2003 ~ 2013

CONCURRENT MEETING
CITY COUNCIL/SUCCESSOR AGENCY TO
THE CRA/RCFC

Monday, February 04, 2013

4:00 PM — Special Meeting/Closed Session
5:30 PM — Regular Meeting

AGENDA

Linda Budge, Mayor
Dan Skoglund, Vice Mayor
Robert J. McGarvey, Council Member
David Sander, Council Member

Donald Terry, Council Member



Regular City Council meeting dates are scheduled on the 1st and 3rd Monday’s of each month, unless when Monday is a holiday.
If Monday is a holiday, the meeting will be scheduled for the following Tuesday. Dates are subject to change.
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2003 ~ 2013

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

City Hall
2729 Prospect Park Drive, Rancho Cordova

Monday, February 04, 2013

4:00 PM — Special Meeting/Closed Session
Community Board Room

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

AGENDA

CLOSED SESSION - CALL TO ORDER/ROLL CALL

Council Members McGarvey, Sander, Skoglund, Terry and Mayor Budge.
2. PUBLIC COMMENT

At a study session or special meeting, citizens wishing to address the Council for any
matter on the agenda may do so at the time the matter is discussed. Note, under the
provisions of the California Government Code, the City Council is prohibited from
discussing or taking action on any item not on the agenda.

3. CLOSED SESSION ITEM
3.1 Council will Meet in Closed Session, in Accordance with Government Code Section

54957, to Discuss the Following: City Attorney Evaluation.
4. ADJOURNMENT OF CLOSED SESSION

Mayor Budge will adjourn the special meeting to regular meeting in the David B.
Roberts Council Chambers.



Rancho Cordova City Council/Successor Agency to the CRA/RCFC - AGENDA
Special and Regular Meeting of Monday, February 04, 2013

5. REGULAR MEETING - CALL TO ORDER / ROLL CALL

Council Members McGarvey, Sander, Skoglund, Terry and Mayor Budge.

6. METRO CABLE TV TELEVISION ANNOUNCEMENT

The Clerk will announce the meetings video recording and playback schedules.

7. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The Mayor will call on someone in attendance to lead the Pledge.

8. INVOCATION

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

9. OPEN SESSION - REPORT FROM CLOSED SESSION

The City Attorney will report on action taken in Closed Session.

10. PRESENTATIONS

10.1 Presentation of Appreciation to Former Congressman Dan Lungren.

10.2  Introduction of New City Employee: Deputy City Clerk Stacia George by City Clerk
Mindy Cuppy.

10.3  Recognition of Council Member Terry's Birthday on February 8.

11. PUBLIC COMMENT

Citizens wishing to address the Council for any matter on the Consent Calendar or 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.

Note, under the provisions of the California Government Code, the City Council is
prohibited from discussing or taking immediate action on any unagendized item 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.

12. COUNCIL REPORTS

13. CONSENT CALENDAR ITEMS - ROLL CALL VOTE

13.1 Subject: Meeting minutes: of January 22, 2013 Regular Meeting and January 29, 2013
Special Meeting.
Recommendation: Adopt minutes.
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Rancho Cordova City Council/Successor Agency to the CRA/RCFC - AGENDA
Special and Regular Meeting of Monday, February 04, 2013

13.2

13.3

13.4

13.5

Subject: Resolution Designating Mayoral Appointment of James E. Galloway, a
Rancho Cordova Representative to the Sacramento County Sheriff's Outreach
Community Advisory Board (SOCAB).

Recommendation: Adopt Resolution No. 13-2013.

Result of Recommended Action: The City of Rancho Cordova will continue to have a
representative on the SOCAB whose purpose, as outlined in the Board of Supervisors’
Ordinance, is...”to provide collaboration and communication in the establishment and
implementation of programs that identify and seek to eradicate conflict, concerns and
issues regarding the (Sheriff's) Department and the community it serves.” Chief of
Police Richeal and Sheriff Jones have approved this reappointment.

Staff Report: Rosanne Richeal, Chief of Police and Mindy Cuppy, City Clerk.
Advances Goals: 1, 2, 3 and 5.

Subject: Ordinance Updating the Transportation Development Impact Fee Program.
Recommendation: Waive the second reading and adopt Ordinance No. 3-2013.
Result of Recommended Action: Adoption of Ordinance No. 3-2013 makes minor
amendments to Chapter 16.84 of the Municipal Code to be consistent with the
provisions of the Nexus Study.

Staff Report: Cyrus Abhar, Public Works.

Advances Goal: 5.

Subject: Resolutions Approving Loan Agreement Between the City of Rancho Cordova
and the Successor Agency to the Community Redevelopment Agency of the City of
Rancho Cordova.

Recommendation: Adopt Resolutions:

a.) No. 14-2013

b.) No. SA-1-2013

Result of Recommended Action: Adoption of these resolutions will allow the City of
Rancho Cordova to be reimbursed for funds loaned to the Successor Agency for
administrative expenses.

Staff Report: Donna Silva, Finance Department and Micah Runner, Economic
Development Department.

Advances Goal: 5.

COUNCIL ACTING AS THE SUCCESSOR AGENCY TO THE CRA

Subject: Resolution of the Successor Agency to the Community Redevelopment
Agency of the City of Rancho Cordova Approving the Recognized Obligation Payment
Schedule (ROPS) 13-14A and Administrative Budget for the six month period covering
July 1, 2013 through December 31, 2013.

Recommendation: Adopt Resolution No. SA-2-2013

Result of Recommended Action: Approval of this resolution will allow the Rancho
Cordova Successor Agency to make payments on obligations listed on ROPS 13-14A
and establishes the administrative budget for the six month period; to the extent funds
are available.

Staff Report: Donna Silva and Michelle Mingay, Finance Department.

Advances Goal: 5.

COUNCIL ACTING AS THE SUCCESSOR AGENCY TO THE CRA
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Rancho Cordova City Council/Successor Agency to the CRA/RCFC - AGENDA
Special and Regular Meeting of Monday, February 04, 2013

13.6  Subject: Ordinance Amending Section 4.22.115(A) of the Rancho Cordova Municipal
Code to Increase the Number of Card Tables that a Licensed Cardroom may Operate
or Maintain Within the City from Ten to Eleven.

Recommendation: Waive first reading and introduce Ordinance 4-2013.

Result of Recommended Action: Adoption of this Ordinance will amend Section
4.22.115(A) of the Rancho Cordova Municipal Code. The Ordinance will increase the
number of card tables that a licensed cardroom may operate or maintain within the City
from ten (10) card tables to a maximum of eleven (11) card tables.

Staff Report: Donna Silva, Finance Department and Adam Lindgren, City Attorney.
Advances Goal: 5 and 6.

14, CONSENT PUBLIC HEARING ITEMS - ROLL CALL VOTE

14.1 Subject: Blue Front Recycling Company Conditional Use Permit; Project No. DD7684
— Located at 10971 Olson Drive.
Recommendation: Continue this item to the February 19, 2013 City Council Meeting.
Result of Recommended Action: Continuation of this item will allow further
investigation of optional locations and strategies for the collection of recyclables.
Staff Report: William Campbell, Principal Planner.
Advances Goals: 1, 2, and 6.

14.2  Subject: American Family Entertainment Center Conceptual Design Review; Project
No. DD0038-179 — Located on the eastside of Kilgore Road between Trade Center
Drive and Sun Center Drive.

Recommendation: Continue to the February 19, 2013 City Council Meeting.

Result of Recommended Action: Staff recommends that American Family
Entertainment Center Conceptual Design Review be continued to the February 19,
2013 City Council Meeting, due to the City has not received the associated Financial
Agreement and a minor modification to the site plan was needed to be resolved by the
Applicant’s architect.

Staff Report: William Campbell, Principal Planner.

Advances Goals: 1, 2, and 6.

14.3  Subject: Action Items Related to the Formation of the City of Rancho Cordova
Community Facilities District No. 2013-2 (Police Services) - CONTINUED FROM
JANUARY 22, 2013.

Recommendation: Continue the Public Hearing to February 19, 2013.

Result of Recommended Action: The continuation of the public hearing to the
February 4th meeting will allow for revisions to the final rate and method of
apportionment of the special tax to be levied within the community facilities district to
pay for police services.

Staff Report: Donna Silva and Michelle Mingay, Finance Department.

Advances Goal: 5.
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Rancho Cordova City Council/Successor Agency to the CRA/RCFC - AGENDA
Special and Regular Meeting of Monday, February 04, 2013

14.4  Subject: Action Items Related to the Formation of the City of Rancho Cordova
Community Facilities District No. 2013-1 (Storm and Flood Protection Services) -
CONTINUED FROM JANUARY 22, 2013.

Recommendation: Continue the Public Hearing to March 4, 2013.

Result of Recommended Action: The continuation of the public hearing to the March
4, 2013 meeting will allow for revisions to the final rate and method of apportionment of
the special tax to be levied within the community facilities district to pay for storm and
flood protection services.

Staff Report: Cyrus Abhar, Public Works.

Advances Goal: 5.

15. PUBLIC HEARING ITEMS

15.1 Subject: Clear Channel Outdoor Digital Freeway Sign Conditional Use Permit and
Operating Agreement; Project No. DD7403 — Located at 11335, 11347 Folsom
Boulevard.

Recommendation: Adopt Resolution 13-2013.

Result of Recommended Action: Approval of the proposed action will allow the
Applicant to refurbish the existing traditional Billboard located along the south side of
Highway 50 at the Sports Complex to a Digital Freeway Sign in the same location
(11335, 11347 Folsom Boulevard). The action will also require the removal of the
existing electronic sign located on the Sports Complex’s monument sign and the
removal of the traditional Billboard located at the southeast corner of Folsom Boulevard
and Zinfandel Drive. The Operating Agreement will also provide the City with additional
community benefits.

Staff Report: Jessica Jordan, Senior Planner.

Advances Goals: 1 and 6.

15.2  Subject: Public Hearing Considering Adoption of the Midyear Amendment to the 2012-
13 Community Development Block Grant Action Plan.
Recommendation: Approve Resolution No. 12-2013 adopting the Midyear
Amendment to the 2012-13 Community Development Block Grant Action Plan.
Result of Recommended Action:
1. Adopts the amendment to the 2012-13 CDBG Action Plan
2. Authorizes the City Manager to submit the amendment and all required certifications
and forms to the Department of Housing and Urban Development; and
3. Allows staff to make technical modifications to the Action Plan to correct minor errors
and to respond to direction from HUD.
Staff Report: Jessica Hayes, Housing Services & Dana Grossi, Housing Services.
Advances Goals: 1, 2, 3, and 5.
GROWING STRONG NEIGHBORHOODS

16. REGULAR CALENDAR ITEMS

16.1 Subject: Private Business Directional Sign Policy.
Recommendation: That Council consider various policy options related to private
business directional signs in the public rights-of-way and provide direction to staff as
appropriate.
Result of Recommended Action: Staff will act appropriately given the direction
provided by Council.
Staff Report: Cyrus Abhar, Public Works Director.
Advances Goals: 1, 2, 5, and 6.
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Rancho Cordova City Council/Successor Agency to the CRA/RCFC - AGENDA
Special and Regular Meeting of Monday, February 04, 2013

16.2  Subject: An Urgency Ordinance of the City of Rancho Cordova Establishing a
Temporary Moratorium on the Establishment and Operation of Computer Gaming and
Internet Access Businesses, to become Effective Immediately.

Recommendation: Adopt Urgency Ordinance 5-2013.

Result of Recommended Action: Adoption of this Ordinance will establish a 45-day
temporary moratorium on the establishment, expansion or relocation of Computer
Gaming and Internet Access Businesses, pending the review and possible amendment
of zoning regulations applicable to this type of establishment. This moratorium is
needed in order to: (1) address the community concerns regarding the establishment
and operation of Computer Gaming and Internet Access Businesses; (2) study the
potential impacts that these type of businesses may have on the public health, safety
and welfare; (3) study and determine what local regulations may be appropriate or
necessary for Computer Gaming and Internet Access Businesses; (4) study and
determine the appropriate zoning and location for this these type of businesses; and (5)
determine appropriate controls for the protection of public health, safety and welfare.
Staff Report: Paul Junker, Planning Director and Adam U. Lindgren, City Attorney.
Advances Goals: 1 and 2.

17. COUNCIL REQUESTS FOR FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS
18. CITY MANAGER’S REPORT

19. ADJOURNMENT

Page 8 of 10



Rancho Cordova City Council/Successor Agency to the CRA/RCFC - AGENDA
Special and Regular Meeting of Monday, February 04, 2013

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

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

PN~

UPCOMING MEETINGS

Tuesday, February 12, 2013 | City Council Special Meeting — Work Session (5:30 PM):
Folsom Boulevard Specific Plan Update Discussion
Tuesday, February 19, 2013 | City Council Regular Meeting (5:30 PM)
Friday, February 22, 2013 | City Council Special Meeting — Work Session (10:30 AM):
Annual Corporate Report
Tuesday, February 26, | City Council Special Meeting — Work Session (5:30 PM):
2013 | Housing Element Update
Monday, March 4, 2013 | City Council Special Meeting (4:00 PM) and Regular
Meeting (5:30 PM)
Monday, March 18, 2013 | City Council Regular Meeting (5:30 PM)
Tuesday, March 26, 2013 | City Council Special Meeting — Work Session (5:30 PM)
Monday, April 1, 2013 | City Council Special Meeting (4:00 PM) and Regular
Meeting (5:30 PM)
Tuesday, April 9, 2013 | City Council Special Meeting — Work Session (5:30 PM)
Monday, April 15, 2013 | City Council Regular Meeting - CANCELLED
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Rancho Cordova City Council/Successor Agency to the CRA/RCFC - AGENDA
Special and Regular Meeting of Monday, February 04, 2013

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 Department (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 and SureWest Cable Systems. Closed Captioning will be available on
the playback cablecast. Tune to Metro Cable Channel 14, for playback times. 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. The City does not control
scheduling of this telecast and persons interested in watching the televised meeting should
confirm this schedule with Metro Cable TV, Channel 14.

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, Mindy Cuppy, CMC, City Clerk for the City of Rancho Cordova, declare that the foregoing
agenda for the Monday, February 04, 2013 Special and Regular Meeting of the Rancho Cordova
City Council/Successor Agency to the CRA/RCFC was posted and available for review on
Thursday, January 31, 2013 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 Thursday, January 31, 2013 at Rancho Cordova, California.

D9k, G

Mindy Cuppy/ACMC, City Clerk
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2003 -~ 2013

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

Tuesday, January 22, 2013

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

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

Vice Mayor Budge called the regular meeting to order in the David B. Roberts Council
Chambers at 5:36 PM.

Council Members Present: McGarvey, Sander, Skoglund, Terry, Budge.
Council Members Absent: None.
Staff Members Present: Chinn, Cuppy, Lindgren, Downton, George, Abhar,
Thomas, Sparkman, Campbell, Gassaway, Runner,
Junker, Davis, Stricker.
2, METRO CABLE TV TELEVISION ANNOUNCEMENT
The City Clerk read the meetings recordings and playback schedules.
3. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE
Donald Terry led the pledge.
4, INVOCATION

The Mayor asked that we have a moment of silence and reflection.

AGENDA ITEM 13.1



Rancho Cordova City Council/Successor Agency to the CRA/RCFC — DRAFT MINUTES
Regular Meeting of Tuesday, January 22, 2013
5. PRESENTATIONS

5.1 David Sander Presented a Proclamation to Junior League of Sacramento President
Aimee Gillum in Recognition of the League’s 70th Anniversary.

5.2 David Sander Presented a Proclamation to AMPAC Fine Chemicals Senior Capital
Buyer Brad Nye in Recognition of Their Community Volunteerism.

6. PUBLIC COMMENT

Mayor Budge opened the public comment period. The following individuals addressed
the Council:

¢ Joy Moon
Mayor Budge closed the public comment period.
7. COUNCIL REPORTS
Council reported on events since the last meeting.
8. CONSENT CALENDAR ITEMS - ROLL CALL VOTE

ACTION: Motion to approve by Skoglund, second by Terry;
Carried by a 5:0 roll call vote.

8.1 Subject: Meeting Minutes of December 17, 2012 Regular Meeting and January 8-9,
2013 Special Meeting.
Recommendation: Adopt minutes.

8.2 Subject: Ordinance Amending Rancho Cordova Municipal Code Chapters 6.20 and
6.21 on Solid Waste and Recycling; Resolution Granting the Public Works Director the
Authority to Negotiate and Execute Non-exclusive Commercial Solid Waste and
Recycling Collection Agreements.

Recommendation: Waive second reading and adopt Ordinance No. 22-2012. (Roll
Call Vote).

Result of Recommended Action: Adoption of this Ordinance will repeal outdated
Sacramento County Code provisions on solid waste from the City’s Code, which were
previously incorporated by reference, and will amend Rancho Cordova Municipal Code
chapters 6.20 and 6.21 on solid waste and recycling to resolve conflicts between the
Code and commercial franchise agreements for solid waste collection and reflect
changes in State law concerning recycling.

Staff Report: Kathy Garcia, Public Works Department.

Advances Goals: 1,2, and 5.

8.3 Subject: City-Sponsored Zoning Code Amendment — Digital Freeway Signs — Applies
Citywide.
Recommendation: Waive second reading and adopt Ordinance No. 23-2012.
Result of Recommended Action: Approving this Zoning Code Amendment removes
the requirement for an Operating Agreement for Applicant’s pursuing entitlements for a
Digital Freeway Sign. The amendment also establishes community messaging, an
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Rancho Cordova City Council/Successor Agency to the CRA/RCFC — DRAFT MINUTES
Regular Meeting of Tuesday, January 22, 2013

operation and maintenance plan, and an increased standard for removal of traditional
billboards within the City when a Conditional Use Permit is considered, as standard
requirements for installation of a Digital Freeway Sign. The Amendment would allow
the City Council to consider a deviation from these standards in the form of an optional
Operating Agreement when an Applicant desires to provide an equivalent community
benefit in an alternative manner.

Staff Report: Jessica Jordan, Planning Department.

Advances Goals: 1, 2, and 6.

8.4 Subject: Resolution Authorizing the City Manager to Approve a Change Order for
Additional Paving in the Amount of $18,000 with Douglas Veerkamp General
Engineering Increasing the Folsom Boulevard Phase 3 Total Contract Value to
$4,954,984.

Recommendation: Adopt Resolution 9-2013.

Result of Recommended Action: Adoption of this resolution will authorize the City
Manager to execute a contract change order (CCO) associated with the Folsom
Boulevard Phase 3 project (construction Contract No. 87-2011) in the amount of
$18,000 increasing the maximum total contract value to $4,954,984.

Staff Report: Cyrus Abhar, Public Works.

Advances Goals: 1, 2, 3, 5 and 6.

8.5 Subject: Resolution No. 8-2013 Awarding Construction Contract to Tim Paxin’s Pacific
Excavation, Inc. for the Bicycle Traffic Signal Detection Project in an Amount of
$149,876.

Recommendation: Adopt Resolution No. 8-2013.

Result of Recommended Action: Adoption of this resolution will authorize the City
Manger to award a construction contract to Tim Paxin’s Pacific Excavation, Inc., the
lowest responsive bidder, who would perform work on the Bicycle Traffic Signal
Detection Project.

Work performed under this construction contract includes installation of bike detections
and bike lane striping work at seven intersections throughout the City. The installation
of bike detections will allow bikes to be detected when they approach the intersection.
Currently, bicyclists would have to wait for a vehicle to approach the intersection or
push the pedestrian push button. This project helps the City improve its status of being
a bicycle friendly community.

Staff Report: Cyrus Abhar, Public Works Director

Advances Goals: 1,2, and 5

8.6 Subject: Approval of Council Member Appointments to Regional Boards, Commissions
and Committees for 2013.
Recommendation: That Council confirms their 2013 commitments to serve on other
agency boards, commissions, and committees.
Result of Recommended Action: The City Clerk will confirm appointments with the
members of the Council responsible for representing the agency boards, commissions,
and committees they serve, and will ensure that any necessary Fair Political Practices
Commission (FPPC) filings are completed.
Staff Report: Mindy Cuppy, City Clerk.
Advances Goal: 4.
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Rancho Cordova City Council/Successor Agency to the CRA/RCFC — DRAFT MINUTES
Regular Meeting of Tuesday, January 22, 2013

9. CONSENT PUBLIC HEARING ITEMS - ROLL CALL VOTE

ACTION: Motion to approve by Skoglund, second by McGarvey;
Carried by a 5:0 roll call vote.

9.1 Subject: Safeway Fueling Center #1746 Conditional Use Permit and Minor Design
Review; Project No. DD7653 — Located at 10605 Folsom Boulevard. CONTINUED
FROM DECEMBER 17, 2012.
Recommendation: Adopt Resolution 120-2012.
Result of Recommended Action: Adoption of this resolution will allow construction of
a new fueling station and convenience store to be operated by Safeway. The new
development will remove an old vacant building off the Boulevard and upgrade the
appearance of that portion of the Folsom Boulevard Specific Plan.
Staff Report: William Campbell, Planning Department.
Advances Goals: 1, 2 and 6.

9.2 Subject: Action Items Related to the Formation of the City of Rancho Cordova
Community Facilities District No. 2013-2 (Police Services)
Recommendation: Continue the Public Hearing to February 4, 2013.
Result of Recommended Action: The continuation of the public hearing to the
February 4th meeting will allow for revisions to the final rate and method of
apportionment of the special tax to be levied within the community facilities district to
pay for police services.
Staff Report: Donna Silva and Michelle Mingay, Finance Department.
Advances Goal: 5.

9.3 Subject: Action Items Related to the Formation of the City of Rancho Cordova
Community Facilities District No. 2013-1 (Storm and Flood Protection Services).
Recommendation: Continue the Public Hearing to February 4, 2013.

Result of Recommended Action: The continuation of the public hearing to the
February 4th meeting will allow for revisions to the final rate and method of
apportionment of the special tax to be levied within the community facilities district to
pay for storm and flood protection services.

Staff Report: Cyrus Abhar, Public Works.

Advances Goal: 5.

10. PUBLIC HEARING ITEMS

10.1 Subject: Rancho Cordova Travel and Tourism Multi-Sport Facility Administrative Use
Permit and Variance; Project No. DD7735 — Located at 2561 Mercantile Drive.
Recommendation: Adopt Resolution 1-2013.

