street parking and driveways for detached dwellings, manufactured homes, single-family attached
dwellings, and two-unit attached dwellings shall meet the following requirements:

J. Parking of RVs, trailers, and vessels shall conform with the following additional regulations:
1. Parking on a lasting, durable surface (e.g., concrete, asphalt, grasscrete, or permeable paving
material) is required.

2. Parking within the clear vision area is prohibited. [Ord. 4-2017 § 3 (Exh. B); Ord. 12-2011 § 3 (Exh.
A); Ord. 27-2008 § 1 (Exh. A § 4.7.140)].

Section 4. Severability

If any provision of this Ordinance or the application thereof to any person or circumstance, is
held invalid, the remainder of the Ordinance, including the application of such part or provision
to other persons or circumstances shall not be affected thereby and shall continue in full force
and effect. To this end, provisions of this Ordinance are severable. The City Council hereby
declares that it would have passed each section, subsection, subdivision, paragraph, sentence,
clause or phrase hereof irrespective of the fact that any one or more sections, subsections,
subdivisions, paragraphs, sentences, clauses, or phrases be held unconstitutional, invalid or
unenforceable.

Section 5. Effective Date

Within fifteen (15) days after adoption, a Summary of this Ordinance shall be published once in
the Grapevine Independent, or the Sacramento Bee, a newspaper of general circulation printed
and published in Sacramento County and circulated in the City of Rancho Cordova, in
accordance with Government Code Section 36933. This Ordinance shall take effect and be
enforced thirty (30) days after its inception.

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of Rancho Cordova on the
day of , 2018 by the following vote:

AYES:

NOES:

Ordinance No. 7-2018 Page 2 of 3
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ATTACHMENT 1

ABSENT:

ABSTAIN:

Linda Budge, Mayor
ATTEST:

Stacy Leitner, City Clerk

Ordinance No. 7-2018 Page 3 of 3
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ATTACHMENT 2

Article 7

Site Planning and
Development Standards
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ATTACHMENT 2

Note to Reader: Proposed changes are shown in track changes with proposed deletions shown
with strikeout and additions shown with an underline and red text. Section placeholders to
indicate the sections between changed subsections remain the same are indicated with three
stars (***).

Chapter 23.719

PARKING AND LOADING

*k*k

23.719.130 Standards for off-street parking for private residences.
Off-street parking and driveways for detached dwellings, manufactured homes, single-family attached
dwellings, and two-unit attached dwellings shall meet the following requirements:

*k*%k

J. Parking of RVs, trailers, and vessels shall conform with the following additional regulations:

_ : - : . _

21. Parking on a lasting, durable surface (e.g., concrete, asphalt, grasscrete, or permeable paving
material) is required.

23. Parking within the clear vision area is prohibited. [Ord. 4-2017 § 3 (Exh. B); Ord. 12-2011 § 3
(Exh. A); Ord. 27-2008 § 1 (Exh. A 8§ 4.7.140)].

*k*%k
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ATTACHMENT 3
Marie Weber
From: arthur paletta <cpopaletta@sbcglobal.net>
Sent: Thursday, March 08, 2018 6:18 PM
To: Marie Weber
Cc: arthur paletta
Subject: Boat,tralier RV Issue

Marie, | Arthur J. Paletta. would very much like to be placed in consideration for the committee to be formed to find a
equitable solution to the City Ordance
Concerning Boat, Trailers and RV's. after the March 19, 2018. City Counsel Meeting.

Thank You.
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ATTACHMENT 3
Marie Weber
From: Linda Budge
Sent: Thursday, March 01, 2018 11:50 AM
To: Cyrus Abhar; Curt Haven
Cc: Stacy Leitner
Subject: FW: Follow up letter to RV banning
Attachments: IMG_32551,jpg; IMG_32581.jpg; IMG_32601.jpg

From: urlangell3 <urlangell3@gmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, March 1, 2018 12:28 AM

To: Ibudge@cityofranchocordova.org; mcgarvey@cityofranchocordova.org; dsander@cityofranchocordova.org;
ggatewood@cityofranchocordova.org; dterry@cityofranchocordova.org

Subject: Follow up letter to RV banning

Derar City Council members ,

I'm pretty upset, so | aplogize up front for being straight to the point.

So, this is what | get to come home to and what | see as | pull up to at my house, and what i see out my front door and all my
windows.