Result of Recommended Action: Adoption of this resolution will allow an indoor multi-
use sports facility within a 71,628 square foot building that will be capable of housing
basketball and volleyball tournaments. Rancho Cordova Travel and Tourism (RCT&T)
will be able to accomplish one of its main goals to increase tourism and overnight stays
in the City during the weekends. The facility will also cater to the regular weekday
training and workout schedules for local area teams, club teams, and individuals.

Staff Report: William Campbell, Planning Department.

Advances Goals: 1, 2, and 6.

ACTION: Motion to Continue to the February 19, 2013 Council Meeting by Budge, second
by Terry, Carried by a 5:0 vote.
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Rancho Cordova City Council/Successor Agency to the CRA/RCFC — DRAFT MINUTES
Regular Meeting of Tuesday, January 22, 2013

10.2  Subject: Resolution Approving an Updated to the Transportation Development Impact
Fee Program and Nexus Analysis.
Recommendation: 1. Adopt Resolution No. 7-2013; and 2. Waive the first reading
and introduce Ordinance No. 3-2013
Result of Recommended Action: Adoption of Resolution No. 7-2013 approves the
update to the Transportation Development Impact Fee Program and Nexus Study and
adopts reduced transportation development impact fees in the new development area.
Adoption of Ordinance No. 3-2013 makes minor amendments to Chapter 16.84 of the
Municipal Code to be consistent with the provisions of the Nexus Study.
Staff Report: Cyrus Abhar, Public Works.
Advances Goal: 5.

ACTION: Motion to approve by Terry, second by Sander,
Carried by a 5:0 roll call vote.

1. REGULAR CALENDAR ITEMS

11.1 Subject: Endorsement of the Next Economy Capital Region Prosperity Plan.
Recommendation: Adopt resolution 3-2013 formally endorsing the Next Economy
Plan.
Result of Recommended Action: Adoption of this resolution will allow staff to align
our current and future actions with the Next Economy Prosperity Plan
Staff Report: Micah Runner, Economic Development Department.
Advances Goals: 1,2, and 6.

ACTION: Motion to approve by Sander second by McGarvey;
Carried by a 5:0 roll call vote. absent)

11.2  Subject: Private Business Directional Sign Policy.
Recommendation: That Council consider various policy options related to private
business directional signs in the public rights-of-way and provide direction to staff as
appropriate.
Result of Recommended Action: Staff will act appropriately given the direction
provided by Council.
Staff Report: Cyrus Abhar, Public Works Director.
Advances Goals: 1, 2, 5, and 6.

ACTION: Motion to Continue to the February 4, 2013 Council Meeting by McGarvey, second
by Skoglund;
Carried by a 5:0 vote.

12. COUNCIL REQUESTS FOR FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS

Council Member Skoglund asked that staff, including code enforcement and police, to
look into truck parking on a lot near Bradshaw and Lincoln Village.

13. CITY MANAGER’S REPORT

14. ADJOURNMENT
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Rancho Cordova City Council/Successor Agency to the CRA/RCFC — DRAFT MINUTES
Regular Meeting of Tuesday, January 22, 2013

15. CLOSED SESSION - CALL TO ORDER/ROLL CALL
Council did not meet in closed session.

16. CLOSED SESSION
Conference with Legal Council, Existing Litigation. (Paragraph (1) of subdivision (d) of
Section 54956.9). Name of case: City of Rancho Cordova and Successor Agency to
the Rancho Cordova Redevelopment Agency v. Ana Matosantos, Julie Valverde, John
Chaing, California State Board of Equalization. Case Number 34-2012-80001356.

17. OPEN SESSION - REPORT FROM CLOSED SESSION

18. ADJOURNMENT

Mayor Budge adjourned the meeting in memory of William (Bill) H. Griffith Il at
6:46 PM.

D% iy Cocgiin.

Mindy Cuppy/CMC, City Clerk
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2003 ~ 2013

CONCURRENT MEETING

CITY COUNCIL/SUCCESSOR AGENCY COMMUNITY REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY

3.

(CRA)/RANCHO CORDOVA FINANCING CORPORATION (RCFC)

City Hall
2729 Prospect Park Drive, Rancho Cordova

Tuesday, January 29, 2013

5:30 PM - Special Meeting
American River Community Room North
Closed Session/Coloma Room

DRAFT MINUTES
WORK SESSION - CALL TO ORDER/ROLL CALL

Mayor Budge called the regular meeting to order in the American River Community
Room North at 5:44 PM.

Council Members Present: McGarvey, Sander, Skoglund, Terry, Budge

Council Members Absent: None

Staff Members Present: Lindgren, Cuppy, Abhar, Chinn, Silva, Downton, Holt,
Junker, Runner, Behrends, Sparkman

PUBLIC COMMENT

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

SPECIAL MEETING ITEM

ACTION: Discussion item only; no action taken.

3.1

Subject: City-BIA Facilitated Discussion: Standards, Costs, Fees and Strategies.
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Rancho Cordova City Council/Successor Agency to the CRA/RCFC — DRAFT MINUTES
Special Meeting of Tuesday, January 29, 2013

4. ADJOURNMENT
Mayor Budge adjourned the special meeting to closed session at 8:30 PM.
5. CLOSED SESSION - CALL TO ORDER/ROLL CALL
Mayor Budge called the closed session to order in the Coloma Room at 8:35 PM.

Council Members Present: McGarvey, Skoglund, Budge, Sander, Terry

Council Members Absent: None.
Staff Members Present: Lindgren, Abhar, Chinn, Silva, Junker, Runner
6. CLOSED SESSION

Council met in closed session to discuss the following items:

CONFERENCE WITH REAL PROPERTY NEGOTIATORS

Property: 10259 Folsom Boulevard, APN: 076-0213-003 thru 5; and 10235 Folsom
Boulevard, APN: 076-0213-011 and 012

Agency negotiators: Micah Runner, Ted Gaebler, Joe Chinn, and Adam Lindgren.
Negotiating parties: Los Rios Community College District

Under negotiation: Price and terms of payment.

CONFERENCE WITH REAL PROPERTY NEGOTIATORS

Property: APN: 072-026-0036 thru 072-026-0040

Agency negotiators: Ted Gaebler, Joe Chinn, Micah Runner, Adam Lindgren, Donna
Silva.

Negotiating parties: D&S Development and Diede Construction
Under negotiation: Price and terms of payment.

7. OPEN SESSION - REPORT FROM CLOSED SESSION
City Attorney Adam Lindgren reported that there is no reportable action.
8. ADJOURNMENT

Mayor Budge adjourned the meeting at 8:50 PM.

el Gy

Mindy Cuppy/CMC, City Clerk
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I MEMORANDUM =

DATE: February 4, 2012
TO: Honorable Mayor and Council Members
FROM: Rosanne Richeal, Chief of Police

Mindy Cuppy, City Clerk

SUBJECT: SHERIFF’'S OUTREACH COMMUNITY ADVISORY BOARD APPOINTMENT

RECOMMENDATION

Adopt Resolution No. 13-2013 reappointing James E. Galloway, a Rancho Cordova
representative to fill a second two-year Board Member term on the Sacramento County Sheriff’s
Outreach Community Advisory Board (SOCAB).

RESULT OF RECOMMENDED ACTION

The City of Rancho Cordova will have a representative on the SOCAB whose purpose, as
outlined in the Board of Supervisors’ Ordinance, is..."to provide collaboration and
communication in the establishment and implementation of programs that identify and seek to
eradicate conflict, concerns and issues regarding the (Sheriff's) Department and the community
it serves.”

BACKGROUND

Mr. Galloway has lived in Rancho Cordova for 26 years. He has served on many boards and
has worked as a Telecommunication Associate and Telecom Design Engineer for the County of
Sacramento for more than 19 years. Mr. Galloway’s application states that he “was able to work
with and come to understand many of the concerns of the community and law enforcement, and
offer meaningful input.”

Mr. Galloway was first appointed to serve on the Sacramento County Sheriff's Outreach
Community Advisory Board (SOCAB) in October 2010, has participated in an advisory role over
the past two years, and desires to continue in this appointment serving our community.

ATTACHMENT

Resolution No. 13-2013 Approving Mayoral Appointment to the Sacramento County Sheriff’'s
Outreach Community Advisory Board (SOCAB), including (Exhibit A) Ordinance No. SCC No.
1360 adding Chapter 2.25 to Title 2 of the Sacramento County Code Relating to Sheriff's
Outreach Community Advisory Board.
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10
CITY OF RANCHO CORDOVA

RESOLUTION NO. 13-2013

RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RANCHO CORDOVA APPROVING
MAYORAL APPOINTMENT TO THE SACRAMENTO COUNTY SHERIFF’S OUTREACH
COMMUNITY ADVISORY BOARD

WHEREAS, the Sacramento County Board of Supervisors adopted an Ordinance (SCC
No. 1360) on July 24, 2007 adding Chapter 2.25 to Title 2 of the Sacramento County Code
Relating to Sheriff's Outreach Community Advisory Board (SOCAB); and

WHEREAS, the purpose of the SOCAB is to provide collaboration and communication in
the establishment and implementation of programs that identify and seek to eradicate conflict,
concerns and issues regarding the Sacramento County Sheriff’'s Department and the community
it serves; and

WHEREAS, the composition of the Advisory Board shall include representatives of the
Cities within the County of Sacramento and the City Members shall be appointed by, and serve
at the pleasure of, the Mayor of each City with the approval of the City Council to a two-year
term on the Advisory Board, as outlined in Exhibit A (Sacramento County Ordinance SCC
No. 1360); and

WHEREAS, Rancho Cordova is a municipal entity within the jurisdictional boundaries of
Sacramento County;

WHEREAS, James E. Galloway was first appointed to serve on the Sheriffs Outreach
Community Advisory Board (SOCAB) on October 4, 2010 (Resolution No. 109-2010);

BE IT RESOLVED, that Mayor Linda Budge hereby reappoints James E. Galloway as
Rancho Cordova’s representative to the Sacramento County Sheriff's Outreach Community
Advisory Board (SOCAB) effective this date;

BE IT FUTHER RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RANCHO
CORDOVA does approve the Mayoral appointment and directs the City Clerk to provide a
certified copy of this Resolution to the Sacramento County Sheriff.

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of Rancho Cordova on the
day of , 2013 by the following vote:

AYES:
NOES:
ABSENT:
ABSTAIN:

Linda Budge, Mayor
ATTEST:

Mindy Cuppy, CMC, City Clerk

Resolution No. 13-2013 Page 1 of 1
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Exhibit A

SCC NO. 1360

AN ORDINANCE ADDING CHAPTER 2.25 TO TITLE 2 OF THE
SACRAMENTO COUNTY CODE RELATING TO SHERIFF'S .
OUTREACH COMMUNITY ADVISORY BOARD

The Board of Supervisors of the County of Sacramento, State of-

California, ordains as follows:
~ SECTION 1. Chapter 2.25; Sections 2,25.010 through 2.25.100, is hereby added
to Title 2 of the Sacramento County Code to read as follows:

2.25 Sheriff's Outreach Community Advisory Board.

2.25.010 Defmltlons.
As used in this Chapter, the following definitions shall apply
a. “County” shall mean the County of Sacramento;

b. “Board” shall mean the Board of Supervisors of County; =
c. “City” shall mean any incorporated city within the County;

d. “Council” shall mean the City Council of City;

e. “Mayor” shall mean the Mayor of City,

f. "Advisory Board” shall mean the Sheriff's Outreach Community
‘Advisory Board,

g. "Member” shall mean a person appomted as a member of the
Advisory Board;

h. “De_partment" shall mean the Sacramento County Sheriff's.

2.25.020 Advisory Board Established.
The Sheriff OQutreach Commumty Advisory Board is hereby
established, .

2.25.030 Purpose. .

The purpose of the Advisory Board is to provide collaboration and
communication in the establishment and implementation of programs that
identify and seek to eradicate conflict, concerns and issues regarding the
Department and the commumty it serves,
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2.25.040 Members,

a. Members of the Advisory Board shall be representétives of the

County of Sacramento and the Cities within the County of Sacramento that

elect, by resolution or ordinance, to participate on the Advisory Board.

b. The Advisory Board shall consist of not more than twenty (20)
Members, who shall be appointed as follows: 1. Five (5) Members to be
appointed by, and serve at the pleasure of, the Board; 2. For each Member

- City, one Member shall be appointed for the first 100,000 of the City's

population and an additional member for each additional 100,000 in
population, not to exceed five (5) Members per City. The City Members
shall be appointed by, and serve at the pleasure of, the Mayor of each City,
with the approval of the Council; 3. Five (5) at-large Members shall be

~ appointed by the Sheriff of the County.

4, Ex off|c10 Members may be appomted by majority vote of the
Members. _

¢. Each Member shall be a resident of the appointing jurisdiction. At-
large members shall be residents of the County. There are no residency
requirements for ex officio Members. :

2.25,050 Membérs-Term of Office

a. Each Member shall serve for a term of two years, unless
additional terms are authorized by the appointing authority.

b. No Member shall serve more than two consecutive two-year
terms, except a Member appointed to complete an unexpired term, or
whose initial term is less than two years, may serve up fo two consecutive
two-year terms in addition to such initial term.

¢. The position of any Member who fails to attend, in succession,
three or more regular meetings of that Advisory Board shall autormatically
become vacant and a replacement shall be appointed in accordance with

Section 2.25.040. . _
d. Members serve at the pleasure of their appoihting_author’ity.

. . Ex officio members serve at the pleasure of the Advisory Board
and are hot subject to term limits.

~f. Members shall serve_wfthout compensation.

2.25.060 Meetings.
The Advisory Board shall establish an annual schedule of mestings,

12

generally on a monthly basis. Meetings shall be open to the public and shall be
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“held in compliance with GO\)ernment Code sections 54950 ef seq. .

2.25.070 Quorum.

A quorum for transaction of business shall be one-third of the
appointed Members. Action may be taken based on a majority vote of
those Members present and voting, provided that no action may be taken if
less than a quorum is present. In the event of a tie vote, the Chair of the
Advisory Board shall have an additiohal vote.

- Organization.

The Advisory Board shall elect a Chair and Vice Chair for a one-year
~ term beginning on July 1 of each year. Other officers and committees may
be created by action of the Advisory Board.

2.25.090 Powers and Duties.
The powers and duties of the Advisory Board shall be as follows:

a. Provide an -annual review to the Board of Supervisors and the
Sheriff concerning.complaints and testimony received from the community
related to Sheriff operations, policies and standard operating procedures;

b. Actin an advisory capacity to the Board of Supervisors and the
Sheriff in promoting, aiding and encouraging community input on sheriff
operations, policies and standing operating procedures;

c. Act in an advisory capacity to the Board of Supervisors and the
Sheriff in the development and operation of the Department's law
enforcement activities;

d. Solicit and accept test:mony from the community regarding
complaints pertaining. to operations, policies and standard operating
procedures. of the Department. :

e. Represent the Advisory Board at community events;

f, Participate in the development of media actuvny promoting the
Advisory Board;

g. Participate on speakers' bureaus on issues relevant to the
Advisory Board; and
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h Such other activities that are consistent with the purpose of the
Advisory Board,

2.25.100 Withdrawal.

~ Any City may withdraw from the Advisory Board upon service of
written notice, in the form of a City resolution or ordinance. Notice shall be
provided to both the Board of Supervzsors and the Sherlff

SECTION 2. This ordinance was Introduced and the title thereof read at the
regular meeting of the Board of Supervisors on _July 17, 2007 and on
July 17, 2007 . further reading was waived by the unanimous vote of the

: _ Supervisors present.
Th|s ordmance shall take effect and be in full force on and after thirty (30) days
. from the date of its passage, and before the expiration of fifteen (15) days from-.
_-the date of its passage it 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 published in the County of

Sacramento
On a motlon by Superwsor ; Dic““”“ ____, seconded by Supervisor
~Yee , , , the foregomg ordinance was passed and adopted:by
the Board of Supeleors of the Colinty of Sacramento, State of California, this "

' 24thqgyof July. - gi' __ 2007, by the following vote:

AYE—S; ' Supervisors, Dickinson, MacGlashan, Peters, Yee, Nottold - .

NOES: Supervisors, None :

ABSENT: Supervisors, None

ABSTAIN: Supervisors, None

Chair of the Board of up ikors

of Sacramento County California I aceordance vl Seslon 25103 of tho Covermt Godo

of tie Stete of Galifornia a copy of the docUirient has bean
d;ﬂsxvamd to the Chaliman of the Board of Suparvlsors, County
of Sacramento gn

k L 24

By . : ‘ C,
Depifty Clark, Boafd of Suparvisors
: d/uuf K/ /MAM-——-

Clérk Bodrd of Supervisors . _ F i L E D
| 242007

 ~FLERK G THE BOARD

. (SEAL)
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CITY OF RANCHO CORDOVA
ORDINANCE NO. 3-2013

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RANCHO CORDOVA
AMENDING CHAPTER 16.84 TITLE 16 OF THE MUNICIPAL CODE, TITLED
“ESTABLISHMENT OF DEVELOPMENT IMPACT FEES TO FINANCE THE COST OF
TRANSPORTATION FACILITIES”

WHEREAS, Title 16, Chapter 16.84 of the Rancho Cordova Municipal Code, entitled
“Establishment of Development Impact Fees to Finance the Cost of Transportation Facilities”
was added to the Municipal Code in 2005 to establish the transportation development impact
fee;

WHEREAS, the provisions of Chapter 16.84 sets forth policies, procedures, and
methodologies for collection of the transportation development impact fee;

WHEREAS, the Council has adopted an updated Transportation Capital Improvement
Plan and Development Impact Fee Program through the approval of the Transportation
Development Impact Fee Program Nexus Study;

WHEREAS, City staff has identified the following necessary amendments to the
Municipal Code to ensure consistency with the provisions of the Nexus Study.

THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RANCHO CORDOVA DOES ORDAIN AS FOLLOWS:

Section 1. Amendment of Code. Chapter 16.84 of the Rancho Cordova Municipal Code is
amended to read as follows:

Chapter 16.84
DEVELOPMENT IMPACT FEES TO FINANCE THE COST OF
TRANSPORTATION FACILITIES

Sections:

16.84.010 Purpose.

16.84.020 Definitions.

16.84.030 Establishment and administration of the city of Rancho Cordova transportation
fund.

16.84.040 Establishment and administration of the city of Rancho Cordova transportation
administration fund.

16.84.050 Imposition of transportation impact fee.

16.84.060 Payment of transportation impact fees.

16.84.065 Payment of transportation fee — Temporary deferral.

16.84.070 Adoption of the transportation system capital improvement program and
compliance with priority list of city of Rancho Cordova transportation impact
fee program.

16.84.080 Establishment of transportation impact fees and creation of areas.

Ordinance No. 3-2013 Pana 1 nf 12
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16.84.090 Calculation of transportation impact fee.

16.84.100 Establishment of costs per unit for land uses within the city of Rancho Cordova.

16.84.110 Credit for construction of transportation facilities.

16.84.120 Reimbursement for construction of transportation projects in advance of the
transportation system development impact fee program priority list schedule.

16.84.130 Annual program fee adjustment.

16.84.140 Alternative method and compliance with other laws.

Prior legislation: Ords. 19-2003, 27-2003, 32-2005 and 35-2005.

16.84.010 Purpose.

A. The general plan of the city of Rancho Cordova requires that areas chosen for urban
expansion shall be capable of being provided, within a reasonable period of time, with an
adequate level of public facilities including, but not limited to, roadway facilities and transit
facilities.

B. The general plan further requires the preparation of a plan that identifies a mechanism for
financing those facilities necessary to serve urban development in areas designated for urban
expansion. The general plan also contains additional policies for supporting funding and use of
developer dedications, development fees, and other means to pay for an acceptable level of
transportation facilities.

C. The purpose of this chapter is to implement the general plan requirements set forth in
subsections (A) and (B) of this section and to use the authority in Article XI, Section 7 of the
California Constitution by imposing development fees to fund the cost of certain transportation
facilities, the need for which is directly or indirectly generated by the type and extent of
development proposed in the city of Rancho Cordova on which the fees will be imposed.

D. It is the further purpose of this chapter to require that adequate provision is made for
developer-financed public facilities within the city of Rancho Cordova as a condition to any
rezoning and prior to approval of certain permits within the city. [Ord. 6-2006 § 3; Ord. 33-2005
§ 3; Ord. 24-2005 § 3].

16.84.020 Definitions.

“Areas” means those geographic areas established for public facilities financing purposes within
the city of Rancho Cordova depicted in Figure 1 attached to the ordinance codified in this
chapter and incorporated herein by reference. Area 1 comprises the infill area within the city.
Area 2 comprises the new growth area for development within the city. A detailed map of each
area depicted on Figure 1 is on file with the city public works department, and such maps are
incorporated by reference herein.

Ordinance No. 3-2013 Pana 2 nf 12
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“Building permit” means the permit issued or required for residential development,
nonresidential development, commercial development, or other development within the city,
pursuant to and as further defined by the city of Rancho Cordova building code.

“City” means the city of Rancho Cordova.

“City of Rancho Cordova transportation administration fund” means that special interest-bearing
trust fund established pursuant to RCMC 16.84.040.

“City of Rancho Cordova transportation fund” means that special interest-bearing trust fund
established pursuant to RCMC 16.84.030.

“Commercial development” means buildings constructed for the purpose of occupancy by retail,
services, and other principally nonoffice businesses located on sites zoned SC shopping center,
LC limited commercial, TC travel commercial, AC auto commercial, or GC general commercial
in accord with the city of Rancho Cordova zoning code or designated commercial or commercial
mixed use (CMU). For purposes of this chapter, residential dwellings constructed on sites
designated CMU or another commercial zone pursuant to the zoning code are residential
development rather than commercial development.

“Costs” means amounts spent, or authorized to be spent, in connection with the planning,
financing, acquisition and development of a public facility or infrastructure including, without
limitation, the costs of land, construction and inspection, engineering, administration, and
consulting fees.

“Council” or “city council” means the city council of the city of Rancho Cordova.
“Department” means the city of Rancho Cordova public works department.

“Development impact fee” or “transportation development impact fee” or “transportation impact
fee” means the fee levied by this chapter and due upon the approval of one or more building
permits.

“Development unit” means a dwelling unit, for residential development, or square foot of building
floor area, for nonresidential development.