Please excuse the pictures they are dark because they were taken at night.

Something has to done about this. | can no longer see my street!

Extremely frustrated,
Debra Hernandez
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D. Hernandez Attachments
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ATTACHMENT 3
Marie Weber
From: Marie Weber
Sent: Thursday, March 15, 2018 12:55 PM
To: Marie Weber
Subject: FW: On Site RV Parking

From: cowellay@att.net [mailto:cowellay@att.net]

Sent: Tuesday, February 27, 2018 7:22 PM

To: |Ibudge@cityofranchocordova.org; rmcgarvey@citypfranchocordova.org; dsander@cityofranchocordova.org;
dterry@cityofranchocordova.org; ggatewood@cityofranchocordova.org; cabhar@cityofranchocordova.org
Subject: On Site RV Parking

Not wanting to be the sacrificial lamb at tonight’s meeting, | am choosing to send this email.

I am an RV owner.

| pay for off site storage at McClellan. $168/mo. 16 mile drive from my house to the storage facility.
Overnight parking should be allowed, 24 to 72 hours for loading and unloading RV’s on property.
Light maintenance should also be allowed during this time.

| am opposed to on residential property storage of RV’s.
| believe they make the neighborhood look trashy.

RV Parks have standards as to the age and looks of RV’s they allow in some parks.

| would support Option 2 from your overhead projection list.

| live across from a corner house that has multiple trailers, RV, Horse, and just a general trailer whereby the owner plays
musical chairs with them with storage in the backyard and in the driveway. Beauty is in the eye of the beholder, but to

me this looks trashy.

The city has regulations regarding the height of fences allowed between driveways for safety reasons. Parking a RV right

up to the sidewalk limits a neighbors view of oncoming traffic.

Another option might be have a city tag for RV’s parked within the city to ensure they are in fact registered if they
remain on the property visible from the street.

Thank you,

Andrew Cowell

Newton Way

Rancho Cordova.

Sent from Mail for Windows 10
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ATTACHMENT 3
Marie Weber
From: Linda Budge
Sent: Thursday, March 08, 2018 10:54 AM
To: Stacy Leitner; Darcy Goulart
Subject: FW: Subject: Zoning ordinance banning homeowners from having their boats, Rv's and

trailers parked where they can be seen from the street.

From: Mark Buckley <biguylilt@sbcglobal.net>

Sent: Sunday, March 4, 2018 2:58 PM

To: Ibudge@cityofranchocordova.org

Cc: rmcgarvey@cityofranchocordova.org

Subject: Subject: Zoning ordinance banning homeowners from having their boats, Rv's and trailers parked where they
can be seen from the street.

Dear Mayor, Vice Mayor and City Council Members:

We have been homeowners since 1971. 1In 2006 a City of Rancho Code
Enforcement Officer came to our home and surveyed our front yard and
verified that we had enough land vs cement to have an RV pad put in and
assured us that we would be "Grandfathered in" should there be any changes
to the codes and or laws in the future.

We proceeded and had the RV pad poured next to our driveway which was then
inspected and approved by the City of Rancho Cordova Code Enforcement
Officer.

We don"t understand why and how this could be changed on us? As long time
residents of Rancho Cordova, myself as a child since 1963 with my

parents and when 1 became an adult and purchased my own home in 1971 in
Rancho Cordova.

Please review your thinking on imposing such unfair and unrealistic rules
on a city without an HOA.

Sincerely,

Mark & Tina Buckley

2510 La Cumbra Circle
Rancho Cordova, CA 95670

(916) 363-3579
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ATTACHMENT 3
Marie Weber
From: Christopher Crawford <christopher.m.crawford@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, February 28, 2018 11:25 AM
To: Stacy Leitner
Subject: RV and Boat parking?

As a resident of sun river | like seeing people's boats and RVs parked in their yards. It's better than
seeing furniture!

Thank you for your time,

Christopher Crawford

Sent from my Verizon, Samsung Galaxy smartphone
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/O=CORC ORGANIZATION/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN:

From: Scott Rosenberg <scott.rosenberg@sbcglobal.net>
Sent: Tuesday, February 27, 2018 4:46 PM

To: Stacy Leitner

Subject: RV and boat parking

| am very disappointed with the recent city ordinance to restrict or eliminate parking for boats or RV's in our driveways.
This decision will put undue hardships on the residents of Rancho Cordova. There is a limited amount of storage parking
(set aside of larger boats or RV), and an increase in demand with cause cost to skyrocket.

Scott Rosenberg
scott.rosenberg@sbcglobal.net
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/O=CORC ORGANIZATION/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN:

From: Richard Lawrence <rklawrence@sbcglobal.net>
Sent: Tuesday, February 27, 2018 4:58 PM

To: Stacy Leitner

Cc: M.D. Rep. Ami Bera

Subject: RV parking in driveway

Attachments: 20180121_115708.jpg; 20180121_115747.jpg

Your message at 2:50p gave comment period till 4:00pm.. 1 hr 10 minutes... Too short... Please include my comments..

I have a small toyota based 22' RV, | am retired and receive about 65% income than when working, $2,000 going to storage means
there is quite a bit of things I can't do.. | can park it 5' back from the sidewalk.. Doesn't bother anyone except those who want to take
property rights away from others..

To me this requirement is the city saying American citizens are subjects to be told what to do by the whims of special interest
groups.. And the city is saying your not the property owner, the city is..

| want a city that provides city services not a dictator... Your about to tell me Rancho Cordova is hot America..
When the city first became a city, parking enforcement tagged my RV, not registered, not running, it was running, registered,
insured.. Your employee could have checked DMV records, my son was going to college, living in Berkeley, he was visiting me,

parking enforcement tagged his car not registered, not running, my son went to his mom's, back to school, | was outside when parking
enforcement came a week or so later when my son was visiting.. Parking enforcement was there to tow his car which was running,

I think your code is written by someone who does not care about other peoples rights, just his or her own agenda.. The people mean
nothing.. These city officials are on their thrown, dictating.. The people have to be as we say they should be..