“Director” means the director of the Rancho Cordova public works department.

“Facilities” means those public facilities designated in the Rancho Cordova transportation capital
improvement plan and transportation development impact fee program.

“Fee resolution” means the resolution and fee schedule adopted by the city council, as may be
amended from time to time, that approves the amount of the transportation development impact
fees.

Ordinance No. 3-2013 Pana 2 nf 12
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“Improvement plan” means the site plan of property proposed for development showing all
required improvements that must be approved by the Rancho Cordova public works department
pursuant to Chapter 12.03 RCMC prior to the issuance of a building permit for the property.

“Land use category” means detached dwelling units, attached dwelling units, multi-family,
commercial, office, or industrial/manufacturing uses as further defined in the fee resolution.

“Multi-Family residential units” means all units within a structure that have 5 or more units, all of
which are offered for rent to the general public, or all units within a structure that have 5 or more
attached units that (i) are available to sale to individual owners, and (ii) have living areas less
than or equal to 1,200 square feet.

“Nonresidential development” means a subdivision map, parcel map, or permit for the original
construction, grading or installation of buildings other than single-family detached homes,
single-family attached homes, duplexes, townhomes, condominiums, apartments, manufactured
homes and mobile homes, or improvements thereto. Nonresidential development includes
commercial development. Typically, nonresidential development consists of buildings to be
occupied by retail, service, or other commercial businesses or by offices as regulated by the city
of Rancho Cordova zoning code, but may also include buildings for use by churches, day care
centers, private schools, and other institutional uses. Mixed-use buildings consisting of both
dwelling units and commercial and/or office areas will have the respective building areas treated
as either residential development or nonresidential development for purposes of this chapter.

“Office development” means buildings constructed for the purpose of occupancy by principally
business and professional office uses located on sites zoned BP business and professional
office in accord with the city of Rancho Cordova zoning code or designated commercial or CMU
commercial mixed use.

“Planning director” means the planning director of the city of Rancho Cordova.

“Priority list” means those facilities included in the transportation capital improvement plan and
transportation development impact fee program, as identified in order of priority by the Director,
to avoid substantial congestion levels on key roadways.

“Program fee per development unit” means the development impact fee per development unit
for a particular category of facilities. Such program fees, identified in the fee resolution, were
established using an allocation of transportation system costs, as identified in the transportation
capital improvement plan and development impact fee program, and dwelling unit equivalents
(DUE’s) based on land use categories identified in the nexus study developed for the
transportation development impact fee program.

“Programmed cost” means the estimated cost of constructing a facility based upon the unit
costs for each construction item plus fixed percentages for engineering, permits and
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construction contingency as set forth in the city of Rancho Cordova transportation development
impact fee program and its public facilities project cost estimates, as periodically updated and
adopted by resolution of the council.

“Residential development” means a subdivision map, parcel map, or permit for the original
construction, grading or installation of dwelling units for residential use including detached and
attached housing for owner or rental occupancy. For purposes of this chapter, residential
development includes construction of or improvements to buildings or portions of buildings
consisting of dwelling units constructed on sites designated CMU or another commercial zone.
Institutional uses or other nonhousing development allowed by special use permit to be
constructed on sites zoned for residential use are nonresidential development for purposes of
this chapter.

“Single family attached” residential development means all units within a structure that have 2-4
attached units, whether such units are offered for rent or for sale to individual owners, and all
units within a structure that has 5 or more attached units that (i) are available for sale to
individual owners, and (ii) have a living area greater than 1,200 square feet.

“Single family detached” residential development includes all single family detached residential
units.

“Transportation capital improvement plan” means the projects identified and the cost estimates
prepared, and as may be updated, for the transportation system facilities identified in the
general plan circulation element and on the roadway sizing diagram within the city limits that are
needed to meet traffic demands as identified in the Nexus Study.

“Transportation development impact fee program” or “transportation impact fee” means the fee
schedule, including any amendments thereto, adopted by resolution by the council for financing
of designated public facilities to serve the city of Rancho Cordova, including, but not limited to, a
designation of those facilities to be constructed with the development impact fees collected
pursuant to this chapter, the priority list (“priority list”) for commencement of construction, the
estimated cost of construction of the facilities and the total number of dwelling unit equivalents
within each area of the city of Rancho Cordova as established. [Ord. 6-2006 § 3; Ord. 33-2005 §
3; Ord. 24-2005 § 3].

16.84.030 Establishment and administration of the city of Rancho Cordova transportation
fund.

A. There is hereby created by the department of finance in the city treasury a special interest-
bearing trust fund entitled the city of Rancho Cordova transportation fund. All amounts collected
from transportation impact fees from Area 1 and Area 2 pursuant to this chapter shall be placed
in said fund and shall be expended by the city of Rancho Cordova or its successor agency
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solely to pay the costs identified in the transportation capital improvement plan and/or
development impact fee program and nexus study.

B. The transportation fund shall be administered by the director. [Ord. 6-2006 § 3; Ord. 33-2005
§ 3; Ord. 24-2005 § 3].

16.84.040 Establishment and administration of the city of Rancho Cordova transportation
administration fund.

A. There is hereby created by the department of finance in the city treasury a special interest-
bearing trust fund entitled the city of Rancho Cordova transportation administration fund. All
administration fees collected from Area 1 and Area 2 pursuant to this chapter shall be placed in
said fund and shall be expended by the city of Rancho Cordova or its successor agency solely
to pay the costs associated with administering the city of Rancho Cordova transportation impact
fee program.

B. Commencing with the updated Nexus Study adopted January 22, 2013, administrative costs
are incorporated into the transportation development impact fee. The administrative portion of
the transportation development impact fee shall be expended by the City of Rancho Cordova or
its successor agency solely to pay the costs associated with administering the transportation
development impact fee program.

C. The transportation administration fund shall be administered by the director. [Ord. 6-2006 §
3; Ord. 33-2005 § 3; Ord. 24-2005 § 3].

16.84.050 Imposition of transportation impact fee.

No change in a land use zoning designation shall be approved within the city of Rancho
Cordova unless payment of the transportation impact fees established by this chapter is
required of the property owner as a condition of such approval. No building permit shall be
approved for property within the city of Rancho Cordova unless the development fees for that
property are paid as required by this chapter. [Ord. 6-2006 § 3; Ord. 33-2005 § 3; Ord. 24-2005

§ 3.

16.84.060 Payment of transportation impact fees.

The transportation impact fees imposed pursuant to this chapter shall be paid by the property
owner to the department, in an amount calculated pursuant to RCMC 16.84.090. The fees shall
be calculated upon the approval of subdivision maps and shall be paid upon issuance of
building permits. For projects that are subject to building permits, but not subdivision map
approval, the fees shall be both calculated and paid upon issuance of the building permits. [Ord.
6-2006 § 3; Ord. 33-2005 § 3; Ord. 24-2005 § 3].

16.84.065 Payment of transportation impact fee — Temporary deferral.
Notwithstanding any other requirement in RCMC 16.84.060 or this chapter, due to the
temporary and acute nationwide slowdown in the housing market, the city manager shall have
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the authority to consider and approve requests to defer payment of development impact fees
imposed pursuant to this chapter to the earlier of 24 hours prior to scheduling of final inspection,
issuance of a temporary or final certificate of occupancy, or one year from the date the deferral
is approved by the city manager. This section shall automatically expire and be of no force and
effect after June 30, 2013. [Ord. 32-2010 § 3; Ord. 10-2009 § 3; Ord. 14-2008 § 2].

16.84.070 Adoption of the transportation capital improvement plan and compliance with
priority list of city of Rancho Cordova transportation development impact fee program.
A. The council shall by resolution adopt the city of Rancho Cordova transportation capital
improvement plan of the city of Rancho Cordova transportation system development impact fee
program. The council shall review the transportation capital improvement plan not less than
annually and may amend it by resolution at its discretion.

B. With the exception of facilities approved by the director for construction by a property owner
pursuant to RCMC 16.84.120, all facilities shall be funded in accordance with the priority list
established for the city of Rancho Cordova transportation development impact fee program.
[Ord. 6-2006 § 3; Ord. 33-2005 § 3; Ord. 24-2005 § 3].

16.84.080 Establishment of transportation impact fees and creation of areas.
A. A separate transportation impact fee is hereby established for each of the following
categories:

1. Specific plan transportation impact fee;
2. Infill transportation impact fee;
3. Regional transportation impact fee;

B. There are hereby created two initial areas of the city of Rancho Cordova, as shown in Figure
1, attached to the ordinance codified in this chapter and incorporated herein by reference.

C. The specific plan transportation impact fee shall apply to property within Area 2. The infill
transportation impact fee shall apply to property within Area 1. The regional transportation
impact fee shall apply to the Sunridge specific plan area and the Villages of Zinfandel special
planning area within Area 2 and Area 1, respectively.

D. Future areas of the transportation development impact fee program may be created as
additional public facilities financing plans are implemented for remaining undeveloped areas
outside of the city of Rancho Cordova that may be annexed to the city in the future. [Ord. 6-
2006 § 3; Ord. 33-2005 § 3; Ord. 24-2005 § 3].
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16.84.090 Calculation of transportation impact fee.

A. For residential development, the transportation impact fee shall be calculated by multiplying
the number of units per land use category by a per unit cost as identified in the transportation
impact fee program and fee resolution.

B. For nonresidential development, the transportation impact fee shall be calculated by
multiplying the number of building square feet per land use category by a per square foot cost
as identified in the transportation development impact fee program and fee resolution.

C. For the purpose of calculating the transportation impact fee for land use categories not
specifically named in the transportation impact fee program and fee resolution, the planning
director is hereby authorized to determine the land use category that corresponds most directly
to the land use in question. Alternatively, the planning director can determine that no land use
category adequately corresponds, and request the public works director to determine the
transportation impact fee. Said transportation impact fee will be determined using the applicable
trip generation factors as found in the Institute of Transportation Engineers Trip Generation
Manual or equivalent method.

D. For the purpose of calculating the regional fee, the regional fee shall be calculated as the
difference between the transportation impact fee for Area 1 or Area 2 (depending of the location
of the property at issue) and the transportation component of the specific plan fee, if any. If no
specific plan fee exists, then the regional fee and the transportation impact fee are equivalent.

E. The transportation impact fees shall be paid by the property owner in the amount as
calculated pursuant to subsections (A), (B), (C) and (D) of this section for the categories of
facilities established by RCMC 16.84.080, and shall include an additional administrative fee per
building permit which will be calculated as provided in the transportation development impact
fee program nexus study.

F. For the purpose of calculating transportation impact fees pursuant to subsections (A), (B),
(C), and (D) of this section for properties with an approved use permit which significantly
changes the underlying use of the site or properties within a special planning area, the 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.

G. For the purpose of calculating transportation impact fees pursuant to subsections (A), (B),
(C), and (D) of this section for building permits for land use categories not specifically named in
this chapter or the transportation development impact fee program, the 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. [Ord. 6-2006 § 3; Ord. 33-2005 § 3; Ord. 24-
2005 § 3].
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16.84.100 Establishment of costs per unit for land uses within the city of Rancho
Cordova.

A. Fees per unit for various land uses identified in the fee resolution were established using an
allocation of transportation system costs as identified in the transportation system capital
improvement plan and total additional trip miles based on land use categories identified in the
nexus study developed for the transportation impact fee program.

B. For specific land uses not identified in the fee resolution, the cost per dwelling unit equivalent
established by the nexus study and the trip generation rates established by the Institute of
Traffic Engineers or equivalent method shall be used to calculate the fee per dwelling unit. [Ord.
6-2006 § 3; Ord. 33-2005 § 3; Ord. 24-2005 § 3].

16.84.110 Credit for construction of transportation facilities.

A. Upon application by the property owner or his authorized agent, the director may authorize
the construction of any transportation facilities, or portions thereof, in order of priority as
designated on the priority list for the transportation development impact fee program in lieu of
all, or a portion of, the transportation impact fee required by this chapter. If so authorized, the
credit toward transportation impact fees, excluding the administrative fee, to be provided to the
property owner for such in-lieu construction shall be equal to 80 percent of the programmed cost
of the facility, as set forth in the transportation system development impact fee program in effect
at the time when the in-lieu construction is so authorized, including, but not limited to, unit
prices, quantities and project descriptions. Prior to credit being given and/or issuance of any of
the approvals set forth in RCMC 16.84.060 (e.g., approvals of building permits, subdivisions or
zoning amendments), the construction of any facility authorized by this section must either be
accepted by the department, or the property owner must post security for the complete
performance of the construction in a form acceptable to the director and the city attorney.

B. Upon acceptance of the completed facility and after reconciliation of the final facility costs,
the remaining 20 percent of the programmed cost as designated in the transportation system
development impact fee program may be issued as a credit balance to the property owner that
may be utilized within the city of Rancho Cordova as determined by the director.

C. Where the amount of the credit is less than the amount of the transportation impact fee
otherwise applicable to the development in question, the property owner must pay to the city the
difference in accordance with RCMC 16.84.060.

D. Where the amount of the credit is greater than the amount of the transportation impact fee,
the property owner shall be paid the difference only from the applicable transportation fund
within a reasonable time after the project is accepted by the department pursuant to RCMC
16.84.120 in order of priority on the priority list in the transportation system development impact
fee program when funds are available.
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E. Where a facility is proposed for construction by the property owner, the director at his
discretion may either (1) provide the property owner with a credit pursuant to this section or (2)
enter into a reimbursement agreement with the property owner pursuant to RCMC 16.84.120.
[Ord. 6-2006 § 3; Ord. 33-2005 § 3; Ord. 24-2005 § 3].

16.84.120 Reimbursement for construction of transportation projects in advance of the
transportation system development impact fee program priority list schedule.

A. Upon application by the property owner or his authorized agent, the director may enter into a
reimbursement agreement authorizing the construction of any transportation facilities, or
portions thereof, designated in the transportation system development impact fee program. In
addition to the requirements of subsection (D) of this section, the agreement shall set forth the
amount to be reimbursed, the time and manner in which payments are to be made, and shall
state that reimbursement by the city will only be made from the applicable transportation fund
when funds are available.

B. The amount of reimbursement shall be the actual cost of the facility up to the programmed
cost of the facility as set forth in the transportation system development impact fee program in
effect at the time the construction contract is awarded for that specific facility. The time of
reimbursement shall be the end of the fiscal year in which the facility is scheduled for
construction, based on the priority list in the transportation system development impact fee
program, or as different timing is otherwise authorized by the director.

C. By entering into a reimbursement agreement, a property owner is not relieved of the
obligation to pay the transportation impact fees in the manner and amount specified by this
chapter.

D. If the director enters into an agreement authorized by subsection (A) of this section, or credit
agreement as authorized by RCMC 16.84.110(C), the agreement shall provide that:

1. The general fund of the city is not liable for payment of any obligations arising from
the agreement;

2. The credit or taxing power of the city is not pledged for the payment of any
obligations arising from the agreement;

3. The landowner shall not compel the exercise of the city taxing power or the forfeiture
of any of its property to satisfy any obligations arising from the agreement; and

4. The obligation arising from the agreement is not a debt of the city, nor a legal or
equitable pledge, charge, lien, or encumbrance, upon any of its property, or upon any of
its income, receipts, or revenues, and is payable only from the transportation impact
fees deposited in the applicable transportation fund.
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E. The property owner or his authorized agent shall apply for reimbursement as set forth in
subsections (A), (B), (C) and (D) of this section no later than four years after the transportation
project is constructed and accepted. The property owner shall waive the right of reimbursement
for construction costs payable under this section when the reimbursement is not applied for
within said four-year limitation. [Ord. 6-2006 § 3; Ord. 33-2005 § 3; Ord. 24-2005 § 3].

16.84.130 Annual program fee adjustment.

Commencing January 1, 2014, and thereafter each year no later than January 15th, the finance
director shall authorize the adjustment of the program fee per development unit for each type of
development in each fee category, which shall be adjusted according to the methodology
described in the transportation development impact fee program nexus study.

The estimated cost of the facilities used in the transportation system capital improvement
program and for calculating credits and reimbursements pursuant to RCMC 16.84.110 and
16.84.120 shall be adjusted annually using the same adjustment factor. [Ord. 5-2012 § 1; Ord.
3-2011 § 1; Ord. 5-2010 § 1; Ord. 7-2009 § 1; Ord. 6-2006 § 3; Ord. 33-2005 § 3; Ord. 24-2005

§ 3].

16.84.140 Alternative method and compliance with other laws.

A. This chapter is intended to establish a supplemental method for funding the cost of certain
facilities the need for which is expected to be generated by the level and type of development
proposed in the city of Rancho Cordova. Except as provided in Section 4 of the ordinance
codified in this chapter (continuance in effect of roadway and transit development fees
established by Sacramento County), the provisions of this chapter shall not be construed to limit
the power of the council to impose any other fees or exactions or to continue to impose existing
ones on development within the city of Rancho Cordova, but shall be in addition to any other
fees, exactions or other requirements that the city is authorized to impose, or has previously
imposed, as a condition of approving plans, rezonings or other entitlements within the city of
Rancho Cordova pursuant to state and local laws. In particular, individual property owners shall
remain obligated to fund, construct, and/or dedicate the improvements, public facilities and/or
pay other exactions authorized or required by, but not limited to: (1) the city of Rancho Cordova
public works department improvement standards; (2) the Sacramento County municipal
services agency improvement standards; (3) the Quimby Act (Section 66477 et seq. of the
Government Code) and implementing ordinances (Chapter 22.40 RCMC); (4) school impact
fees (Section 65970 et seq. of the Government Code) and implementing ordinances; and (5)
Sacramento County drainage fees (county water agency Ordinance No. 1). Any credits or
repayments pursuant to RCMC 16.84.110 and 16.84.120 shall not include credits or repayment
for the funding, construction or dedications described in this section.

B. The construction of facilities by a private owner pursuant to RCMC 16.84.110 and 16.84.120
shall be performed and contracted for only as required by law, including, but not limited to,
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compliance with the department’s improvement standards and requirements for public works, if
applicable to the particular facility. [Ord. 6-2006 § 3; Ord. 33-2005 § 3; Ord. 24-2005 § 3].
Section 2. 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 , 2013 by the following vote:

AYES:
NOES:
ABSENT:

ABSTAIN:

Linda Budge, Mayor
ATTEST:

Mindy Cuppy, CMC, City Clerk
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I MEMORANDUM

DATE: February 4, 2013

TO: Honorable Mayor and Council Members
And Successor Agency Board Members

FROM: Donna Silva, Finance Director
Micah Runner, Economic Development Manager

SUBJECT: RESOLUTIONS OF THE CITY OF RANCHO CORDOVA AND THE
SUCCESSOR AGENCY TO THE FORMER REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY OF
THE CITY OF RANCHO CORDOVA APPROVING LOAN AGREEMENTS
BETWEEN THE TWO ENTITIES

RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends Council and Successor Agency adopt the following resolutions:

1. City Council Resolution No. 14-2013
2. Successor Agency Resolution No. SA-1-2013

RESULT OF RECOMMENDED ACTIONS

Approval of the Loan Agreements will allow the City of Rancho to be reimbursed for funds
loaned to the Successor Agency for certain operating and administrative expenses.

BACKGROUND

Assembly Bill 1x 26 (Stats. 2011, chap.5) added a new Part 1.85 to Division 24 of the California
Health and Safety Code (Health and Safety Code Section 34170 et seq.), which was
subsequently modified by the California Supreme Court in California Redevelopment
Association v. Matosantos (2011) 53 Cal.4™ 231 and by Assembly Bill 1484 (Stats. 2012, chap.
26, effective June 27, 2012) (the “Dissolution Act”), and in accordance therewith, all
redevelopment agencies in the State of California, including the Community Redevelopment
Agency of the City of Rancho Cordova (the “Redevelopment Agency”), were dissolved effective
February 1, 2012.

The Dissolution Act provided that a city or county that formed a Redevelopment Agency would
serve as the Rancho Cordova Successor Agency (the “Successor Agency”) to the dissolved
redevelopment agency, unless the Sponsoring Jurisdiction affirmatively elected not to fill that
role. On January 10, 2012 the City Council elected to serve as the Successor Agency, an entity
separate and distinct from the City.

Prior to dissolution, the Redevelopment Agency had been operating under a reimbursement
agreement between the City and the Agency to provide funding for the Agency’s expenditures
due to the lack of tax increment revenue. Although this loan meets the Dissolution Acts
definition of an enforceable obligation, the Department of Finance (the "DOF”) continues to deny
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this obligation, therefore the Successor Agency cannot rely on this agreement to meet its
current funding needs.

Section 34173(h) of The Dissolution Act includes language authorizing a city that created a
Redevelopment Agency to loan funds to its successor agency for administrative costs,
enforceable obligations or project-related expenses at the city’s discretion, provided that the
receipt and use of these funds is reflected on the Recognized Obligation Payment Schedule or
the administrative budget of the successor agency. Section 34173(h) further states that an
enforceable obligation is created for the repayment of such a loan.

Since the Successor Agency is not currently receiving property tax revenue, approval of these
loan agreements will allow the Successor Agency to borrow funds from the City for both the
ROPS Il period (January to June 2013) and the ROPS 13-14A period (July to December 2013),
only to the extent the funds are necessary, in order for the Successor Agency to meet its current
obligations. In accordance with the terms of the loan agreements, these loans are required to
be repaid in any ROPS period with revenues in excess of enforceable obligations.