Thanks | & have a nice day !

~~~~~~ NI NI NI NSNS N

Rich Lawrence
916-631-8139
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R. Lawrence Photos
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ATTACHMENT 3
Marie Weber
From: Elizabeth Tran <eltran217@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, February 27, 2018 7:58 PM
To: Stacy Leitner
Subject: RV, Trailer and Boat Parking
Hello,

| am unable to make the city meeting and would like to vote for this city ordinance.

| WOULD like the ability to park a trailer/rv/boat on a drive way. It’s personal property.
Please let me know what | need to provide so that | can ensure my vote is counted correctly?

Regard, Elizabeth Tran

Sent from my iPhone
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ATTACHMENT 3
Marie Weber
From: Karen <karenlin91@comcast.net>
Sent: Wednesday, March 07, 2018 12:03 PM
To: Marie Weber
Subject: sub-committee on parking ordinance
Hello,

| am very concerned about the ordinance to remove parking of boats and RV’s in our driveways. | would like to
volunteer to be on the sub-committee concerning this. As a boat owner and retired on a fixed income with no
way to pay for storage, this concerns me. | really don’t think it is an impossible problem, there are already
codes to insure that the vehicles are registered, operable, and kept in good repair. | would like to be there to
help find a solution acceptable to everyone.

Thank you,

Karen Luxton-Loser

karenlin91@comcast.net
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ATTACHMENT 3
Marie Weber
From: Mark Schroeder <mschroederl7@yahoo.com>
Sent: Tuesday, February 27, 2018 6:43 PM
To: Stacy Leitner
Cc: Linda Budge; mcgarvey@cityofranchocordova.org; David Sander; Garrett Gatewood;
Donald Terry
Subject: Title 23
Stacy,

| am currently sitting in the city council meeting.

I am in favor of option 4, please keep the code language as it was prior to June 15, 2017.

| was a Rancho Cordova home owner on Rossmoor Drive from 2004 to 2014. We recently purchased a home on
Ambassador Drive because we loved the neighborhood so much.

Had we known about this zoning code being passed on June 15, 2017 we most likely would not have purchased this
house. We believed we were buying a house in the neighborhood we had grown to love for 10 years.

How was this code changed in what appears to be a very secret meeting?

Thank you,
Mark Schroeder
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ATTACHMENT 3
Marie Weber
From: Marie Weber
Sent: Thursday, March 15, 2018 1:01 PM
To: Marie Weber
Subject: Title 23- RVs,Boat and trailer Parking.

From: Jerry Ahlin [mailto:JAhlin@SBCGlobal.Net]

Sent: Wednesday, February 28, 2018 10:20 AM

To: David Sander <dsander@cityofranchocordova.org>; Linda Budge <lbudge@cityofranchocordova.org>; bob
McGarvey- RC city council <rmcgarvey@cityofranchocordova.org>

Subject: Title 23- RVs,Boat and trailer Parking.

Dear City Council Members,
I want you to know | favor Option 2 or 3 of the council meeting last night.

| was unaware of the previous meetings and know that | need to focus more on what is being done in our city and feel
your doing a fine job.

PS: Everytime | drive down the new paved streets | say, “THANK YOU” , it is like driving on a cloud now compared to
driving on a mine field before.

| also want to bring up the issue of wooden or metal structures being built to protect a motor home or boat.

One of my neighbors built such a structure years ago for his 30 of 40 foot motor home that is at least 20 feet tall. It shades
my two oranges trees and bushes and rain water comes off the roof onto my property.

This structure is built within 6 inches of my fence and property line. | am doubtful this structure is legal and wonder if a
building permit was issued for the construction.?

The home will most like be up for sale soon and | want to make sure that the new owners are in compliance with code.
Please forward this email to Councilman Gatewood and Terry.

| appreciate your patience in dealing with the speakers last night. Some good ideas did come forward. Well Done..

Cheers,
Jerry Ahlin

Creative Arts Marketing Imprint.
2311 W. La Loma Dr.

Rancho Cordova,Cal 95670
916-905-6688

cell 916-804-4332
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ATTACHMENT 3
Marie Weber
From: Marie Weber
Sent: Thursday, March 15, 2018 1:03 PM
To: Marie Weber
Subject: Title 23-RV/Boat/Trailer Concerns
Attachments: boat.jpg; boatl.jpg; rvs.jpg; trailer.jpg

From: carol wilfley <cwif@post.com>

Sent: Tuesday, March 6, 2018 11:38 AM

To: |Ibudge@cityofranchocordova.org; ggatewood@cityofranchocordova.org; dsander@cityofranchocordova.org;
mcgarvey@cityofranchocordova.org; dterry@cityofranchocordova.org

Cc: mweber@cityofranchocordova.org; Angel Ball <gacball@sbcglobal.net>

Subject: Title 23-RV/Boat/Trailer Concerns

Dear Mayor Budge and City Council Members,

I understand | missed a workshop recently that discussed rescinding a current RC City Ordinance on not
staging/parking trailers/boats/RVs on property/driveways. I'm not sure who has requested this ordinance be removed