ATTACHMENTS

1. Resolution 14-2013
2. Resolution SA-1-2013

City Council and Successor Agency Staff Report 2 of 2 City Loan to the Rancho Cordova
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ATTACHMENT 1

CITY OF RANCHO CORDOVA
RESOLUTION NO. 14-2013

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RANCHO CORDOVA
APPROVING LOAN AGREEMENTS WITH THE SUCCESSOR AGENCY TO THE
COMMUNITY REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY

WHEREAS, the California Legislature adopted, the Governor signed, and the California
Supreme Court, in California Redevelopment Association, et al. v. Matosantos, (2012) 53 Cal.4"
231, upheld Assembly Bill x1 26 (“ABx1 26”); and

WHEREAS, pursuant to ABx1 26, all California redevelopment agencies were dissolved
effective February 1, 2012; and

WHEREAS, as added by ABx1 26, California Health and Safety Code Sections 34171(j)
and 34173 originally provided that a city or county that formed a redevelopment agency (the
“Sponsoring Jurisdiction”) would serve as the successor agency to the dissolved redevelopment
agency unless the Sponsoring Jurisdiction affirmatively elected not to fill that role; and

WHEREAS, as added by ABx1 26, California Health and Safety Code Section 34173(b)
provides that the authority, rights, powers, duties and obligations previously vested with the
former redevelopment agencies are vested in the successor agencies; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to Resolution No. 1-2012, adopted by the City Council on January
10. 2012, the City of Rancho Cordova (“City”) agreed to serve as the Successor Agency to the
Community Redevelopment Agency of the City of Rancho Cordova (the “Agency”) commencing
upon the dissolution of the Agency on February 1, 2012; and

WHEREAS, Assembly Bill 1484, enacted June 27, 2012, modified ABx1 26 by adding
California Health and Safety Code Section 34173(g) to clarify that each successor agency “is a
separate public entity from the public agency that provides for its governance”; and

WHEREAS, California Health and Safety Code Section 34173(h) authorizes the city that
created a redevelopment agency to loan funds to its successor agency for administrative costs,
enforceable obligations or project-related expenses at the city’s discretion, provided that the
receipt and use of these funds is reflected on the Recognized Obligation Payment Schedule or
the administrative budget of the successor agency. Section 34173(h) says that an enforceable
obligation is created for the repayment of such a loan; and

WHEREAS, The Rancho Cordova Successor Agency is currently not receiving property
tax revenue due the assessed values of the properties located within the project area falling
below the frozen base established when the Agency was formed.

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT HEREBY RESOLVED by the City of Rancho Cordova that it
hereby approves a Loan Agreement (Exhibit A) for certain ROPS Il obligations payable during
the period of January to June 2013 and a Loan Agreement (Exhibit B) for certain ROPS 13-14A
obligations payable during the period of July to December 2013 with the Successor Agency of
the former Community Redevelopment Agency, and authorizes a promissory note in a form
acceptable to the City Finance Director and City Attorney.

Resolution No. 14-2013 Page 1 of 2
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ATTACHMENT 1

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of Rancho Cordova onthe
day of , 2013 by the following vote:

AYES:
NOES:
ABSENT:

ABSTAIN:

Linda Budge, Mayor

ATTEST:

Mindy Cuppy, CMC, City Clerk

Resolution No. 14-2013 Page 2 of 2
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EXHIBIT A
LOAN AGREEMENT

THIS LOAN AGREEMENT (this “Agreement”) is entered into effective as of February 4,
2013 (“Effective Date”) by and between the Successor Agency of the City of Rancho Cordova
Community Redevelopment Agency, a public body corporate and politic (the “Successor
Agency”) and the City of Rancho Cordova, California a municipal corporation (the “City”).

RECITALS

A. On January 10, 2012, the City Council designated itself as the Successor Agency
to the Redevelopment Agency pursuant to the Community Redevelopment Law, California
Health and Safety Code section 33000 et seq.

B. California Health and Safety Code section 34173(h) authorizes the City that
created a Redevelopment Agency to loan funds to its successor agency for administrative costs,
enforceable obligations or project-related expenses at the city’s discretion, provided that the
receipt and use of these funds is reflected on the Recognized Obligation Payment Schedule
(the “ROPS”) or the administrative budget of the successor agency. Section 34173(h) says that
an enforceable obligation is created for the repayment of such a loan.

C. The City and Successor Agency now desire to enter into a loan agreement
pursuant to Section 34173(h) as described above, for the purposes of paying for the
administrative costs, enforceable obligations and project-related expenses incurred by the City
in its capacity as Successor Entity. Without a loan, the Successor Agency would have no ability
to meet its enforceable obligations.

D. The Agreement shall cover the third ROPS period which includes enforceable
obligations paid between January 1, 2013 and June 30, 2013.

D. The Successor Agency and the City have each determined that the loan
pursuant to the terms of this Agreement is in the interests of the health, safety and welfare of
the residents of the City.

NOW, THEREFORE, the Successor Agency and the City agree as follows:

1. Loan. The City agrees to loan to the Successor Agency, and the Agency agrees
to borrow from and repay to City an amount not to exceed $445,500 (the “Loan”) upon the
terms and conditions and for the purposes set forth in this Agreement.

2. Interest Rate; Maturity Date; Prepayment. Interest shall accrue on the outstanding
principal balance of the Note at a rate equal to the Local Agency Investment Fund Rate,
commencing upon the date of disbursement of the Loan proceeds and continuing until the Note is
paid in full. The entire outstanding principal balance of the Loan together with interest accrued
thereon and all other sums due under the Note shall be payable in one lump sum on December
31, 2013 (the “Maturity Date”). The Successor Agency may prepay the Loan in whole or in part
at any time without penalty or premium. Partial prepayments shall be applied first to accrued
interest and then to principal.

The repayment of debt pursuant to the Loan shall occur in accordance with
Section 34171(d)(1)(B) and take precedence over, and be paid before, other enforceable
obligations.
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EXHIBIT A

3. Use of Loan Proceeds. The Loan proceeds shall be used solely for the pay,
costs and benefits of administrative, legal and audit services provided to the Successor Agency.
The loan shall not be used to pay court ordered attorney fees or settlements to third party
litigants.

4 Parties Not Co-Venturers. Nothing in this Agreement is intended to or shall
establish the Parties as partners, co-venturers, or principal and agent with one another.

5. Amendments. No amendment to or modification of this Agreement shall be
effective unless and until such amendment or modification is in writing, properly approved in
accordance with applicable procedures, and executed by the Parties.

6. Non-Liability of Officials, Employees and Agents. No member, official, employee
or agent of the Agency shall be personally liable to City in the event of any default or breach by
the Agency, or for any amount of money which may become due to City or its successor, or for
any obligation of Agency under this Agreement.

7. No Third Party Beneficiaries. There shall be no third party beneficiaries to this
Agreement.

8. Headings. The headings of the sections and paragraphs of this Agreement have
been inserted for convenience only and shall not be used to construe this Agreement.

9. Governing Law. This Agreement shall be construed and enforced in accordance
with the laws of the State of California without regard to principles of conflicts of law.

10. Recitals. The Recitals set forth above are hereby incorporated into this
Agreement as though fully set herein.

11. Remedies. If either Party breaches any of its obligations hereunder, the other
Party shall have all remedies for such breach available at law or in equity, including without
limitation, damages, and the right to compel the defaulting party to specifically perform its
obligations under this Agreement.

12. Severability. If any term of this Agreement is held by a court of competent
jurisdiction to be invalid, void or unenforceable, the remainder of the provisions shall continue in
full force and effect unless the rights and obligations of the Parties are materially altered or
abridged by such invalidation, voiding or unenforceability.

14. Entire Agreement. This Agreement, together with the Note contains the entire
agreement between the Parties with respect to the subject matter hereof, and supersedes all
prior oral or written agreements between the Parties with respect thereto.

15. Notices. Notices delivered pursuant to this Agreement shall be delivered
personally or by first class mail to the Parties at the addresses set forth below or such other
address as a Party may designate in writing by notice delivered to the other Party.

Agency: Successor Agency of the City of Rancho Cordova
2729 Prospect Park Drive
Rancho Cordova, CA 95670
Attention: Executive Director
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City: City of Rancho Cordova
2729 Prospect Park Drive
Rancho Cordova, CA 95670

City Manager

Attention:

35
EXHIBIT A

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Parties have executed this Loan Agreement as of the date

first written above.

RANCHO CORDOVA SUCCESSOR AGENCY

By:

Executive Director

Attest:

Agency Secretary

Approved as to form:

Agency Counsel

CITY OF RANCHO CORDOVA

By:

City Manager

Attest:

City Clerk

Approved as to form:

City Attorney

1951968.2
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EXHIBIT B
LOAN AGREEMENT

THIS LOAN AGREEMENT (this “Agreement”) is entered into effective as of February 4,
2013 (“Effective Date”) by and between the Successor Agency of the City of Rancho Cordova
Community Redevelopment Agency, a public body corporate and politic (the “Successor
Agency”) and the City of Rancho Cordova, California a municipal corporation (the “City”).

RECITALS

A. On January 10, 2012, the City Council designated itself as the Successor Agency
to the Redevelopment Agency pursuant to the Community Redevelopment Law, California
Health and Safety Code section 33000 et seq.

B. California Health and Safety Code section 34173(h) authorizes the City that
created a Redevelopment Agency to loan funds to its successor agency for administrative costs,
enforceable obligations or project-related expenses at the city’s discretion, provided that the
receipt and use of these funds is reflected on the Recognized Obligation Payment Schedule
(the “ROPS”) or the administrative budget of the successor agency. Section 34173(h) says that
an enforceable obligation is created for the repayment of such a loan.

C. The City and Successor Agency now desire to enter into a loan agreement
pursuant to Section 34173(h) as described above, for the purposes of paying for the
administrative costs, enforceable obligations and project-related expenses incurred by the City
in its capacity as Successor Entity. Without a loan, the Successor Agency would have no ability
to meet its enforceable obligations.

D. The Agreement shall cover ROPS 13-14A which includes enforceable obligations
paid between July 1, 2013 and December 31, 2013.

D. The Successor Agency and the City have each determined that the loan
pursuant to the terms of this Agreement is in the interests of the health, safety and welfare of
the residents of the City.

NOW, THEREFORE, the Successor Agency and the City agree as follows:

1. Loan. The City agrees to loan to the Successor Agency, and the Agency agrees
to borrow from and repay to City an amount not to exceed $216,500 (the “Loan”) upon the
terms and conditions and for the purposes set forth in this Agreement.

2. Interest Rate; Maturity Date; Prepayment. Interest shall accrue on the outstanding
principal balance of the Note at a rate equal to the Local Agency Investment Fund Rate,
commencing upon the date of disbursement of the Loan proceeds and continuing until the Note is
paid in full. The entire outstanding principal balance of the Loan together with interest accrued
thereon and all other sums due under the Note shall be payable in one lump sum on June 30,
2014 (the “Maturity Date”). The Successor Agency may prepay the Loan in whole or in part at
any time without penalty or premium. Partial prepayments shall be applied first to accrued
interest and then to principal.

The repayment of debt pursuant to the Loan shall occur in accordance with
Section 34171(d)(1)(B) and take precedence over, and be paid before, other enforceable
obligations.
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3. Use of Loan Proceeds. The Loan proceeds shall be used solely for the pay,
costs and benefits of administrative, legal and audit services provided to the Successor Agency.
The loan shall not be used to pay court ordered attorney fees or settlements to third party
litigants.

4 Parties Not Co-Venturers. Nothing in this Agreement is intended to or shall
establish the Parties as partners, co-venturers, or principal and agent with one another.

5. Amendments. No amendment to or modification of this Agreement shall be
effective unless and until such amendment or modification is in writing, properly approved in
accordance with applicable procedures, and executed by the Parties.

6. Non-Liability of Officials, Employees and Agents. No member, official, employee
or agent of the Agency shall be personally liable to City in the event of any default or breach by
the Agency, or for any amount of money which may become due to City or its successor, or for
any obligation of Agency under this Agreement.

7. No Third Party Beneficiaries. There shall be no third party beneficiaries to this
Agreement.

8. Headings. The headings of the sections and paragraphs of this Agreement have
been inserted for convenience only and shall not be used to construe this Agreement.

9. Governing Law. This Agreement shall be construed and enforced in accordance
with the laws of the State of California without regard to principles of conflicts of law.

10. Recitals. The Recitals set forth above are hereby incorporated into this
Agreement as though fully set herein.

11. Remedies. If either Party breaches any of its obligations hereunder, the other
Party shall have all remedies for such breach available at law or in equity, including without
limitation, damages, and the right to compel the defaulting party to specifically perform its
obligations under this Agreement.

12. Severability. If any term of this Agreement is held by a court of competent
jurisdiction to be invalid, void or unenforceable, the remainder of the provisions shall continue in
full force and effect unless the rights and obligations of the Parties are materially altered or
abridged by such invalidation, voiding or unenforceability.

14. Entire Agreement. This Agreement, together with the Note contains the entire
agreement between the Parties with respect to the subject matter hereof, and supersedes all
prior oral or written agreements between the Parties with respect thereto.

15. Notices. Notices delivered pursuant to this Agreement shall be delivered
personally or by first class mail to the Parties at the addresses set forth below or such other
address as a Party may designate in writing by notice delivered to the other Party.

Agency: Successor Agency of the City of Rancho Cordova
2729 Prospect Park Drive
Rancho Cordova, CA 95670
Attention: Executive Director
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City: City of Rancho Cordova
2729 Prospect Park Drive
Rancho Cordova, CA 95670

City Manager

Attention:
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EXHIBIT B

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Parties have executed this Loan Agreement as of the date

first written above.

RANCHO CORDOVA SUCCESSOR AGENCY

By:

Executive Director

Attest:

Agency Secretary

Approved as to form:

Agency Counsel

CITY OF RANCHO CORDOVA

By:

City Manager

Attest:

City Clerk

Approved as to form:

City Attorney

1951968.2
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ATTACHMENT 2

SUCCESSOR AGENCY TO THE FORMER COMMUNITY REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY
OF THE CITY OF RANCHO CORDOVA

RESOLUTION NO. SA-1-2013

A RESOLUTION OF THE SUCCESSOR AGENCY TO THE COMMUNITY REDEVELOPMENT
AGENCY OF THE CITY OF RANCHO CORDOVA APPROVING LOAN AGREEMENTS WITH
THE CITY OF RANCHO CORDOVA

WHEREAS, the California Legislature adopted, the Governor signed, and the California
Supreme Court, in California Redevelopment Association, et al. v. Matosantos, (2012) 53 Cal.4"
231, upheld Assembly Bill x1 26 (“ABx1 26”); and

WHEREAS, pursuant to ABx1 26, all California redevelopment agencies were dissolved
effective February 1, 2012; and

WHEREAS, as added by ABx1 26, California Health and Safety Code Sections 34171(j)
and 34173 originally provided that a city or county that formed a redevelopment agency (the
“Sponsoring Jurisdiction”) would serve as the successor agency to the dissolved redevelopment
agency unless the Sponsoring Jurisdiction affirmatively elected not to fill that role; and

WHEREAS, as added by ABx1 26, California Health and Safety Code Section 34173(b)
provides that the authority, rights, powers, duties and obligations previously vested with the
former redevelopment agencies are vested in the successor agencies; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to Resolution No. 1-2012, adopted by the City Council on January
10. 2012, the City of Rancho Cordova (“City”) agreed to serve as the Successor Agency to the
Community Redevelopment Agency of the City of Rancho Cordova (the “Agency”) commencing
upon the dissolution of the Agency on February 1, 2012; and

WHEREAS, Assembly Bill 1484, enacted June 27, 2012, modified ABx1 26 by adding
California Health and Safety Code Section 34173(g) to clarify that each successor agency “is a
separate public entity from the public agency that provides for its governance”; and

WHEREAS, California Health and Safety Code Section 34173(h) authorizes the city that
created a redevelopment agency to loan funds to its successor agency for administrative costs,
enforceable obligations or project-related expenses at the city’s discretion, provided that the
receipt and use of these funds is reflected on the Recognized Obligation Payment Schedule or
the administrative budget of the successor agency. Section 34173(h) says that an enforceable
obligation is created for the repayment of such a loan; and

WHEREAS, The Rancho Cordova Successor Agency is currently not receiving property
tax revenue due the assessed values of the properties located within the project area falling
below the frozen base established when the Agency was formed.

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT HEREBY RESOLVED by the Governing Board of the
Successor Agency to the former Community Redevelopment Agency of the City of Rancho
Cordova that it hereby approves a Loan Agreement (Exhibit A) for certain ROPS lll obligations
payable during the period of January to June 2013 and a Loan Agreement (Exhibit B) for
certain ROPS 13-14A obligations payable during the period of July to December 2013 with the

Resolution No. SA-1-2013 Page 1 of 2
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City of Rancho Cordova, and authorizes a promissory note in a form acceptable to the
Successor Agency Treasurer.

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Board Members of the Successor Agency to the
Community Redevelopment Agency of the City of Rancho Cordova on the _ day of ,
2013 by the following vote:

AYES:
NOES:
ABSENT:

ABSTAIN:

Linda Budge, Agency Chair

ATTEST:

Mindy Cuppy, CMC, Agency Secretary

Resolution No. SA-1-2013 Page 2 of 2
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EXHIBIT A
LOAN AGREEMENT

THIS LOAN AGREEMENT (this “Agreement”) is entered into effective as of February 4,
2013 (“Effective Date”) by and between the Successor Agency of the City of Rancho Cordova
Community Redevelopment Agency, a public body corporate and politic (the “Successor
Agency”) and the City of Rancho Cordova, California a municipal corporation (the “City”).

RECITALS

A. On January 10, 2012, the City Council designated itself as the Successor Agency
to the Redevelopment Agency pursuant to the Community Redevelopment Law, California
Health and Safety Code section 33000 et seq.

B. California Health and Safety Code section 34173(h) authorizes the City that
created a Redevelopment Agency to loan funds to its successor agency for administrative costs,
enforceable obligations or project-related expenses at the city’s discretion, provided that the
receipt and use of these funds is reflected on the Recognized Obligation Payment Schedule
(the “ROPS”) or the administrative budget of the successor agency. Section 34173(h) says that
an enforceable obligation is created for the repayment of such a loan.

C. The City and Successor Agency now desire to enter into a loan agreement
pursuant to Section 34173(h) as described above, for the purposes of paying for the
administrative costs, enforceable obligations and project-related expenses incurred by the City
in its capacity as Successor Entity. Without a loan, the Successor Agency would have no ability
to meet its enforceable obligations.

D. The Agreement shall cover the third ROPS period which includes enforceable
obligations paid between January 1, 2013 and June 30, 2013.

D. The Successor Agency and the City have each determined that the loan
pursuant to the terms of this Agreement is in the interests of the health, safety and welfare of
the residents of the City.

NOW, THEREFORE, the Successor Agency and the City agree as follows:

1. Loan. The City agrees to loan to the Successor Agency, and the Agency agrees
to borrow from and repay to City an amount not to exceed $445,500 (the “Loan”) upon the
terms and conditions and for the purposes set forth in this Agreement.

2. Interest Rate; Maturity Date; Prepayment. Interest shall accrue on the outstanding
principal balance of the Note at a rate equal to the Local Agency Investment Fund Rate,
commencing upon the date of disbursement of the Loan proceeds and continuing until the Note is
paid in full. The entire outstanding principal balance of the Loan together with interest accrued
thereon and all other sums due under the Note shall be payable in one lump sum on December
31, 2013 (the “Maturity Date”). The Successor Agency may prepay the Loan in whole or in part
at any time without penalty or premium. Partial prepayments shall be applied first to accrued
interest and then to principal.

The repayment of debt pursuant to the Loan shall occur in accordance with
Section 34171(d)(1)(B) and take precedence over, and be paid before, other enforceable
obligations.
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3. Use of Loan Proceeds. The Loan proceeds shall be used solely for the pay,
costs and benefits of administrative, legal and audit services provided to the Successor Agency.
The loan shall not be used to pay court ordered attorney fees or settlements to third party
litigants.

4 Parties Not Co-Venturers. Nothing in this Agreement is intended to or shall
establish the Parties as partners, co-venturers, or principal and agent with one another.

5. Amendments. No amendment to or modification of this Agreement shall be
effective unless and until such amendment or modification is in writing, properly approved in
accordance with applicable procedures, and executed by the Parties.

6. Non-Liability of Officials, Employees and Agents. No member, official, employee
or agent of the Agency shall be personally liable to City in the event of any default or breach by
the Agency, or for any amount of money which may become due to City or its successor, or for
any obligation of Agency under this Agreement.

7. No Third Party Beneficiaries. There shall be no third party beneficiaries to this
Agreement.

8. Headings. The headings of the sections and paragraphs of this Agreement have
been inserted for convenience only and shall not be used to construe this Agreement.

9. Governing Law. This Agreement shall be construed and enforced in accordance
with the laws of the State of California without regard to principles of conflicts of law.

10. Recitals. The Recitals set forth above are hereby incorporated into this
Agreement as though fully set herein.

11. Remedies. If either Party breaches any of its obligations hereunder, the other
Party shall have all remedies for such breach available at law or in equity, including without
limitation, damages, and the right to compel the defaulting party to specifically perform its
obligations under this Agreement.

12. Severability. If any term of this Agreement is held by a court of competent
jurisdiction to be invalid, void or unenforceable, the remainder of the provisions shall continue in
full force and effect unless the rights and obligations of the Parties are materially altered or
abridged by such invalidation, voiding or unenforceability.

14. Entire Agreement. This Agreement, together with the Note contains the entire
agreement between the Parties with respect to the subject matter hereof, and supersedes all
prior oral or written agreements between the Parties with respect thereto.

15. Notices. Notices delivered pursuant to this Agreement shall be delivered
personally or by first class mail to the Parties at the addresses set forth below or such other
address as a Party may designate in writing by notice delivered to the other Party.

Agency: Successor Agency of the City of Rancho Cordova
2729 Prospect Park Drive
Rancho Cordova, CA 95670
Attention: Executive Director
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City: City of Rancho Cordova
2729 Prospect Park Drive
Rancho Cordova, CA 95670

City Manager

Attention:
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Parties have executed this Loan Agreement as of the date

first written above.

RANCHO CORDOVA SUCCESSOR AGENCY

By:

Executive Director

Attest:

Agency Secretary

Approved as to form:

Agency Counsel

CITY OF RANCHO CORDOVA

By:

City Manager

Attest:

City Clerk

Approved as to form:

City Attorney

1951968.2
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EXHIBIT B
LOAN AGREEMENT

THIS LOAN AGREEMENT (this “Agreement”) is entered into effective as of February 4,
2013 (“Effective Date”) by and between the Successor Agency of the City of Rancho Cordova
Community Redevelopment Agency, a public body corporate and politic (the “Successor
Agency”) and the City of Rancho Cordova, California a municipal corporation (the “City”).

RECITALS

A. On January 10, 2012, the City Council designated itself as the Successor Agency
to the Redevelopment Agency pursuant to the Community Redevelopment Law, California
Health and Safety Code section 33000 et seq.