(although I'm aware that Code Enforcement isn't really enforcing), but I wanted to add my comments.

When Rancho Cordova became it's own city, we had many goals to clean up and improve our city and too date we
have made tremendous progress. With that being said, | don’t think letting people park large trailers/RVs/boats on
their driveways continues with that mindset, especially as a number of these vehicles are rarely used during the year
(please see attached pictures for the record).

After viewing the power point presentation and reading emails submitted at the workshop, it looks like we have 817
boats/trailers/RVs registered in our city (a small number compared to the 70,000 citizens who currently live here
according to Mr. Maeda). If we want to continue to improve our city, ensure safety, keep our property values up, and
entice new citizens to our area, | believe we need to keep this ordinance. We need to ask ourselves, do we want our
city to be more like Folsom/Citrus Heights/Elk Grove or Sacramento? | also think we should not overlook the safety
factor these large RVs/campers pose parked on driveways as they block many of our neighbors’ views while exiting
their own garages/ driveways. | believe homeowners should factor in the cost of storing trailers/campers/boats prior
to buying them and/or in deciding whether or not to keep an inherited one. However, to be fair to those who
purchased these vehicles prior to the new ordinance in June 2017, | believe some exemptions should be considered.

My vote is for Option #2 or Option #1 (definitely not Option #1 or #4). Instead of putting neighbors up against each
other, maybe the city should look at putting this on a future ballot for voting. I'm guessing you may find more
homeowners against the parking of these vehicles in driveways than for it (but are hesitant to speak up about it or
voice their concerns at public meetings).

Thank you for your consideration.

Carol Wilfley, VINS Member
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C. Wilfley Photos
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03-19-18 City Council Meeting

Item 11.1 Supplemental

Marie Weber Communication from Bob and Meada Cashatt
From: Marie Weber

Sent: Monday, March 19, 2018 1:52 PM

To: Marie Weber

Subject: RVs, trailers and boats

---------- Forwarded message ----------

From: Meada Cashatt <meada@cashatt.com>

Date: Sat, Mar 17, 2018 at 11:48 AM

Subject: RVs, trailers and boats

To: lbudge@cityofranchocordova.org, rmcgarvy@cityofranchocordova.org, dsander@cityofranchocordova.org,
Donald Terry <dterry@cityofranchocordova.org>, ggatewood@cityofranchocordova.org

The issue of not parking rvs, trailers and boats in front yards is again
coming before the council. We are aware that some residents have their
toys parked on their property in various configurations. All have
expressed that they cannot afford storage fees. What to do?

We have lived in Cordova Meadows for 47 years. We have had the
majority of our neighbors respect each other and we have had a few (two)
neighbors who disrespected our neighbors to the point of being selfish and
vindictive. It only takes these two to cause turmoil within a
neighborhood. We believe it was the same situation with the loud and
rude remarks that were made by the people who spoke at the last work
session.

We do want a fair solution to this code. Maybe no NEW toys can be put
in front yards, permits allowing such parking have a sunset clause with no
extension on the permits, and vehicles that have not been used and are in
disrepair should be removed. Permits cannot be transferable.

We believe a study group should be formed with representatives from both
sides of the issue with very little input from the council. Perhaps some
legal representative and someone from code enforcement would round out
the group.
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Or, since this loud group at fhe work sessiop s eéﬁ%ﬂ 1}% %H%{B ﬂyt

voice of the residents of the C|ty perhaps thls ISsue should go to a vate of
the total residents.

Thank you for listening. Meada and Bob Cashatt
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Item 11.1 Supplemental

Marie Weber Communication fromTom Ferguson
From: Marie Weber

Sent: Monday, March 19, 2018 1:53 PM

To: Marie Weber

Subject: Ord. 7-2018, Repeal of Setback Restriction for RV parking

From: ranchocordova@enotify.visioninternet.com [mailto:ranchocordova@enotify.visioninternet.com]
Sent: Friday, March 16, 2018 10:31 AM

To: Darcy Goulart

Subject: Ord. 7-2018, Repeal of Setback Restriction for RV parking

Message submitted from the <City of Rancho Cordova> website.

Site Visitor Name: Tom Ferguson
Site Visitor Email: twferg@hotmail.com

Hello Darcy Goulart:

I've been closely following Council agendas and minutes re repeal of the front and side setback requirement for
parking RV's on residential properties. Please don't repeal the requirement. As you know, many of these "RV's"
are extremely large vehicles, considered by many to be hideously ugly blemishes on neighborhood appearance.
They often offend nearby neighbors and their owners show no consideration of their neighbors. Not only should
the setback requirement be affirmed, but enforcement of illegal street parking of the beasts should be
strengthened. Thank you for your time and attention,

Tom Fergusona
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03-19-18 City Council Meeting
Item 11.1 Supplemental
PowerPoint Presentation

Title 23 - Zoning Code
Amendments & RV, Boat,
Trailer Subcommittee

Darcy Goulart
Kerry Simpson
March 19, 2018

a fresd take V .
R'_‘ NM‘?S‘J& CityOfRanchoCordova.org 1

MEETING GOALS

* Introduce and waive first reading for Ordinance 7-2018
» Direction on a RV, Boat, and Trailer Subcommittee
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Item 11.1 Supplemental
PowerPoint Presentation

Chapter 23.719 Parking and Loading

23.719.130 Standards for off-street parking for private residences.

Off-street parking and driveways for detached dwellings, manufactured homes, single-
family attached dwellings, and two-unit attached dwellings shall meet the following
requirements:

J. Parking of RVs, trailers, and vessels shall conform with the following additional
regulations:

| Parkinechall not be within the f I i | cotbacks.

21. Parking on a lasting, durable surface (e.g., concrete, asphalt, grasscrete, or
permeable paving material) is required.

32. Parking within the clear vision area is prohibited. [Ord. 4-2017 § 3 (Exh. B); Ord. 12-
2011 § 3 (Exh. A); Ord. 27-2008 § 1 (Exh. A § 4.7.140)]. 3

Recommended Motion for Code Amendment

“That City Council determine the project Categorically Exempt under Section
15162 and introduce and waive first reading of Ordinance 7-2018, and
ordinance amending Title 23 (Zoning Code).
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03-19-18 City Council Meeting
Item 11.1 Supplemental
PowerPoint Presentation

Registered and Operable Vehicles

* RCMC - two section that require a vehicle to be operable and registered
before it can be stored in public view.

» Section 6.56.010 — set procedures for abatement of inoperable or
unregistered vehicles.

» Section 23.719.130 — prohibits inoperable and unregistered vehicles,
vessels and trailers from being parked in residential zoning districts or
neighborhoods.

Identified Issues

Blight
» Run down/poorly maintained vehicles or vessels
» Worn out covers/tarps

Safety
» Visibility of oncoming vehicles when backing out of an adjacent driveway or street.

Aesthetics
» Visual impact of RVs, boats and trailers parked within public view.

Storage
» Using trailers or RVs for storage
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Item 11.1 Supplemental
PowerPoint Presentation

Photographs

a fresdy take
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Item 11.1 Supplemental
PowerPoint Presentation
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Item 11.1 Supplemental
PowerPoint Presentation
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Item 11.1 Supplemental
PowerPoint Presentation

MEETING RECAP

* Introduce and waive first reading for Ordinance 7-2018
» Direction on a RV, Boat, and Trailer Subcommittee

14
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Item 11.1 Supplemental
PowerPoint Presentation

THANK YOU

QUESTIONS & DISCUSSION

a fresdy take
V .
" NMP”?”& CityOfRanchoCordova.org 15
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I MEMORANDUM

DATE: March 19, 2018
a fresh take.
TO: Honorable Mayor and Council Members RANCHOCORDO VA
CALIFORNIA
FROM: Maria Kniestedt, Communications & Public

Affairs Director

SUBJECT: CITY OF RANCHO CORDOVA 2018 COMMUNICATIONS UPDATE

RECOMMENDATION

Receive City communications update and discuss plans for 2018.

RESULT OF RECOMMENDED ACTION

Council will receive an update regarding the 2017 City communications activities, as well as a
high-level overview of what is planned for 2018. This will provide Council with an understanding
of 2017 successes/insights and an opportunity to discuss plans for 2018.

BACKGROUND

The City’s communications staff presented a draft 2017 Communications Strategic Plan during
two December 2016 work sessions. During those sessions, staff provided Council with:

» Citywide goals and Council priorities

* Communications goals, capabilities and tasks

» Communications platform, key messages and key audiences

* Research Findings and Insights

e 2017 Recommended Approach

* 2017 Tactical Recommendations

» 2017 City Communications Planning Calendar

The goal of the 2018 update is to provide Council with a review of 2017 successes/insights, as
well as 2018 strategic communications recommendations. This year’s update focuses on
insights gleaned from project metrics and debriefs, as well as the 2018 recommended approach
and tactical recommendations.

FISCAL IMPACT

There is no fiscal impact associated with this item.

City Council Staff Report 1 of 1 2018 Communications Update
March 5, 2018
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03-19-18 City Council Meeting
Item 12.1 Supplemental
PowerPoint Presentation

RANCHO-€ORDOYA
CityOfRanchoCordova.org 1

Overview of Tonight’s Presentation

2017 2018

Year in Review Strategy Based on Insights

Successes & Insights Programming & Timeline