B. California Health and Safety Code section 34173(h) authorizes the City that
created a Redevelopment Agency to loan funds to its successor agency for administrative costs,
enforceable obligations or project-related expenses at the city’s discretion, provided that the
receipt and use of these funds is reflected on the Recognized Obligation Payment Schedule
(the “ROPS”) or the administrative budget of the successor agency. Section 34173(h) says that
an enforceable obligation is created for the repayment of such a loan.

C. The City and Successor Agency now desire to enter into a loan agreement
pursuant to Section 34173(h) as described above, for the purposes of paying for the
administrative costs, enforceable obligations and project-related expenses incurred by the City
in its capacity as Successor Entity. Without a loan, the Successor Agency would have no ability
to meet its enforceable obligations.

D. The Agreement shall cover ROPS 13-14A which includes enforceable obligations
paid between July 1, 2013 and December 31, 2013.

D. The Successor Agency and the City have each determined that the loan
pursuant to the terms of this Agreement is in the interests of the health, safety and welfare of
the residents of the City.

NOW, THEREFORE, the Successor Agency and the City agree as follows:

1. Loan. The City agrees to loan to the Successor Agency, and the Agency agrees
to borrow from and repay to City an amount not to exceed $216,500 (the “Loan”) upon the
terms and conditions and for the purposes set forth in this Agreement.

2. Interest Rate; Maturity Date; Prepayment. Interest shall accrue on the outstanding
principal balance of the Note at a rate equal to the Local Agency Investment Fund Rate,
commencing upon the date of disbursement of the Loan proceeds and continuing until the Note is
paid in full. The entire outstanding principal balance of the Loan together with interest accrued
thereon and all other sums due under the Note shall be payable in one lump sum on June 30,
2014 (the “Maturity Date”). The Successor Agency may prepay the Loan in whole or in part at
any time without penalty or premium. Partial prepayments shall be applied first to accrued
interest and then to principal.

The repayment of debt pursuant to the Loan shall occur in accordance with
Section 34171(d)(1)(B) and take precedence over, and be paid before, other enforceable
obligations.

44

AGENDA ITEM 13.4



EXHIBIT B

3. Use of Loan Proceeds. The Loan proceeds shall be used solely for the pay,
costs and benefits of administrative, legal and audit services provided to the Successor Agency.
The loan shall not be used to pay court ordered attorney fees or settlements to third party
litigants.

4 Parties Not Co-Venturers. Nothing in this Agreement is intended to or shall
establish the Parties as partners, co-venturers, or principal and agent with one another.

5. Amendments. No amendment to or modification of this Agreement shall be
effective unless and until such amendment or modification is in writing, properly approved in
accordance with applicable procedures, and executed by the Parties.

6. Non-Liability of Officials, Employees and Agents. No member, official, employee
or agent of the Agency shall be personally liable to City in the event of any default or breach by
the Agency, or for any amount of money which may become due to City or its successor, or for
any obligation of Agency under this Agreement.

7. No Third Party Beneficiaries. There shall be no third party beneficiaries to this
Agreement.

8. Headings. The headings of the sections and paragraphs of this Agreement have
been inserted for convenience only and shall not be used to construe this Agreement.

9. Governing Law. This Agreement shall be construed and enforced in accordance
with the laws of the State of California without regard to principles of conflicts of law.

10. Recitals. The Recitals set forth above are hereby incorporated into this
Agreement as though fully set herein.

11. Remedies. If either Party breaches any of its obligations hereunder, the other
Party shall have all remedies for such breach available at law or in equity, including without
limitation, damages, and the right to compel the defaulting party to specifically perform its
obligations under this Agreement.

12. Severability. If any term of this Agreement is held by a court of competent
jurisdiction to be invalid, void or unenforceable, the remainder of the provisions shall continue in
full force and effect unless the rights and obligations of the Parties are materially altered or
abridged by such invalidation, voiding or unenforceability.

14. Entire Agreement. This Agreement, together with the Note contains the entire
agreement between the Parties with respect to the subject matter hereof, and supersedes all
prior oral or written agreements between the Parties with respect thereto.

15. Notices. Notices delivered pursuant to this Agreement shall be delivered
personally or by first class mail to the Parties at the addresses set forth below or such other
address as a Party may designate in writing by notice delivered to the other Party.

Agency: Successor Agency of the City of Rancho Cordova
2729 Prospect Park Drive
Rancho Cordova, CA 95670
Attention: Executive Director
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City: City of Rancho Cordova
2729 Prospect Park Drive
Rancho Cordova, CA 95670

City Manager

Attention:
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EXHIBIT B

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Parties have executed this Loan Agreement as of the date

first written above.

RANCHO CORDOVA SUCCESSOR AGENCY

By:

Executive Director

Attest:

Agency Secretary

Approved as to form:

Agency Counsel

CITY OF RANCHO CORDOVA

By:

City Manager

Attest:

City Clerk

Approved as to form:

City Attorney

1951968.2
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I SUCCESSOR AGENCY TO THE FORMER

Community Redevelopment

OF THE CITY OF RANCHO CORDOVA

MEMORANDUM
DATE: February 4, 2013
TO: Rancho Cordova Successor Agency Director and Members
FROM: Donna Silva, Finance Director

Michelle Mingay, Sr. Finance Analyst

SUBJECT: A RESOLTUION OF THE RANCHO CORDOVA SUCCESSOR AGENCY
APPROVING A RECOGNIZED OBLIGATION PAYMENT SCHEDULE (ROPS
13-14A) AND ADMINISTRATIVE BUDGET FOR JULY THROUGH DECEMBER
2013

RECOMMENDATION

Adopt Resolution No SA-2-2013 Approving a Recognized Obligation Payment Schedule (the
‘ROPS 13-14A”) and Administrative Budget for July 1, 2013 through December 31, 2013.

RESULT OF RECOMMENDED ACTION

Approval of this resolution will allow the Rancho Cordova Successor Agency to make payments on
obligations listed on ROPS 13-14A and establishes the administrative budget for the six month
period; to the extent funds are available.

ADVANCES GOALS: 6

BACKGROUND

Assembly Bill 1x 26 (Stats. 2011, chap.5) added a new Part 1.85 to Division 24 of the California
Health and Safety Code (Health and Safety Code Section 34170 et seq.), which was
subsequently modified by the California Supreme Court in California Redevelopment
Association v. Matosantos (2011) 53 Cal.4™ 231 and by Assembly Bill 1484 (Stats. 2012, chap.
26, effective June 27, 2012) (the “Dissolution Act”), and in accordance therewith, all
redevelopment agencies in the State of California, including the Community Redevelopment
Agency of the City of Rancho Cordova (the “Redevelopment Agency”), were dissolved effective
February 1, 2012. Also on this date, all assets, properties, contracts, leases, books and
records, building, and equipment of the former Redevelopment Agency were transferred to the
Rancho Cordova Successor Agency (the “Successor Agency”).
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The Successor Agency is required by Section 34177(l) of the Dissolution Act to adopt a
Recognized Obligation Payment Schedule (“ROPS”) for each six-month fiscal period. The
ROPS functions as the Successor Agency’s claim for property tax revenue, and general
authorization, to pay enforceable obligations. It lists the outstanding obligations of the former
Redevelopment Agency, the obligation amount that will be due during the six-month reporting
period along with the funding source for each obligation. The Successor Agency can only pay,
and will only be allocated property tax revenue by the County Auditor-Controller (the “County
AC”) for payments of obligations listed on the ROPS; to the extent property tax revenue is
available.

Assembly Bill 1484 made certain adjustments and additions to the Dissolution Act procedure for
the adoption of a ROPS. New subdivision (m) for Section 34177 states that the Successor
Agency must submit an Oversight Board approved ROPS to the Department of Finance (the
“DOF”) and the County AC no fewer than 90 days (March 1%) before the date of property tax
distribution (June 1*"). The DOF shall make its determination of the enforceable obligations and
the amounts and funding sources of the enforceable obligations no later than 45 days after the
ROPS is submitted.

ROPS 13-14A is attached to the resolution submitted for approval. The ROPS 13-14A has
been prepared on the new template provided by DOF and includes a reconciliation of the
estimated to actual activity for the second ROPS, which covers the period of July 1, 2012
through December 31, 2012.

ROPS 13-14A includes all of the items from previous ROPS with the following exceptions:

e Line Item 19 — This line item represents the Loan Agreement entered into between the
City of Rancho Cordova (the “City”) and the Successor Agency for administrative cost
and professional services during the ROPS Il period (July to Dec 2012). Fortunately the
Successor Agency was not required to draw on this loan since actual obligations were
less than anticipated and therefor were funded through reserve fund balances the former
redevelopment agency had at dissolution. Since the Successor Agency is not permitted
to remove any former obligations from future ROPS, this item is now be reported with a
zero balance.

e Line Item 20 — Added the repayment of the Loan Agreement between the City of Rancho
Cordova (the “City”) and the Successor Agency. The loan was necessary to cover
administrative cost and professional services during the ROPS Il period (January to
June 2013) to the extent these cost exceed reserve balances at dissolution or revenues
during the current ROPS period. There is currently no property tax revenue being
generated within the project area due to the continued declined in assessed values.
This line item is necessary to ensure the City can be repaid for this loan once revenues
become available.

e Line Item 21 — Added the repayment of the Loan Agreement between the City of Rancho
Cordova (the “City”) and the Successor Agency. The loan was necessary to cover
administrative cost and professional services during the ROPS 13-14A period (July to
December 2013) to the extent these cost exceed reserve balances at dissolution or
revenues during the current ROPS period. There is currently no property tax revenue
being generated within the project area due to the continued declined in assessed
values. This line item is necessary to ensure the City can be repaid for this loan once
revenues become available.

Successor Agency Staff Report 20f3 ROPS 13-14A and Administrative Budget Approval

February 4, 2013
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e Line ltem 22 — Added the estimated costs for the appraisal services for the single piece
of land the Successor Agency still owns. This cost has been added to ROPS 13-14A in
the event the Successor Agency moves forward with the sale of this land during the
ROPS period.

e Line Item 23 — Added the estimated cost for annual property tax payments for Successor
Agency owned property.

e Line Item 24 — Added the estimated cost for the demolition of buildings owned by the
Successor Agency. This property is in the process of being sold but the Successor
Agency cannot pay obligations that are not on the ROPS so this cost has been added in
the event the sale of the property does not occur because of the condition of the
properties.

As Council is aware, portions of the original reimbursement agreement have been denied by the
DOF on prior ROPS. In the new ROPS format provided to the Successor Agency by the DOF,
these items have been highlighted red and locked from editing so no additional changes can be
made to these line items. While the Successor Agency would have continued to report these
obligations until the court ruled on the lawsuit filed in December regarding this matter, that
reporting is not possible in the new ROPS format.

In accordance with requirement of the Dissolution Act, the Successor Agency will submit the
adopted ROPS 13-14A to the Oversight Board for review and approval, at their February 11,
2013 board meeting. At the same time the ROPS 13-14A is submitted to the Oversight Board, a
copy will also be provided to the county administrative officer, the County AC, and the DOF for
review. Following the Oversight Board’s approval of the ROPS 13-14A, the Successor Agency
will submit a certified copy of the ROPS electronically to the DOF to complete the Dissolution
Act reporting requirements and start the 45 day review period.

It is important for the reporting process to be completed by the March deadline to avoid
significant penalties which have been added to §34177(m)(2) of the Dissolution Act. Those
penalties include a civil penalty of $10,000 per day for each day the ROPS is not submitted to
the DOF and a 25% reduction to the maximum administrative cost allowance.

ATTACHMENT

Resolution No. SA-2-2013 with attachments

Successor Agency Staff Report 30f3 ROPS 13-14A and Administrative Budget Approval
February 4, 2013
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RESOLUTION NO. SA-2-2013

A RESOLUTION OF THE RANCHO CORDOVA SUCCESSOR AGENCY TO THE
COMMUNITY REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY OF THE CITY OF RANCHO CORDOVA
APPROVING A RECOGNIZED OBLIGATION PAYMENT SCHEDULE (ROPS 13-14A) AND
ADMINISTRATIVE BUDGET FOR JULY THROUGH DECEMBER 2013

WHEREAS, pursuant to Assembly Bill 1X 26 (Stats. 2011, chap. 5), a new Part 1.85 was
added to Division 24 of the California Health and Safety Code (Health and Safety Code Section
34170 et. seq.), which was subsequently modified by the California Supreme Court in California
Redevelopment Association v. Matosantos (2011) 53 Cal.4™ 231 and by Assembly Bill 1484
(Stats. 2012, chap. 26, effective June 27, 2012) (the “Dissolution Act”), and in accordance
therewith, all redevelopment agencies in the State of California, including the Community
Redevelopment Agency of the City of Rancho Cordova (the “Redevelopment Agency”), were
dissolved effective February 1, 2012; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to the Dissolution Act, the City of Rancho Cordova became the
successor agency (the “Successor Agency”) to the former Redevelopment Agency and, by
operation of law under Section 34175(b) of the Dissolution Act, all assets, properties, contracts,
leases, books and records, building, and equipment of the former Redevelopment Agency (the
“redevelopment assets”) were transferred to the Successor Agency, on February 1, 2012; and

WHEREAS, Section 34177(1) of the Dissolution Act requires the Successor Agency to
prepare a Recognized Obligation Payment Schedule (“ROPS”) for each six month fiscal period,
which lists the outstanding obligation of the former Redevelopment Agency and the source of
funds for the payments; and

WHEREAS, the Successor Agency has prepared a ROPS for the July 1, 2013, through
December 31, 2013, fiscal period (“ROPS 13-14A”), attached hereto as (Exhibit A).

WHEREAS, the Successor Agency has prepared the administrative budget (Exhibit B),
which estimates the cost for the Successor Agency to comply with the requirements associated
with winding down the affairs of the agency; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT HEREBY RESOLVED THE BOARD MEMBERS OF THE
SUCCESSOR AGENCY TO THE FORMER COMMUNITY REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY OF
THE CITY OF RANCHO CORDOVA that:

1. The Successor Agency hereby approves the ROPS 13-14A for the period July 1,
2013, through December 31, 2013, attached hereto as Exhibit A.

2. The Successor Agency hereby approves the Administrative Budget for the period
July 1, 2013, through December 31, 2013, attached hereto as Exhibit B.

2. The Successor Agency Secretary is hereby directed to transmit the ROPS 13-
14A to the Oversight Board for approval before transmitting the ROPS 13-14A to the
Sacramento County Auditor-Controller, State Department of Finance, and the State Controller.

Resolution No. SA-2-2013 Page 1 of 2
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PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Board Members of the Rancho Cordova Successor Agency
on the day of , 2013 by the following vote:

AYES:

NOES:

ABSENT:

ABSTAIN:

Linda Budge, Agency Chair

ATTEST:

Mindy Cuppy, CMC, Agency Secretary

Resolution No. SA-2-2013 Page 2 of 2
AGENDA ITEM 13.5



EXHIBIT A >2
SUCCESSOR AGENCY CONTACT INFORMATION

Successor Agency

ID: 249

County: Sacramento
Successor Agency: Rancho Cordova

Primary Contact

Honorific (Ms, Mr, Mrs)

First Name Mindy

Last Name Cuppy

Title City Clerk

Address 2729 Prospect Park Drive

City Rancho Cordova

State CA

Zip 95671

Phone Number 916-851-8721

Email Address mcuppy@cityofranchocordova.org

Secondary Contact

Honorific (Ms, Mr, Mrs)

First Name Michelle

Last Name Mingay

Title Senior Finance Analyst

Phone Number 916-851-8738

Email Address mmingay@cityofranchocordova.org

lof6
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SUMMARY OF RECOGNIZED OBLIGATION PAYMENT SCHEDULE
Filed for the July 1, 2013 to December 31, 2013 Period

Name of Successor Agency: RANCHO CORDOVA (SACRAMENTO)

Outstanding Debt or Obligation

EXHIBIT A

Total

Total Outstanding Debt or Obligation

Current Period Outstanding Debt or Obligation

$13,546,316

Six-Month Total

A Available Revenues Other Than Anticipated RPTTF Funding $1,200,165
B Enforceable Obligations Funded with RPTTF $1,099,259
C  Administrative Allowance Funded with RPTTF $125,000
D  Total RPTTF Funded (B + C=D) $1,224,259
E  Total Current Period Outstanding Debt or Obligation (A + B + C = E) Should be same amount as ROPS form six-month total $2,424,424
F Enter Total Six-Month Anticipated RPTTF Funding so
G  Variance (F - D = G) Maximum RPTTF Allowable should not exceed Total Anticipated RPTTF Funding ($1,224,259)
Prior Period (July 1, 2012 through December 31, 2012) Estimated vs. Actual Payments (as required in HSC section 34186 (a))
H Enter Estimated Obligations Funded by RPTTF (lesser of Finance’s approved RPTTF amount including admin allowance or the actual amount distributed) $0
| Enter Actual Obligations Paid with RPTTF $0
J Enter Actual Administrative Expenses Paid with RPTTF $0
K Adjustment to Redevelopment Obligation Retirement Fund (H - (I +J) = K) S0
L Adjustment to RPTTF (D-K=1) $1,224,259
Certification of Oversight Board Chairman:
Pursuant to Section 34177(m) of the Health and Safety code, Name Title
| hereby certify that the above is a true and accurate Recognized
Obligation Payment Schedule for the above named agency. /s/
Signature Date
20f6
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RANCHO CORDOVA (SACRAMENTO)
RECOGNIZED OBLIGATION PAYMENT SCHEDULE (ROPS 13-14A)
July 1, 2013 through December 31, 2013

Oversight Board Approval Date:

EXHIBIT A

Total Due During

Funding Source

Items highlighted in red are those items that have been denied by the Department of Finance.

ROPS form provided by the Department of Finance.

Contract/Agreement Contract/Agreement Total Outstanding Fiscal Year
Item # Project Name / Debt Obligation Execution Date Termination Date Payee Description/Project Scope Project Area Debt or Obligation 2013-14 Bond Proceeds  Reserve Balance Admin Allowance RPTTF Other Six-Month Total
$13,546,316 $2,799,589 S0 S0 $125,000 $1,099,259 $1,200,165 $2,424,424
1 [Reimbursement Agreement entered into  7/1/2005 Upon Payment in Full City of Rancho Cordova Fiscal Year 2005-06 Loan for Agency overhead, administrative Rancho Cordova 0 0 0 70,557 0 70,557
within two years of Agency formation. and planning expenses Redevelopment 192,985 70,557
2 |Reimbursement Agreement entered into  |7/1/2005 Upon Payment in Full City of Rancho Cordova Fiscal Year 2006-07 Loan for Agency overhead, administrative Rancho Cordova 0 0 0 578,747 0 578,747
within two years of Agency formation. and planning expenses Redevelopment 1,582,965 578,747
3 |Reimbursement Agreement entered into  |7/1/2005 City of Rancho Cordova Fiscal Year 2007-08 Loan for Agency overhead, administrative Rancho Cordova 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
within two years of Agency formation. and planning expenses Redevelopment
4 [Reimbursement Agreement entered into  (7/1/2005 City of Rancho Cordova Fiscal Year 2010-11 Loan for Agency overhead, administrative Rancho Cordova 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
within two years of Agency formation. and planning expenses Redevelopment
5 |Reimbursement Agreement entered into  |7/1/2005 City of Rancho Cordova Fiscal Year 2010-11 Loan for Agency project expense - Rancho Cordova 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
within two years of Agency formation. Purchase of property for Mills Station Crossing Project Redevelopment
6 |Reimbursement Agreement entered into  |7/1/2005 City of Rancho Cordova Fiscal Year 2011-12 Loan for Agency overhead, administrative Rancho Cordova 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
within two years of Agency formation. and planning expenses Redevelopment
7 |Reimbursement Agreement entered into  |7/1/2005 City of Rancho Cordova Fiscal Year 2011-12 Loan for Agency project expense - Rancho Cordova 0 0 0 0] 0 0 0 0
within two years of Agency formation. Purchase of property for Mills Station Crossing Project Redevelopment
8 [Mills Station Crossing Project 2/24/2003 Upon Final Judgment Meyers Nave Project legal expenses for existing litigation against the Rancho Cordova 0 0 0 0 7,000 7,000
former Rancho Cordova Redevelopment Agency (est.) Redevelopment 9,500 9,500
9 [Mills Station Crossing Project Future Court Action Upon Final Judgment Lily Property Estimated defendant legal fees as a result of an eminent Rancho Cordova 0 0 0 0 984,665 984,665
domain case started in 2009 (est.). This item can only be Redevelopment
paid if RPTTF is available or if proceeds from asset sales
becomes available. - This item will only be needed if payment
has not been made by December 31, 2012. 1,252,369 984,665
10 [Mills Station Crossing Project Statutory requirement Upon Relocation Check Cashing Business Redevelopment Statutory obligation to relocate tenant when Rancho Cordova 0 0 0 0 100,000 100,000
acquiring property with tenant in place (est.) - This item will Redevelopment
only be needed if payment has not been made by December
31,2012. 100,000 100,000
11 [Audit Services Statutory requirement Upon Completion of ServicqMaze & Associates Audit services required by law to be performed for the Rancho Cordova 0 0 0 0 10,000 10,000
Successor Agency Redevelopment 15,000 15,000
12 |Mills Station Crossing/Property AB 1484 §34171(d)(1)(F)  [Upon Sale of Asset Sacramento County Utilities Monthly utility charges for properties currently owned by the Rancho Cordova 0 0 0 0 10,500 10,500
Maintenance former RDA (est.) Redevelopment 105,000 21,000
13 |Mills Station Crossing/Property AB 1484 §34171(d)(1)(F) [Upon Sale of Asset L&M Fencing Charges for temporary fencing required due to current Rancho Cordova 0 0 0 0 9,000 9,000
Maintenance condition of the property (est.) Redevelopment 90,000 18,000
14 |Mills Station Crossing/Property AB 1484 §34171(d)(1)(F) [Upon Sale of Asset Terra Care Associates Monthly property/landscape maintenance charges for Rancho Cordova 0 0 0 0 4,500 4,500
Maintenance properties currently owned by the former RDA (est.) Redevelopment 45,000 9,000
15 [Statutory Payment Replacement/Inclusionary HUpon Satisfying Obligation [City of Rancho Cordova as the Low/Moderate Housing Replacement Obligation (est.) Rancho Cordova 0 0 0 0 0 0
Successor Housing Agency Redevelopment 3,520,000 -
16 [Administrative Allowance AB 1484 §34171(b) Upon Dissolution City of Rancho Cordova Staff Cost to wind down former redevelopment agency Rancho Cordova 0 0 125,000 0 0 125,000
activities (est.) Redevelopment 5,250,000 250,000
17 [Crossings at New Rancho 12/2/2010 12/2/2025 Urban Housing Communities Project based rental assistance (est.) Rancho Cordova 0 0 0 0 0 0
Redevelopment 610,377 -
18 [Litigation expense related to assets or 2/24/2003 Upon Final Judgment Meyers Nave Legal expenses for the Rancho Cordova Successor Agency to  Rancho Cordova 0 0 0 0 40,000 40,000
obligations, settlements and judgments defend assets or obligations (est.) Redevelopment 70,000 40,000
19 [Loan Agreement 8/20/2012 6/30/2013 City of Rancho Cordova Short term loan required to meet Rancho Cordova SA's Rancho Cordova 0 0 0 0 0 0
enforceable obligations in the ROPS Il reporting period due to Redevelopment
the lack of tax increment/property tax revenue as a result of
the current assessed valuation for the project area. - -
20 |Loan Agreement 2/4/2013 December 31, 2013 or upon(City of Rancho Cordova Short term loan required to meet the Successor Agency's Rancho Cordova 0 0 0 449,955 0 449,955
enforceable obligations in the ROPS Ill reporting period due Redevelopment
to the lack of tax increment/property tax revenue as a result
of the current assessed valuation for the project area. 449,955 449,955
21 |Loan Agreement 2/4/2013 June 30, 2014 or upon full r{City of Rancho Cordova Short term loan required to meet the Successor Agency's Rancho Cordova 0 0 0 0 0 0
enforceable obligations in the ROPS 13-14A reporting period Redevelopment
due to the lack of tax increment/property tax revenue as a
result of the current assessed valuation for the project area. 218,665 218,665
22 |Appraisal Services Upon Completion of ServicgIntegra Realty Resources or Appraisal services for Successor Agency Land Rancho Cordova 0 0 0 0 3,500 3,500
comparable business Redevelopment 3,500 3,500
23 |Property Taxes AB 1484 §34171(d)(1)(F)  [Annually in December until |Sacramento County Property Taxes due for Successor Agency Property Rancho Cordova 0 0 0 0 1,000 1,000
Redevelopment 1,000 1,000
24 |Mills Station Crossing/Property AB 1484 §34171(d)(1)(F) |N/A Lowest Qualified Bidder Demolition Cost associated with Successor Agency owned Rancho Cordova 0 0 0 0 30,000 30,000
Maintenance property for the health and safety of the public. Redevelopment 30,000 30,000
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RANCHO CORDOVA (SACRAMENTO)