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Item 12.1 Supplemental
PowerPoint Presentation

2017 in Review

a fresh take.
RANCHO -CORDOVA

CALIFORNIA

2017 in Review

2017 Metrics: Social Media

2017 Social Media Impressions by Month
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Item 12.1 Supplemental
PowerPoint Presentation

2017 Metrics: Digital Content

Fresh News Engagement
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2017 Metrics: Media Stories

Total Impressions v
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03-19-18 City Council Meeting
Item 12.1 Supplemental
PowerPoint Presentation

2017 Metrics:

City Generated Stories by Category
Community Enhancement t Fund
City Events
Public Works
Public Safety
Communi ity Development
Community Engagement

Economic Development

0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160 180

2017: Successes + Insights

» Steady growth across the board
e Continued metrics/analysis emphasis
* Increased Council support
* Expanded role of communications
* New Strategy for RCPD
* Created efficiencies:
* SME structure
* Department processes
* “Divide and conquer”

391

AGENDA ITEM 12.1



392
03-19-18 City Council Meeting
Item 12.1 Supplemental
PowerPoint Presentation

2017: RCPD Highlights

* Launched social media strategy — steady growth
across channels

* Launched The Dispatch e-newsletter — high open
and click through rates

* Grew proactive media relations

* Built relationships with residents

2018 Overall Strategy

e Continued focus on coordinated, multi-tool,
strategic approach that emphasizes storytelling
and ladders up to City goals

* Prioritize efforts based on Council’s and City
Manager’s priorities, City goals, resident needs

* Expand strategic messaging platform and training

* Continue daily/monthly measurement; analyze
data for insights/course corrections

* New emphasis on internal communications
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Item 12.1 Supplemental
PowerPoint Presentation

2018 Focus Areas

* Media Relations: Continue to leverage City assets to
tell the good news stories

* Social Media: Continue to grow channels with a new
emphasis on Nextdoor

 Digital content: Focus on metrics, SEO to grow
audience

* Council support: Divide and conquer

* Internal Communications: Facebook Workplace

* Department support: Continue to look for
efficiencies; expand team with consultant support

* Metrics: Field City survey; continue daily measures;
implement SEO

e Continuous improvement: What’s still missing?

2018 Programming + Timing:
Ongoing Daily/Monthly Projects:
* Social media (City/RCPD)
 Digital content (City/RCPD)
* Media relations (City/RCPD)
* Council support
* Award opportunities/submissions
 City 15" Birthday events

e Metrics
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03-19-18 City Council Meeting
Item 12.1 Supplemental
PowerPoint Presentation

2018 Programming + Timing:

Q1 Proactive Projects:
* Mather Heritage Trail Groundbreaking
* The MACC
* Bear Hollow Tree Planting
* Facebook Workplace
e Banner Placemaking
* New City giveaways
e ED expanded PR efforts
e Logo refresh
e Pedestrian Signals
e 2018 Sidewalk Project
* Business Checklist
* HOT education

Q2 Proactive Projects: =
e MVV Phases Il & Ill Groundbreaking .‘;:r-—
 Great Scott Bike Ride 21, N
e Kids Day & iFest X

S
e Barrel District Kick-off
* RCPD Adopt-A-School

et

e

* Good Neighbor Guide 2" edition
* Code Enforcement materials

* Highlight CEF projects

e Countryside Tree Planting

* Mailer to City residents _
e Folsom Blvd Phase IV CEirm
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Item 12.1 Supplemental
PowerPoint Presentation

[
i S Ty .

2018 Programming + Timing: ’ -

Q3 Proactive Projects: g f | __ 3.8 {

* Special 15t Birthday City Council Meeting# T L L

« City internal birthday celebration 5 e ¥ gl S |3

e 4th of July media relations . e L TR "'*\‘{

o 4t of July float b 5 - ‘*.- [

* Logo revise i % ?

* Operation #InspireTheFuture i /

California Capital Airshow ' ey g v N
CEF projects & oy - _
Citizen’s Report

== v

2018 Programming + Timling:

Q4 Proactive Projects: g
* Tree Planting Y ¥
CEF projects

State of the City

Holiday Lights Parade
Christmas Tree Lighting
Holiday STAR program
Strategic Planning for 2019

TR,
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Item 12.1 Supplemental
PowerPoint Presentation

2018: City’s 15t" Birthday

15 Ways to Celebrate Our 15th!
Sakura Grove in Historic Cemetery (April)
Cupcakes at Kids Day (April)
Quinceafiera at iFest (May)
Free Popcorn at the Moonlight Movies (June)
Special 15t Birthday Council Meeting & concert (July)
Community concert on July 3" (July)
Community concert on July 4th (July)
Special Birthday-themed 4t of July fireworks (July)
Birthday-themed 4t of July float (July)
10. Community photo sweepstakes (August)
11. Airshow—Friday night show fireworks sponsor (September)
12. “Our Town” Art Show (October)
13. State of the City (November)
14. Holiday Lights Parade (December)
15. Christmas Tree Lighting (December)

WoOoNOURWNRE

17

Questions & Discussion

i\‘“ﬂ
!w
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