Pursuant to Health and Safety Code section 34186 (a)

PRIOR PERIOD ESTIMATED OBLIGATIONS vs. ACTUAL PAYMENTS

RECOGNIZED OBLIGATION PAYMENT SCHEDULE (ROPS I1)

July 1, 2012 through December 31, 2012

EXHIBIT A

LMIHF Bond Proceeds Reserve Balance Admin Allowance RPTTF Other
Item # |Project Name / Debt Obligation Payee Description/Project Scope Project Area Estimate Actual Estimate Actual Estimate Actual Estimate Actual Estimate Actual Estimate Actual
S0 S0 S0 S0 S0 $48,390 $125,000 $108,624 $196,375 S0 $75,000 $83,500
Page 1/ 0 0
Form A/ Fiscal Year 2005-06 Loan for Agency overhead, Rancho Cordova
Item 1 |Reimbursement Agreement City of Rancho Cordovaladministrative and planning expenses Redevelopment
Page 1/ 0 0
Form A/ Fiscal Year 2006-07 Loan for Agency overhead, Rancho Cordova
Item 2 |Reimbursement Agreement City of Rancho Cordova|administrative and planning expenses Redevelopment
Page 1/ 0 0
Form A/ Fiscal Year 2007-08 Loan for Agency overhead, Rancho Cordova
Item 3 |Reimbursement Agreement City of Rancho Cordovaladministrative and planning expenses Redevelopment
Page 1/ 0 0
Form A/ Fiscal Year 2010-11 Loan for Agency overhead, Rancho Cordova
Item 4 |Reimbursement Agreement City of Rancho Cordova|administrative and planning expenses Redevelopment
Page 1/ 0 0
Form A/ Fiscal Year 2010-11 Loan for Agency project expense - Rancho Cordova
Item 5 |Reimbursement Agreement City of Rancho Cordova|Purchase of property for Mills Station Crossing Project Redevelopment
Page 1/ 0 0
Form A/ Fiscal Year 2011-12 Loan for Agency overhead, Rancho Cordova
Item 6 |Reimbursement Agreement City of Rancho Cordovaladministrative and planning expenses Redevelopment
Page 1/ 0 0
Form A/ Fiscal Year 2011-12 Loan for Agency project expense - Rancho Cordova
Item 7 |Reimbursement Agreement City of Rancho Cordova|Purchase of property for Mills Station Crossing Project Redevelopment
Page 1/ 16,650 90,000 0
Form A/ Project legal expenses for existing litigation against the former| Rancho Cordova
Item 8 [Mills Station Crossing Project Meyers Nave|Rancho Cordova Redevelopment Agency Redevelopment
Page 1/ 0 0
Form A/ Estimated defendant legal fees as a result of an eminent Rancho Cordova
Item 9  |Mills Station Crossing Project Lily Property|domain case started in 2009 (est.) Redevelopment
Page 1/ 100,000 0
Form A/ Redevelopment Statory obligation to relocate tenant when Rancho Cordova
Item 10 _|Mills Station Crossing Project Check Cashing Business|acquiring property with tenant in place Redevelopment
Page 1/ 3,280 6,375
Form A/ Audit services required by law to be performed in FY 2011/12 | Rancho Cordova
Item 11 |Audit Services Maze & Associates|and 2012/13 for the 2011/12 Fiscal year Redevelopment
RS:(i v Successor Agency and Oversight Board approved settlement 60,000 60,000
Period agreement (cost allowable under AB 1484 §34171(d)(1)(F)).
This item became an obligation of the SA during the ROPS |
Payment/ N N N . X Rancho Cordova
. . period but will not be paid until ROPS Il period.
Line 24 [Settlement Agreement Lily Property Redevelopment
Page 1/ 10,500 860
Form B/ Monthly utility charges for properties currently owned by the Rancho Cordova
Item 1 [Mills Station Crossing Sacramento County Utilities|former RDA Redevelopment
ROPS I/ 0 360
Prior
Period
Payment/ Temporary Fence Rental Cost - Maintenance Cost Allowable | Rancho Cordova
Line 26 [Mills Station Crossing L&M Fence Rental|lunder AB 1484 §34171(d)(1)(F) Redevelopment
Page 1/ 4,500 3,900
Form B/ Monthly property/landscape maintenance charges for Rancho Cordova
Item 2 [Mills Station Crossing Terra Care Associates|properties currently owned by the former RDA Redevelopment
Page 1/
Form B/ City of Rancho Cordova as the| Rancho Cordova
Item 3  |Statutory Payment Successor Housing Agency|Low/Moderate Housing Replacement Obligation Redevelopment
Page 1/ 100,000 65,043
Form C/ Staff Cost to wind down former redevelopment agency Rancho Cordova
Item 1 |Administrative Allowance City of Rancho Cordova|activities Redevelopment
Page 1/ 25,000 43,582
Form C/ Rancho Cordova
Iltem 2 |Administrative Allowance Meyers Nave|General legal services to the successor agency Redevelopment
> 'age 1/
orm C/ Rancho Cordova
O tem 3 |Administrative Allowance Seifel Consulting Inc.|On Call contract for Redevelopment Advisory Services. Redevelopment
m Audit Services required to complete the two due diligence Rancho Cordova 0 24,218
Audit Services Vavrinek, Trine, Day & Co., LLP|reviews required by AB 1484 Redevelopment
Z Rancho Cordova 0 6,500
U Appraisal Services Integra Realty Resources|Appraisal services for Successor Agency Land Redevelopment
Required Maintenance for Successor Agency Property - Rancho Cordova 0 1,277
> Mills Station Crossing Fountain Crest Apartments|Maintenance Cost Allowable under AB 1484 §34171(d)(1)(F) Redevelopment
— Required Maintenance for Successor Agency Property - Rancho Cordova 0 225
q Mills Station Crossing Gray Construction|Maintenance Cost Allowable under AB 1484 §34171(d)(1)(F) Redevelopment
Rancho Cordova 0 619
m Property Taxes Sacramento County |Property Taxes due for Successor Agency Property Redevelopment
g Legal expenses for the Successor Agency to defend assets or | Rancho Cordova 0 3,623 0 10,377
Legal Services Meyers Nave|obligations Redevelopment
A
W
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RANCHO CORDOVA (SACRAMENTO)
RECOGNIZED OBLIGATION PAYMENT SCHEDULE (ROPS 13-14A) -- Notes (Optional)
July 1, 2013 through December 31, 2013

Item # Project Name / Debt Obligation Notes/Comments
1 Reimbursement Agreement entered into  The Rancho Cordova Successor Agency continues to have assessed values below the frozen base resulting in no property tax revenue being available to pay
within two years of Agency formation. enforceable obligations. This obligation can only be paid once property tax revenue is received or Successor Agency Assets are sold.
2 Reimbursement Agreement entered into  The Rancho Cordova Successor Agency continues to have assessed values below the frozen base resulting in no property tax revenue being available to pay
within two years of Agency formation. enforceable obligations. This obligation can only be paid once property tax revenue is received or Successor Agency Assets are sold.
3 Reimbursement Agreement entered into  The Rancho Cordova Successor Agency disagrees with the Department of Finances determination regarding the Successor Agency's loan from the City of Rancho
within two years of Agency formation. Cordova. The Successor Agency was unsuccessful during the meet and confer process and has filed suit in the Sacramento Superior Court regarding this issue. If
unsuccessful through the court action, the Successor Agency will ask the Oversight Board to consider approving the loan as an enforceable obligation in accordance
with Section 34191.4(b)(1) of AB 1484. The total obligaiton applicable during this ROPS period is $56,014.
4 Reimbursement Agreement entered into  The Rancho Cordova Successor Agency disagrees with the Department of Finances determination regarding the Successor Agency's loan from the City of Rancho
within two years of Agency formation. Cordova. The Successor Agency was unsuccessful during the meet and confer process and has filed suit in the Sacramento Superior Court regarding this issue. If
unsuccessful through the court action, the Successor Agency will ask the Oversight Board to consider approving the loan as an enforceable obligation in accordance
with Section 34191.4(b)(1) of AB 1484. The total obligaiton applicable during this ROPS period is $99,089.
5 Reimbursement Agreement entered into  The Rancho Cordova Successor Agency disagrees with the Department of Finances determination regarding the Successor Agency's loan from the City of Rancho
within two years of Agency formation. Cordova. The Successor Agency was unsuccessful during the meet and confer process and has filed suit in the Sacramento Superior Court regarding this issue. If
unsuccessful through the court action, the Successor Agency will ask the Oversight Board to consider approving the loan as an enforceable obligation in accordance
with Section 34191.4(b)(1) of AB 1484. The total obligaiton applicable during this ROPS period is $158,100.
6 Reimbursement Agreement entered into  The Rancho Cordova Successor Agency disagrees with the Department of Finances determination regarding the Successor Agency's loan from the City of Rancho
within two years of Agency formation. Cordova. The Successor Agency was unsuccessful during the meet and confer process and has filed suit in the Sacramento Superior Court regarding this issue. If
unsuccessful through the court action, the Successor Agency will ask the Oversight Board to consider approving the loan as an enforceable obligation in accordance
with Section 34191.4(b)(1) of AB 1484. The total obligaiton applicable during this ROPS period is $71,885.
7 Reimbursement Agreement entered into  The Rancho Cordova Successor Agency disagrees with the Department of Finances determination regarding the Successor Agency's loan from the City of Rancho
within two years of Agency formation. Cordova. The Successor Agency was unsuccessful during the meet and confer process and has filed suit in the Sacramento Superior Court regarding this issue. If
unsuccessful through the court action, the Successor Agency will ask the Oversight Board to consider approving the loan as an enforceable obligation in accordance
with Section 34191.4(b)(1) of AB 1484. The total obligaiton applicable during this ROPS period is $152,540.
8 Miills Station Crossing Project This is the estimated cost associated with the continued monitoring of the court award to the Lily Company (see item 9). The City of Rancho Cordova will loan
funds to the Successor Agency for this enforceable obligation in the event funds are not available from reserve balances or property tax revenues.
9 Miills Station Crossing Project On August 20, 2012, after considering the Agency’s request for a reduction of the amount requested, the Court awarded Lily $900,994.67 in litigation expenses.
Under the Court’s Order, which was entered on November 6, 2012, Lily will also be entitled to interest on this award until it is paid in full. The Successor Agency
will not be able to make this court ordered payment until it starts receiving property tax revenue or sells Successor Agency Assets.
10 Mills Station Crossing Project The Successor Agency will be required to relocate the business that is currently operating in a building owned by the Successor Agency when the asset is sold. The
proceeds from the sale of the asset will be used to pay this obligation.
11 Audit Services Estimated cost associated with the audit services required by law to be performed for the Successor Agency. The City of Rancho Cordova will loan funds to the
> Successor Agency for this enforceable obligation in the event funds are not available from reserve balances or property tax revenues.
® 12 Mills Station Crossing/Property Estimated utility charges associated with the properties currently owned by the Successor Agency. These cost are currently being paid for with rent revenues from
m Maintenance the business operating in a building owned by the Successor Agency.
2 13 Mills Station Crossing/Property Estimated maintenance expenses associated with the properties currently owned by the Successor Agency. These cost are currently being paid for with rent
O Maintenance revenues from the business operating in a building owned by the Successor Agency.
2 14 Mills Station Crossing/Property Estimated maintenance expenses associated with the properties currently owned by the Successor Agency. These cost are currently being paid for with rent
-] Maintenance revenues from the business operating in a building owned by the Successor Agency.
m 15 Statutory Payment
g 16 Administrative Allowance The City of Rancho Cordova will loan funds to the Successor Agency for this enforceable obligation in the event funds are not available from reserve balances or
3 property tax revenues.
o
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RANCHO CORDOVA (SACRAMENTO)
RECOGNIZED OBLIGATION PAYMENT SCHEDULE (ROPS 13-14A) -- Notes (Optional)
July 1, 2013 through December 31, 2013

Item # Project Name / Debt Obligation Notes/Comments
17 Crossings at New Rancho
18 Litigation expense related to assets or The City of Rancho Cordova will loan funds to the Successor Agency for this enforceable obligation in the event funds are not available from reserve balances or
obligations, settlements and judgments property tax revenues.
19 Loan Agreement Short term loan not needed due the Successor Agency using reseve fund balance to make the payment of ROPS Il obligations.
20 Loan Agreement This is a short term loan from the City to cover operating cost of the Successor Agency for ROPS Il payments in excess of reserve balances or property tax revenues.
21 Loan Agreement This is a short term loan from the City to cover operating cost of the Successor Agency for ROPS 13-14A payments in excess of reserve balances or property tax
revenues.
22 Appraisal Services The City of Rancho Cordova will loan funds to the Successor Agency for this enforceable obligation in the event funds are not available from reserve balances or
property tax revenues.
23 Property Taxes This is the estimated cost associated with annual property tax payments due for Successor Agency owned land. The City of Rancho Cordova will loan funds to the
Successor Agency for this enforceable obligation in the event funds are not available from reserve balances or property tax revenues.
Prior Period Payments Notes:
Audit Services The Successor Agency had not anticipated the cost associated with the two due diligence reviews that were required by AB 1484 Section 34179.5 when preparing
the ROPS Il. This expense was necessary in accordance with AB 1484 and was paid from reserve fund balance.
Appraisal Services The Successor Agency was required to perform an appraisal on two governmental properties during the ROPS Il period which had not been anticipated when the
ROPS was originally prepared. This expense was necessary to maximize value, as required by Section 34177(e) and was paid with rent income.
Maintenance Expenses Unanticipated property maintenance expense associated with Successor Agency property. This expense was necessary in accordance with Section 34171(d)(1)(F)
and was paid with rent income.
Property Taxes The Successor Agency inadvertently left the payment of property taxes for Successor Agency property off of the ROPS Il. This expense was required by Section
34171(d)(1)(F) and was paid from reserve fund balance
Legal Services The Successor Agency was not aware of this expense when the ROPS Il was prepared but the expense is allowable in accordance with Section 34171(d)(1)(F) and
was paid from reserve fund balance and rent income.
>
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EXHIBIT B

Successor Agency to the former Rancho Cordova Redevelopment Agency
Proposed Administrative Budget

For the period between:

Successor Agency Staffing
Salaries
Benefits
Total Salaries and Benefits

Prof. & Contractual Services
General Counsel
Consultants - Other
Total Prof. & Contractual Services

TOTAL ADMINISTRATIVE COST

July 1, 2013 and
December 31, 2013

64,468
25,532

$ 90,000

30,000
5,000

$ 35,000

$ 125,000
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I MEMORANDUM

DATE: February 4, 2013
TO: Honorable Mayor and Council Members
FROM: Donna Silva, Finance Director

Adam Lindgren, City Attorney

SUBJECT: ORDINANCE AMENDING SECTION 4.22.115(A) OF THE MUNICIPAL CODE
TO INCREASE THE NUMBER OF CARD TABLES THAT A LICENSED
CARDROOM MAY OPERATE OR MAINTAIN WITHIN THE CITY FROM TEN
TO ELEVEN

RECOMMENDATION

Introduce and waive the first reading of Ordinance 4-2013.

RESULT OF RECOMMENDED ACTION

Adoption of this Ordinance will amend Section 4.22.115(A) of the Rancho Cordova Municipal
Code. The Ordinance will increase the number of card tables that a licensed cardroom may
operate or maintain within the City from ten (10) card tables to a maximum of eleven (11) card
tables.

BACKGROUND

Section 4.22.115(A) of the Rancho Cordova Municipal Code (“RCMC”) provides that licensed
cardrooms within the City may operate a maximum of ten (10) card tables at any one time. This
section also provides that card tables used for tournaments or free special events shall count
toward the maximum table limit, and that no more than twelve (12) players may play at any one
table at any time.

If adopted, this Ordinance would increase the number of card tables that a licensed cardroom
may operate or maintain within the City from ten (10) card tables to a maximum of eleven (11)
card tables. However, a casino must receive approval from the State prior to adding a table.
The City would benefit from this action in the form of increased revenues.

The California Business and Professions Code authorizes the City to amend its cardroom
ordinance to increase the number of card tables that a licensed cardroom may maintain and
operate to a maximum of eleven (11). Specifically, Section 19961.06 of the California Business
and Professions Code provides that the City may amend its cardroom ordinance to increase by
two the number of gambling tables that may be operated in a gambling establishment in the City
compared to the ordinance that was in effect on January 1, 2010. On January 1, 2010, the
City’s cardroom ordinance allowed the operation of nine (9) tables at a gaming establishment.

City Council Staff Report 10f2 Number of Cardroom Tables
February 4, 2013
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The attorneys representing the two cardrooms in the City have concurred with the City’s
analysis that a maximum of eleven (11) card tables is currently allowed under State law.

Should the Council decide to move forward with the first reading of Ordinance No. 4-2013
tonight, then prior to adopting the Ordinance, the Gambling Control Act requires that the City
submit the Ordinance to the Department of Justice Bureau of Gambling Control for review and
comment. The City has already informally consulted with the Bureau regarding this proposal. If
introduced, the City will submit this Ordinance to the Department of Justice Bureau of Gambling
Control for formal review and comment after first reading, and staff will notify the Council of any
revisions to the Ordinance that the Bureau of Gambling Control recommends.

REQUESTED MOTION
‘I move that the City Council introduce and waive the first reading of Ordinance 4-2013.”
ATTACHMENT

Ordinance No. 4-2013.

City Council Staff Report 20f2 Subject
City Council Meeting Date
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CITY OF RANCHO CORDOVA
ORDINANCE NO. 4-2013

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL AMENDING MUNICIPAL CODE SECTION
4.22.115(A) OF CHAPTER 4.22 ENTITLED, “CARDROOMS,” TO INCREASE THE
NUMBER OF CARD TABLES THAT A LICENSED CARDROOM MAY OPERATE
OR MAINTAIN WITHIN THE CITY FROM TEN TO ELEVEN

RECITALS

WHEREAS, adoption of this Ordinance would amend Section 4.22.115(A) of the Rancho
Cordova Municipal Code to increase the number of card tables that a licensed cardroom may
operate and maintain within the City from ten (10) to a maximum of eleven (11), as authorized
by Section 19961.06 of the California Business and Professions Code; and

WHEREAS, increasing the number of card tables allowed at licensed cardrooms within
the City to eleven (11) would benefit the City by increasing revenue to the City.

THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RANCHO CORDOVA DOES ORDAIN AS
FOLLOWS:

Section 1. Amendment of Code. Section 4.22.115(A) of the Rancho Cordova Municipal Code
entitled, “Equipment — Separation,” is hereby amended to read as follows:

A. No cardroom shall maintain or operate more than 11 card tables at any one time. Tables
used during tournaments or free special events shall count toward this maximum table limit.
Chairs shall be provided for all card players. No more than 12 players shall be permitted to play
at any time at any one table. Authorized games shall not utilize dominoes, tiles, dice, spinning
wheels, electronic player-controlled machines or any other device other than the standard decks
of playing cards traditionally used for playing such games, poker chips, and the optional dealer
shoes, except, to the extent such equipment is allowed by applicable State law and/or State
regulations, such equipment shall also be allowed in the City.

Section 2. 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 3. 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
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accordance with Government Code section 36933. This Ordinance shall take effect and be
enforced thirty (30) days after its adoption.

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of Rancho Cordova on the
day of 2013 by the following vote:

AYES:
NOES:
ABSENT:

ABSTAIN:

Linda Budge, Mayor

ATTEST:

Mindy Cuppy, CMC, City Clerk

1878994.3
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I MEMORANDUM =

DATE: February 4, 2013
TO: Honorable Mayor and Council Members
FROM: Jessica Jordan, Senior Planner

SUBJECT: CLEAR CHANNEL OUTDOOR DIGITAL FREEWAY SIGN CONDITIONAL USE
PERMIT AND OPERATING AGREEMENT; PROJECT NO. DD7403 -
LOCATED AT 11335, 11347 FOLSOM BOULEVARD.

PROPERTY OWNER:

HCF Incorporated

10411 Old Placerville Road #215
Sacramento, CA 95827-2538

APPLICANT/DEVELOPER:
Clear Channel Outdoor

Mr. Michael Wagener

401 Slobe Avenue
Sacramento, CA 95815

FILE: DD 7403

PLANNER: Jessica Jordan

PROJECT: The applicant is requesting a Conditional Use Permit and Operating
Agreement for a digital freeway sign at the Sports Complex project site (APN
069-0130-008, -017). Activities at this location will include conversion of an
existing traditional billboard to a digital freeway sign. The conversion will rely
upon the existing billboard sign structure, covering the existing pole in
decorative cladding, and changing out the existing sign faces to smaller,
digital display areas. The sign will not move in an east/west direction nor will
it get any closer to Highway 50. Additionally, the existing electronic sign
located on the site’s monument sign will be removed. The project will also
include removal of a traditional billboard located at the southeast corner of
Folsom Boulevard and Zinfandel Drive.

LOCATION: 11335, 11347 Folsom Boulevard
APN: APN 069-0130-008, -017

RECOMMENDATION

Adopt Resolution 13-2013.

RESULT OF RECOMMENDED ACTION

Approval of the proposed action will allow the Applicant to refurbish the existing traditional
Billboard located along the south side of Highway 50 at the Sports Complex to a Digital Freeway
Sign in the same location (11335, 11347 Folsom Boulevard). The action will also require the
removal of the existing electronic sign located on the Sports Complex’s monument sign and the
removal of the traditional Billboard located at the southeast corner of Folsom Boulevard and
Zinfandel Drive. The Operating Agreement will also provide the City with additional community

benefits.

City Council Staff Report
February 4, 2013

10f4 Clear Channel Outdoor Digital Freeway Sign
Conditional Use Permit and Operating Agreement
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BACKGROUND

The Sports Complex site is located on the south side of Highway 50 at 11335 Folsom
Boulevard, approximately one half mile east of the Sunrise/Highway 50 interchange. The site,
known as the Sports Complex, is fully developed with several industrial buildings used mainly
for indoor recreation such as rock climbing, gymnastics, and soccer, a shared parking lot, and
landscaping. As proposed, the project will refurbish the existing traditional Billboard, located at
the northeastern most corner of the parcel. The existing Billboard is 60 feet in height and has
two sign faces that are 864 square feet each.

ports Complex

City Council Staff Report 20f4 Clear Channel Outdoor Digital Freeway Sign
February 4, 2013 Conditional Use Permit and Operating Agreement
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PROJECT ANALYSIS

The proposed Conditional Use Permit and Operating Agreement will allow installation of a digital
freeway sign at the existing Billboard at the Sports Complex. The conversion will rely upon the
existing billboard sign structure, covering the existing pole in decorative cladding, and changing
out the existing sign faces to smaller, 672 square foot digital display areas. The sign will not
move in an east/west direction nor will it get any closer to Highway 50. A rendering of the sign
is below. Additional, more detailed exhibits are provided in Attachment 1.
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The proposed Digital Freeway Sign is subject to the development standards in Section
23.743.150 of the Zoning Code. The Code includes limitations on the height, size, and sign
structure and pole cladding design. As proposed, the Digital Freeway Sign complies with all of
these standards. Additionally, message display, timing, and lighting standards are documented
within the project conditions of approval and Operating Agreement terms. Installation of the
sign will not result in the removal of any existing landscaping or vegetation nor will the site
aesthetics be drastically altered since the sign will be slightly smaller and in the same location
as the existing Billboard.

In addition to the above described development standards, the Applicant is required to assure
the permanent removal of at least one legally existing Billboard within the City. As identified
above, the project includes removal of the existing on-site electronic sign (located on the Sports
Complex’s monument sign) and the removal of the existing Billboard at the southeast corner of
Zinfandel Drive and Folsom Boulevard.

City Council Staff Report 3of4 Clear Channel Outdoor Digital Freeway Sign
February 4, 2013 Conditional Use Permit and Operating Agreement
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The Operating Agreement will memorialize the signs to be removed as part of the project as
well as the City’s access to the sign for community messaging and safety messaging systems
(such as Amber Alert). In addition to these items, the Operating Agreement lays out the added
community benefit of monetary contributions to the City resulting from installation of the Digital
Freeway Sign. Standards of operation and maintenance of the sign are also included. The full
Operating Agreement is included in Attachment 1, Exhibit D.

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW

A Negative Declaration/Initial Study was prepared and circulated for public review from
December 21, 2012 through January 22, 2013. The Negative Declaration/Initial Study did not
identify any possible significant environmental impacts that would result from implementation of
the proposed project. One comment was received during the public review period from the
Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board (CVRWQCB). The comment letter
reiterates the existing standards for construction projects, which apply to all development
projects, and are confirmed through the building permit process. The letter did not identify any
possible significant impacts resulting from the project nor do any comments change the
conclusions that were reached within the Negative Declaration/Initial Study. No further
environmental review of the project is required at this time. The Negative Declaration/Initial
Study is included as Exhibit A to Attachment 1.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS TO CITY

There are no significant negative cost implications to the City for this project. In entering into
the Operating Agreement, the City will receive an initial Signing Bonus. The Applicant will also
be responsible for a monthly fee paid to the City when the Digital Freeway Sign begins
operations.

RECOMMENDED MOTION

Move the City Council adopt Resolution ##-2013 adopting the Negative Declaration and
approving the Clear Channel Outdoor Digital Freeway Sign — Project No. DD 7403 — Conditional
Use Permit and Operating Agreement, subject to the attached Negative Declaration (Exhibit A),
Conditions of Approval (Exhibit B), Design Package (Exhibit C), and Operating Agreement
(Exhibit D).

ATTACHMENTS

1. Resolution 13-2012 consisting of the Negative Declaration (Exhibit A), Conditions of
Approval (Exhibit B), Design Package (Exhibit C), and Operating Agreement (Exhibit D).
2. 500’ radius map and mailing labels.

City Council Staff Report 4 of 4 Clear Channel Outdoor Digital Freeway Sign
February 4, 2013 Conditional Use Permit and Operating Agreement
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ATTACHMENT 1

CITY OF RANCHO CORDOVA
RESOLUTION NO. 13-2013

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RANCHO CORDOVA
ADOPTING THE NEGATIVE DECLARATION AND APPROVING THE CLEAR
CHANNEL OUTDOOR DIGITAL FREEWAY SIGN CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT
AND OPERATING AGREEMENT - DD7403

WHEREAS, the applicant for the Clear Channel Outdoor Digital Freeway Sign project
(“Project”) has applied to the City of Rancho Cordova (“City”) for a Conditional Use Permit and
Operating Agreement for the installation of a Digital Freeway Sign, located at 11335, 11347
Folsom Boulevard; and

WHEREAS, the City’s Zoning Code allows for the installation of Digital Freeway Signs in
certain specified locations and subject to specific development standards; and

WHEREAS, the proposed project has been analyzed and complies with all applicable
development standards identified in the City’s Zoning Code; and

WHEREAS, the City determined that the project was subject to the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and prepared an Initial Study pursuant to CEQA, attached
hereto as Exhibit A and incorporated herein by reference, evaluating the potential
environmental effects of the project; and

WHEREAS, the City determined the project would not result in any environmental
impacts as identified in the Negative Declaration/Initial Study; and

WHEREAS, the City distributed the Notice of Intent to Adopt the Negative Declaration on
December 21, 2012 and the Notice was published in the Grapevine Independent, posted at the
Sacramento County Clerk’s Office, distributed through the State Clearinghouse, and posted at
the City offices, pursuant to CEQA Guidelines, Section 15072. A 30-day review and comment
period for the Negative Declaration opened on December 21, 2012 and closed January 22,
2013. The Negative Declaration was made available to the public during this review period; and

WHEREAS, the City received one written comment letter within the 30-day public review
period and responded to the comment in the project staff report; and

WHEREAS, the City has considered the comment received during the public review
period and it does not alter the conclusions in the Initial Study and Negative Declaration; and

WHEREAS, the City Council has reviewed the Initial Study, and the Negative
Declaration and find that these documents reflect its independent judgment; and

WHEREAS, on February 4, 2013, the City Council held a properly noticed public hearing

at which it received a report from City staff, oral and written testimony from the public, and
deliberated on the item.

Resolution No. 13-2013 Page 1 of 3
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ATTACHMENT 1

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

Section 1.
Resolution.

Section 2.

Recitals. The foregoing recitals are true and correct and made a part of this

Findings. The City Council hereby finds that:

A. CEQA Compliance. The City has reviewed and considered the proposed project and
has determined that the project will not have a significant effect on the environment, with
substantial supporting evidence provided in the Initial Study. The City prepared and
hereby adopts the attached Negative Declaration, as Exhibit A for this project, and will
file a Notice of Determination with the appropriate County agency.

B. Conditional Use Permit. In order for a CUP to be granted for the Digital Freeway Sign,
the project must meet the required findings documented in Code Section 23.134.030.
The following are each of the required findings and the evidence to support them:

a.

Finding: The site size, dimensions, location, topography, and access are
adequate for the needs of the proposed use, considering the proposed building
mass, parking, traffic, noise, vibration, exhaust/emissions, light, glare, erosion,
odor, dust, visibility, safety, and aesthetic considerations.

Evidence: The project site is already developed with an existing Billboard. The
proposed project will refurbish this existing Billboard in place and will not alter
any aspect of the developed site. Site access, topography, and location are
optimal for proposed Digital Freeway Sign. The sign would have a light sensor
and automatic brightness control that would eliminate excessive brightness and
glare during night hours.

Finding: The negative impacts of the proposed use on adjacent properties and on
the public can be mitigated through application of other Code standards or other
reasonable conditions of approval.

Evidence: No substantial negative impacts to adjacent properties are anticipated
as a result of this project. The aesthetics of the area will remain mainly the
same, with an existing traditional Billboard being replaced, in place, with a Digital
Freeway Sign of similar height and area. Standards regarding sign illumination
and messaging standards will ensure that no negative or visually confusing
effects are caused by the proposed sign.

Finding:  All required public facilities have adequate capacity to serve the
proposal.

Evidence: The existing Billboard has access to electricity, which will be
upgraded to support the proposed Digital Freeway Sign. No additional public
facilities are required by the project.

. Finding: The project meets the requirements of the Zoning Code including

development standards, design guidelines, and special use provisions.

Resolution No. 13-2013 Page 2 of 3
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ATTACHMENT 1

Evidence: The proposed project has been analyzed and is consistent with all
applicable Code standards as demonstrated in Exhibits B and C. The
Applicant’'s proposed Operating Agreement, attached as Exhibit D and
incorporated herein, will cause the Digital Freeway Sign to comply with the
applicable standards.

. Finding: If structures and site plans are considered nonconforming, the elements

of a project that are nonconforming have been brought into compliance with the
Zoning Code.

Evidence: The project is not considered nonconforming.

C. Operating Agreement. The Applicant has proposed and is entering into an Operating

day of

AYES:

NOES:

ABSENT:

ABSTAIN:

ATTEST:

Agreement with the City to memorialize the proposed sign and regulate usage of the
sign. On February 21, 2013 (the effective date of Ordinance 23-2012, adopted by the
City Council on January 22, 2013), the Operating Agreement requirement becomes a
voluntary option for Digital Freeway Signs approvals. The Applicant is aware that
Operating Agreements will no longer be required for approval of a Digital Freeway Sign,
however, the Applicant has voluntarily proposed this Operating Agreement and the
terms are acceptable to the Applicant and the City.

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of Rancho Cordova on the __

, 2013 by the following vote:

Linda Budge, Mayor

Mindy Cuppy, CMC, City Clerk

Resolution No. 13-2013 Page 3 of 3
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EXHIBIT A
Exhibit A

\=] 2729 Prospect Park Drive
: % Rancho Cordova, CA 95670
Wil>=  (916) 851-8750
Fax (916) 853-1691

www.cityofranchocordova.org

A NEGATIVE DECLARATION

SUMMERSET ASSISTED LIVING FACILITY,

LEAD AGENCY:

PROJECT TITLE:

PROJECT LOCATION:

PROJECT DESCRIPTION:

FINDINGS/DETERMINATION:

PROJECT DD-7403

February 4, 2013

City of Rancho Cordova Planning Department
Jessica Jordan, 916-851-8756

2729 Prospect Park Drive

Rancho Cordova, CA 95670

Clear Channel! Outdoor Digital Freeway Sign Conditional Use Permit and
Operating Agreement

The proposed project is located at the existing Sports Complex at 11335
and 11347 Folsom Boulevard, on the south side of Highway 50,
approximately 3,200 feet east of the Sunrise Boulevard/Highway 50
eastbound on-ramp. (APNs: 069-0130-008, -017).

The project consists of conversion of the existing traditional Billboard
located at the northeastern corner of the subject parcel, to a digital
freeway sign in the same location. The proposed Digital Freeway Sign
will be 55 feet in height. The digital display area will be double sided and
will be 14 feet by 48 feet or 672 square feet. In addition to development
of the Digital Freeway Sign, the project will include removal of an existing
traditional Billboard, located at the southeast corner of Folsom Boulevard
and Zinfandel Drive and the existing Sports Complex electronic sign

The City has reviewed and considered the proposed project and has
determined that the project will not have a significant effect on the
environment, with substantial supporting evidence provided in the
attached Initial Study.
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Notice of Completion & Environmental Document Transmittal
Mail 1o: State Clearinghouse, PO, Box 304:4, Sacramento, CA 9SRI2-3044 (910) 445-0613
For Hand Deliverv/Streer Address: 1400 Tenth Street. Sacramento, CA 95814

SCH #

Project Title: Clear Channel Digital Freeway Sign Conditional Use Permil and Operating Agreemenl

Contact Persons Jessica Jordan
Phone 916-851-8756

[.cad Agency: City of Rancho Cordova
Mailing Addiess: 2729 Prospect Park Drive

City: Rancho Cordova o Zip 95670 Counts - Sacramento

Project Location: County:Sacramenlo s\ vanest Con . Rancho Coraova o
Cross Sireets: Folsom Boulevard, Citrus Road Zu Code 85670
Longiucde/Latitude (degrees, minutes and seconds: g N AW Towd Aares. 001

Assessor's Parcel No..069-0130-008, -017 Section Twp Ratnge BRI

Within 2 Miles:  Stale [wy it 90

Alrports: N/A

Walerwuys: N/A )
Ruilwuys: Sac Reglonal Transil

Sehools: N/A

Document Type:
CLQA: [ Nop
(] Early Cons
Nee Dee
[J Mit Neg Dec

(] Draft BIR

[} Supplement/Subseguent EIR
(Prior SCI{ No.)

Other:

NEPAD [ NOI

] A

] Vv BIS
(] IFONSI

Other: [ Joint Document
[7] Final Document

] Other o

— . -

Local Action Type:

[ ] General Plan Updale

(] General Plan Amendment
(] General Plan Element

] Community Plan

() Rezone Anrneation
E] Prezone

X] Usce Permit

[] rand Division (Subdivision. cte )

Specihic Plan

Master Plan

Planned Unit Development
Site Plan

Redevelopmen
Coastad Permul
Other:Agreement

Development Type:

(] Residential: Unils Acres

[C1oftice: Sq.ft Acres Iimplovees [ Transportation

[ Commercial:Sq. (. Acres limploycees [ Mining,

[ ] Industrial: Sg.lt Acres Fmplovees [ 3 Power

[ zduecavionade B Wi Tresime

() Recreational: [ azardons Wast

) Water Faciliies: Type MGD [ Others

Project Issues Discussed in Document.

Acsthetie/Visual [ Fisca X Recreanan/Put ks X\ cectalion

X} Agriculral Land

[X] Air Quality
Archeological/l listorical
[X] Biological Resources

[X} 1tood Plain/llooding
[X] Forest Land/Fire Hazard
(%) Gealogic/Seismic

[X] Minerals

X! Schoals/Universitios

(%] Septic Systems

[X] Sewer Capacity

Soil Frosion/Campaction/Grading

[X] Wares Quahiy

[X] Water Suppls/Groundwater
[X] Welkind/Riparian

[X] Groswth tnducement

Noise [X] Solid Waste
Population/Housing Balance [X] Toxic/l lazardous
Public Services/Facilitics [X] TrafTic/Circulation

@ [.and Usc
Cumulative Elfects
Other:GHG Emissions

[J Coastal Zonc
[X] Drainage/Absorption
(] Feonomic/Jobs
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Project Description: (pleasc use a separate page il necessary)
Conditional Use Permit and Operating Agreement for a digital freeway sign at the Sporns Complex project site AAPN
069-0130-008, -017). Activities at this location will include conversion of an existing taditional billboard 1o o digital frecway

sign. The conversion will rely upon the existing billboard sign structure, covering the existing pole i decorative cladding, and
changing out the existing sign faces to smaller, digilal display dreas s Figure 43 The sign wili notmoye man cdstimest
direction nor will it get any closer to Highway 50. Addilionally, the existing elecironic sign iocated on the site’s monument sign
will be removed. As required by the Zoning Code standards requlaling digital frecway signs, the projoct wiil also include
removal of a traditional billboard located at the southeast corner of Folsom Boulevard and Zinfandel Drive,

Nete: The Stare Cleanmehonse voll axsiondesigication manbecs los allpews projeces 1a SCi Jaonher aiteady v for apotec feow Nadtce of Pieparatton or
previais drafl doduend please il
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NOTICE OF INTENT TO ADOPT

A NEGATIVE DECLARATION/INITIAL STUDY FOR
CLEAR CHANNEL DIGITAL FREEWAY SIGN CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT AND
OPERATING AGREEMENT, PROJECT DD-7403

LEAD AGENCY:

PROJECT TITLE:

PROJECT LOCATION:

PROJECT DESCRIPTION:

FINDINGS/DETERMINATION:

PUBLIC REVIEW PERIOD:

PUBLIC HEARING:

December 21, 2012

City of Rancho Cordova Planning Department
Jessica Jordan, 916-851-8756

2729 Prospect Park Drive

Rancho Cordova, CA 95670

Clear Channel Digital Freeway Sign Conditional Use Permit and
Operating Agreement Project

The proposed project 15 located at ine exishing Sports Complex at 11335
ana 11347 Tolsom Boulevard on the south side of Highway 50.
approximalely 3.200 feet easl of the Sunnse Boulevard/Highway 50

easlbound on-ramp {APNs 068-0138-008 0173

The project consists of conversion of the cxisting rachtional Billboard
located al lhe northeaslorn corner of the supect sarcet to a digial
freeway sign in the same location  Ihe proposed (mgnzl Freeway Sign
will be 5% feet in haight. The digial display area will be double sided and
will be 14 fec! by 48 feet or 672 square feel  In addition 1o development
of the Digital Freeway Sign, the project will include remaova. of an existing
iraditional Billboard, located al the southeast corner of Folsom Boulevard
and Zinfandel Drive and the existing Sports Complex electronic sign

The Cily has reviewed and considered the proposed project and has
dotermined that the project will no! have & sign ct on lhe

ficant efie
environment. with substantial supporling evidence provided in the Initial
Study Ihe City hereby prepares and propeses (o adept a Negative
Declaration lor this project

A 30-day public review period for the Negative Declaration/ Initial Study
will commence on December 21, 2012 and will end on January 22, 2013
for interested individuals and public agencies lo submil witlen comments
on the document Any wrilten comments on lhe Negalive
Declaration/Initial Sludy should be sent to the atlention of Jessica Jordan
and must be received at 2729 Prospect Park Drive. Ranche Cordova. CA
95670 by 5:00 PM on January 22, 2013, Wrilten comments may also be
submilled via email to jjordan@cityofranchocerdova org  Copies of the
Negalive Declaration/lnhal Study are avadable for review al RRancho
Cordova City Hall a1 272G Prospect Park Dove Rangno Cordova CA and
online at www . cityofranchocordova.org

The proposed preject 1s entatively scheduiod 1o nt near by ne City of
Rancho Cordove Cily Council or 1-ob y o4 2013 An additional
separate public notice wiit be provided for s aublic heanng

L LRUER
sy
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CLEAR CHANNEL OUTDOOR DIGITAL
FREEWAY SIGN CONDITIONAL USE
PERMIT AND OPERATING
AGREEMENT PROJECT

Initial Study/Negative Declaration

"CALIFORNIA
Incorporated 2003

2729 Prospect Park Drive
Rancho Cordova, CA 95670

December 2012
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EXHIBIT A

INITIAL STUDY/NEGATIVE DECLARATION
FOR

CLEAR CHANNEL OUTDOOR DIGITAL FREEWAY
SIGN CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT AND

OPERATING AGREEMENT PROJECT
CITY OF RANCHO CORDOVA, CALIFORNIA

Prepared by:

THE CITY OF RANCHO CORDOVA
2729 Prospect Park Drive
Rancho Cordova, CA 95670
Phone: (916) 851-8700
Fax: (916) 851-8787

DECEMBER 2012
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1.1 INTRODUCTION AND REGULATORY GUIDANCE

This document is an Initial Study and Negative Declaration (IS/ND) prepared pursuant to the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) for the proposed Clear Channel Digital Freeway
Sign Conditional Use Permit and Operating Agreement project (hereafter referred to as the
proposed project). This IS/ND has been prepared in accordance with CEQA, Public Resources
Code Section 21000 et seq., and the State CEQA Guidelines.

An inifial study is conducted by a lead agency to determine if a project may have a significant
effect on the environment. In accordance with the CEQA Guidelines, Section 15064, an
environmental impact report (EIR) must be prepared if the initial study indicates that the
proposed project under review may have a potentially significant impact on the environment. A
negative declaration may be prepared instead, if the lead agency prepares a written
statement describing the reasons why a proposed project would not have a significant effect on
the environment and therefore why it does not require the preparation of an EIR (CEQA
Guidelines Section 15371). According to CEQA Guidelines Section 15070, a negative declaration
shall be prepared for a project subject to CEQA when either:

a) The Initial Study shows there is no substantial evidence, in light of the whole record
before the agency, that the proposed project may have a significant effect on the
environment, or

b) The Initial Study identified potentially significant effects, but:

1)  Revisions in the project plans or proposals made by or agreed to by the applicant
before the proposed negative declaration is released for public review would
avoid the effects or mitigate the effects to a point where clearly no significant
effects would occur, and

2) There is no substantial evidence, in light of the whole record before the agency,
that the proposed project as revised may have a significant effect on the
environment.

In this case, the Initial Study shows that there is no substantial evidence, in the light of the whole
record, that the proposed project may have a significant effect on the environment. Therefore,
a Negative Declaration has been prepared.

The Rancho Cordova City Council certified the Rancho Cordova General Plan EIR (GP EIR) on
June 26, 2006 (State Clearinghouse Number 2005022137). The GP EIR was prepared as a
program EIR pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15168.

The proposed project is within the scope of activities and land uses studied in the GP EIR.
However, specific information about the proposed project was not known at the time of the
preparation of the GP EIR, and the project-specific impacts resulting from implementation of the
proposed project were not fully identified in the GP EIR. Therefore, additional analysis and
potential mitigation of the environmental effects of the proposed project are required. CEQA
Guidelines Section 15183 provides guidance as to the scope of this subsequent analysis. CEQA
Guidelines Section 15183 states:

a) CEQA mandates that projects which are consistent with the development density
established by existing zoning, community plan, or general plan policies for which an
EIR was certified shall not require additional environmental review, except as might be
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necessary to examine whether there are project-specific significant effects which are
peculiar to the project or its site. This streamlines the review of such projects and
reduces the need to prepare repetitive environmental studies.

b) In approving a project meeting the requirements of this section, a public agency shall
limit its examination of environmental effects to those, which the agency determines, in
an Initial Study or other analysis:

1)  Are peculiar to the project or the parcel on which the project would be located.

2)  Were not analyzed as significant effects in a prior EIR on the zoning action,
general plan, or community plan, with which the project is consistent.

3) Are potentially significant off-site impacts and cumulative impacts which were
not discussed in the prior EIR prepared for the general plan, community plan or
zoning action, or

4)  Are previously identified significant effects which, as a result of substantial new
information which was not known at the fime the EIR was certified, are
determined to have a more severe adverse impact than discussed in the prior
EIR.

This IS/ND addresses project-specific impacts that were not fully addressed in the GP EIR.
Additionally, this IS/ND summarizes the City’s findings relating to the GP EIR and how the criteria
set forth in CEQA Guidelines Section 15183 have been met.

The GP EIR analyzed the environmental effects of the implementation of the twelve policy
elements of the General Plan. The twelve policy elements concentrated on providing policy
guidance in the following areas:

e Land Use e Infrastructure, Services, and Finance
e Urban Design e Natural Resources

e Economic Development e Cultural and Historic Resources

e Housing e Safety

e Circulation e Air Quality

e Open Space, Parks, and Trails Noise

In adopting the General Plan and certifying the GP EIR as complete and adequate, the City
Council adopted findings of fact and a statement of overriding considerations for those impacts
that could not be mitigated to less than significant levels.

Impacts deemed in the GP EIR to be significant and unavoidable included the following:

e Conflicts with applicable land use plans

e Various impacts on agricultural land

e Conflicts with Williamson Act contracts

e Substantial population, housing, and employment growth
o Deficient traffic level of service by 2030

¢ Worsening of already unacceptable operations on US-50
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o Conflicts with the Regional Ozone Afttainment Plan

¢ Significant construction-based pollutant emissions

¢ Significant operational pollutant emissions

e Significant emissions of toxic air contaminants

e Creation of construction, fraffic, and operational noise above standards

e Creation of new noise-sensitive land uses within airport noise areas

o Loss of availability of aggregate resources

e Impacts on water supply (both availability of water and infrastructure required)
e Impacts to habitat and individuals of special-status species

¢ Impacts to raptors, migratory birds, and other wildlife

e Impacts to jurisdictional waters of the United States

¢ Impacts to animal movement corridors

e Loss of native and landmark trees

e Disturbance of cultural resources and human remains

e Environmental impacts resulting from the need for more wastewater infrastructure
¢ Degradation of the existing visual character of the area

The GP EIR also identified several cumulative impacts that would be cumulatively considerable
and significant and unavoidable, including the following:

e Conflicts with area land use plans

e Conversion of farmland to other uses and agricultural/urban interface conflicts
e Substantial population, housing, and employment growth

e Significant impacts to area traffic level of service

e Increases in regional ozone and particulate matter emissions

e Increases in regional traffic and operational noise

e Cumulative loss of mineral resources

e Increased regional demand for water supply and need for water infrastructure
e Cumulative loss of biological resources

e Cumulative loss of cultural resources

e Increases in wastewater freatment capacity and infrastructure

e Changes in area visual character and landscape

Detailed information regarding both the project impacts and cumulative impacts identified
above is included in the GP ER. The GP ER is available online at
http://gp.cityofranchocordova.org and on request at the City af the following address:

City of Rancho Cordova
Planning Department
2729 Prospect Park Drive
Rancho Cordova, CA 95670

In accordance with CEQA Guidelines Section 15183, a discussion of each of the impacts found
to be significant in the GP EIR and the relative impact of the proposed project in each of those
categories is provided in this IS/ND. This IS/ND incorporates the GP EIR by reference.
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1.2 LEAD AGENCY

The lead agency is the public agency with primary responsibility over a proposed project.

As the project is to be carried out by a private development company and as the City of
Rancho Cordova has general governmental powers over the proposed project, the lead
agency for the proposed project is the City of Rancho Cordova.

1.3 PURPOSE AND ORGANIZATION OF THE DOCUMENT

The purpose of this IS/ND is to evaluate the potential environmental impacts of the proposed
project.

This document is divided into the following secftions:

1.0 Intfroduction — Provides an infroduction and describes the purpose and organization of
this document.

2.0 Project Description — Provides a detailed description of the proposed project.

3.0 Environmental Setting, Impacts, and Mitigation Measures — Describes the environmental
setting for each of the environmental subject areas (as described in Appendix G of the CEQA
Guidelines), evaluates a range of impacts classified as “no impact,” “less than significant
impact,” or “less than significant impact with mitigation incorporated” in response to the
environmental checklist, and provides mitigation measures, where appropriate, to mitigate
potentially significant impacts to a less than significant level.

4.0 Cumulative Impacts — Provides a discussion of cumulative impacts of the proposed
project.

5.0 Determination — Provides the environmental determination for the proposed project.

6.0 Report Preparation and Consultations — Identifies staff and consultants responsible for
preparation of this document.

7.0 References - Provides a list of references used to prepare the IS/ND.
1.4 REGULATORY FRAMEWORK AND ASSUMPTIONS

The proposed project is subject to the policies and designations of the City of Rancho Cordova
General Plan (hereafter referred to as the General Plan). For the purposes of this document, GP
EIR refers to the entirety of the General Plan EIR, GP FEIR refers to the Final EIR for the General
Plan, and GP DEIR refers to the Draft EIR for the General Plan. The proposed project is also
subject to the applicable provisions of the City's Municipal Code, California Building Code, and
other local, state, and federal regulations related to digital freeway signs.
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PROJECT DESCRIPTION
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2.1 PROJECT LOCATION

The proposed project includes development of one digital freeway sign at the project site
located in the eastern portion of the city, near the Highway 50 corridor (see Figure 1). The
project site, referred to as the Sports Complex site, is located at 11335 and 11347 Folsom
Boulevard, on the south side of Highway 50, approximately 3,200 feet east of the Sunrise
Boulevard/Highway 50 eastbound on-ramp. The existing traditional billboard, located at the
northeastern corner of the subject property, will be converted in place to a digital freeway sign
(see Figure 2).

In addition to development of a digital freeway sign, the proposed project includes removal of
one existing fraditional billooard and one existing electronic sign. The billboard to be removed is
shown in Figure 3.

e The existing billboard to be removed is located at the southeast corner of Zinfandel Drive
and Folsom Boulevard.

e The existing electronic sign to be removed is located on the Sports Complex site, on the
site’s existing monument sign, approximately 275 feet west of the existing billboard on
site.

The physical result of each sign's installation or removal is analyzed in Sectfions 3 and 4 of this
document.

2.2 PROJECT CHARACTERISTICS
The proposed project includes the following activities:

¢ Conditional Use Permit and Operating Agreement for a digital freeway sign af the Sports
Complex project site (APN 069-0130-008 and -017). Activities at this location will include
conversion of an existing traditional billooard to a digital freeway sign. The conversion will
rely on the existing billooard sign structure, covering the existing pole in decorative
cladding, and changing out the existing sign faces to smaller, digital display areas (see
Figure 4). The sign will not move in an east/west direction nor will it get any closer to
Highway 50. Additionally, the existing electronic sign located on the site’'s monument sign
will be removed. As required by the Zoning Code standards regulating digital freeway
signs, the project will also include removal of a fraditional billboard located at the
southeast corner of Folsom Boulevard and Zinfandel Drive.

The Sports Complex site is located within the City's Digital Freeway Signs Overlay area, as
identified in Figure 23.743-8 of the Zoning Code. The project site and the surrounding areas are
zoned Light Industrial (M-1). The Sports Complex site is fully developed with several industrial
buildings used mainly for indoor recreation such as rock climbing, gymnastics, and soccer, a
shared parking lot, and landscaping.

The proposed digital freeway sign is 55 feet in height and will have two digital display areas,
measuring 14 feet by 48 feet for a sign area of 672 square feet on each side. Decorative pole
cladding will surround the pole base. The sign faces will be oriented for optfimal viewing by
travelers along Highway 50 and Folsom Boulevard. Each sign will provide digital messaging, at a
change frequency of no less than 8 seconds per message, mainly for commercial enterprise. The
sign will also provide emergency responders and the City with access to the message board for
emergency messaging (such as Amber Alerts) and other community messaging.
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The highest level of illumination, approximately 10 foot-candles, occurs immediately
perpendicular fo and at the sign face. Foot-candles taper off with distance from the sign face;
at 250 feet, illumination will be no more than 0.3 foot-candles, basically equal to ambient light
levels. llumination is directed such that minimal light spill will occur on either side or the top or
bottom of the sign face. The project applicant indicates that the digital freeway sign would be
provided 100 amp (amperage) service from the electricity provider. This is approximately one-
half of the amperage provided to most residential homes (200 amperage). The sign is estimated
to utilize, based on the current technology, approximately 120,000 kilowatt-hours (kWh) per year
of electricity, based on a monthly average of 10,000 kWh, similar in annual demand to a very
active residential home or a large office building.

Overall construction of the proposed sign will take approximately 1 week to complete. It is
anficipated that construction will occur within 4 to 5 days to allow for upgrades to the sign face
structure to support the digital displays and placement of the pole cladding. Because
construction at the Sports Complex will rely on the existing footing and pole base, no substantial
ground disturbance is anficipated. Activities will simply require a crane and minor ground
disturbance related to power equipment upgrades at the site.

The proposed removal of the traditional billboard will include removal of the footing below
grade, some filling in of the area where the pole was installed, and a return of the surface to
that of the surrounding area, which involves repaving in the surrounding developed commercial
center.

2.3 REQUIRED PROJECT APPROVALS
The proposed project consists of the following application requests:
e Conditional Use Permit and Operating Agreement for a digital freeway sign located at

the Sports Complex project site (11335 and 11347 Folsom Boulevard, APN 069-0130-008
and -017)

Following issuance of the City's Conditional Use Permit approval and building permit for each
sign, the applicant would apply for and be issued a permit from the California Department of
Transportation (Caltrans) prior to sign installation.
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Figure 2
Sports Complex Sign Location
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EXHIBIT A

INTRODUCTION

This section provides an evaluation of the potential environmental impacts of the proposed
project, including the CEQA Mandatory Findings of Significance. There are 17 specific
environmental issues evaluated in this chapter. Cumulative impacts to these issues are
evaluated in Section 4.0. The environmental issues evaluated in this chapterinclude:

Aesthetics Land Use and Planning
Agriculture Resources Mineral Resources
Air Quality Noise

Biological Resources

Cultural Resources

Geology and Soils

Greenhouse Gas Emissions
Hazards and Hazardous Materials
Hydrology and Water Quality

Population and Housing
Public Services

Recreation
Transportation/Traffic
Utilities and Service Systems

For each issue area, one or two of five conclusions is made, as appropriate:

No Impact: No project-related impact to the environment would occur with project
development.

Less than Significant Impact: The proposed project would not result in a substantial and
adverse change in the environment. This impact level does not require mitigation
measures.

Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated: The proposed project would
result in an environmental impact or effect that is potentially significant, but the
incorporation of mitigation measure(s) would reduce the project-related impact to a less
than significant level.

Potentially Significant Impact: The proposed projects would result in an environmental
impact or effect that is potentially significant. If there are one or more “Potentially
Significant Impact” entries when the determination is made, an EIR is required.

Reviewed Under Previous Document: The impact has been adequately addressed in
previous environmental documents, and further analysis is not required. The discussion will
include reference to the previous documents.

99

AGENDA ITEM 15.1



3.2

10.

11.

INITIAL ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY

Project Title:

Lead Agency Name and Address:

Contact Person and Phone Number:

Project Location:

Project Sponsor's Name and Address:

Current Zoning:

General Plan Designation:
APN Number(s):
Description of the Project:

Surrounding Land Uses and Setting:

EXHIBIT A 100

Clear Channel Digital Freeway Sign
Conditional Use Permit and Operating
Agreement

City of Rancho Cordova
2729 Prospect Park Place
Rancho Cordova, CA 95670

Jessica Jordan; (916) 851-8756

The Sports Complex project site is located at
11335 and 11347 Folsom Boulevard, on the
south side of Highway 50, east of Sunrise
Boulevard, in the City of Rancho Cordova.

Removal of an existing billboard will occur
at the southeast corner of Folsom Boulevard
and Zinfandel Drive. An existing electronic
message board will be removed at the
Sports Complex project site.

Clear Channel Outdoor
Michael Wagener

401 Slobe Avenue
Sacramento, CA 95815
(916) 414-2907

Light Industrial (M-1)
Digital Freeway Signs Overlay area

Folsom Boulevard Planning Area
069-0130-008 and -017
See Section 2.2 of this IS/ND.

See Section 2.2 of this IS/ND.

Other public agencies whose approval may be required: (e.g., permits, financing
approval, or participation agreement)

1) California Department of Transportation (Caltrans)
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ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED

The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by the proposed
project, involving at least one impact that is a “Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation
Incorporated” or “Potentially Significant/Reviewed Under Previous Document” as indicated by
the checklist on the following pages.

Dooodno

Aesthetics [] Greenhouse Gas Emissions [] Population and Housing
Agriculture Resources [] Hazards and Hazardous Materials [_] Public Services

Air Quality |:| Hydrology and Water Quality |:| Recreation

Biological Resources |:| Land Use and Planning |:| Transportation/Traffic

Cultural Resources [] Mineral Resources [] Utilities and Service Systems
Geology and Soils [] Noise [[] Mandatory Findings of Significance

EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

6)

A brief explanation is required for all answers except “No Impact” answers that are
adequately supported by the information sources cited. A “No Impact” answer is
adequately supported if the referenced information sources show that the impact simply
does not apply to a project like the one involved (e.g. the project falls outside a fault
rupture zone). A “No Impact” answer should be explained where it is based on project-
specific factors as well as general standards.

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

A “Less than Significant Impact” applies when the proposed project would not result in a
substantial and adverse change in the environment. This impact level does not require
mitigation measures.

“Potentially Significant Impact” is appropriate if there is substantial evidence that an
effect is significant. If there are one or more “Potentially Significant Impact” entries when
the determination is made, an EIR is required.

“Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporation” applies where the
incorporation of mitigation measures has reduced an effect from a “Potentially
Significant Impact” to a “Less than Significant Impact.” The initial study must describe the
mitigation measures and briefly explain how they reduce the effect to a less than
significant level.

“Reviewed Under Previous Document” applies where the impact has been evaluated
and discussed in a previous document. Discussion will include reference to the previous
documents. If an impact is reviewed under a previous document, an impact of
"Potentially Significant” does not necessarily require an EIR. If the program EIR identified a
significant and unavoidable impact and the proposed project was adequately
described in the program EIR, an impact of “Potentially Significant/Reviewed Under
Previous Document” does not require an EIR, pursuant to Public Resources Code Section
21083.3.
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7) Earlier analyses may be used where, pursuant to the ftiering, program environmental
impact report, or other CEQA process, an impact has been adequately analyzed in an
earlier EIR or negative declaration.

AGENDA ITEM 15.1



103

EXHIBIT A
Less than Reviewed
Potentially Significant Less than
N . . e No Under
Significant Impact with Significant .
e oo Impact Previous
Impact Mitigation Impact
Document
Incorporated
I. AESTHETICS  Would the project:
a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista? L] ] ] X X
b) Substantially damage scenic resources, including,
but not limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and [] [] [] X X
historic buildings within a state scenic highway?
c) Substantially degrade the existing visual character or
quality of the site and its surroundings? [ O X O X
d) Create a new source of substantial light or glare that
would adversely affect day or nighttime views in the [] [] X [] X
area?

EXISTING SETTING

The proposed Sports Complex site is located within the Folsom Boulevard Planning Area and is
zoned for and predominated by industrial development. This area is surrounded by additional
industrial lands. The project site itself is developed with approximately five industrial warehouse
buildings, a shared parking lot, and landscaping. The existing billboard is located in the northeast
corner of the subject property and is visible from the Highway 50 corridor.

The billboard to be removed as part of this project is located within a developed commercial
area at the southeast corner of Zinfandel Drive and Folsom Boulevard. An existing electronic
message board, incorporated within an existing monument sign, will be removed at the Sports
Complex site. The proposed removals will have no direct effect on the existing developments
present at the respective locations.

DISCUSSION OF IMPACTS

1) No Impact/Reviewed Under Previous Document. The Rancho Cordova General Plan
Environmental Impact Report (GP EIR) identified that impacts to scenic vistas within the city
would be less than significant (GP DEIR, p. 4.13-6). The primary scenic vistas identified within
the city occur along the American River in the vicinity of the American River Parkway Plan
(GP DEIR, p. 4.13-6). The American River Parkway Plan is currently under the jurisdiction of the
Sacramento County Municipal Services Agency Department of Regional Parks, Recreation,
and Open Space. Because the American River Parkway Plan is not under the jurisdiction of
the City of Rancho Cordova, the American River Parkway cannot be modified by
development projects in the city.

The proposed project includes installation of a digital freeway sign along the Highway 50
corridor and removal of one existing traditional billboard along Folsom Boulevard. Neither
the installation nor the removal site is visible from the American River Parkway; therefore, no
impact fo scenic vistas will occur.
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No Impact/Reviewed Under Previous Document. The GP EIR found that there were no
highways within the Planning Area that were designated by state or local agencies as
“scenic highways” (GP DEIR, p. 4.13-6).

See a) above. There are no scenic highways, trees, rock outcroppings, or historic buildings in
the project area.

Less than Significant Impact/Reviewed Under Previous Document. Impacts relating to the
alteration of scenic resources in the city were identified in the GP EIR and were
predominantly associated with the urbanization of the rural and undeveloped portions of the
city and areas east of the incorporated boundaries (GP DEIR, pp. 4.13-8 through -10).
Impacts of the General Plan to visual resources were found to be significant and
unavoidable (GP DEIR, p. 4.13-10).

The proposed project includes installation of a digital freeway sign along the heavily
urbanized Highway 50 corridor and removal of one existing fraditional billboard along Folsom
Boulevard. The project is anficipated to change the visual nature and character of the
surroundings in a manner anticipated by and consistent with urbanization considered in the
General Plan.

Aside from the specific characteristics of a digital freeway sign, including illuminatfion and
changing messages, the view of the Sports Complex project site would remain essentially the
same as it is today. The digital sign face will replace the existing, traditional billboard in
place. Additionally, the existing electronic message board located on the monument sign
will be removed, reducing the electronic signage visible from this location.

Because the proposed project also includes removal of one additional existing traditional
bilboard, improvement in this specific view within the city will occur. Removal of the
bilboard at Zinfandel Drive and Folsom Boulevard will reduce visual clutter at a highly
traveled intersection.

Overall, the project will serve to reduce the overall number of billooards located within the
city limits. The City's standards for digital freeway signs ensure that these signs do not cause
substantial visual impacts by limiting their size, height, and sign face area, requiring that the
ilumination be limited to 0.3 foot-candles at 250 feet and that the light levels be responsive
to the changes in ambient light that naturally occur in a 24-hour period. Adherence to these
standards will be ensured through the Conditional Use Permit and building permit processes,
and therefore visual impacts to the site surroundings would be less than significant.

Less than Significant Impact/Reviewed Under Previous Document. Impacts relating to light
and glare were identified in the GP EIR and were related to both reflective glare from new
structures built under the General Plan and the infroduction of new sources of light
associated with development and redevelopment of the city (GP DEIR, p. 4.13-13). Areas of
the city and the City's Planning Area that are currently undeveloped would see the majority
of the impact due to the current lack of reflective surfaces and light sources in undeveloped
areas (GP DEIR, p. 4.13-14). Due to design guidelines adopted by the City and adherence to
City Policy UD.4.2, impacts of the General Plan due to light and glare were found to be less
than significant.

The proposed installation of a digital freeway sign would infroduce new and/or increased
sources of light and glare to the surrounding area. Digital billboards utilize light-emitting
diode (LED) technology fo display messages on a display screen. The proposed sign will
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include two sign faces, oriented in opposite directions, to be viewed by east- and
westbound traffic on Highway 50 and Folsom Boulevard. As required by the City's Zoning
Code, light levels of the digital billboards will not exceed 0.3 foot-candles over ambient light
levels at 250 feet from the sign face. Existing and future residential uses are more than 1,000
feet away from the Sports Complex site, which is well beyond 250 feet from the proposed
digital freeway sign. There are no other light-sensitive uses near the installation site. In order to
ensure a consistent illumination not to exceed 0.3 foot-candles, the digital freeway sign is
equipped with light sensors to adjust light conditions to respond to the changing ambient
light levels within a 24-hour period. The digital display may, in certain conditions, be brighter
in the daytime than in darkness. The signs will also be required to comply with Caltrans
standards for digital billboards, which include restrictions on lighting such that it not be
directed at motorists at an intensity or brightness that is blinding or confusing.

In addition, the proposed project also includes the removal of an existing traditional
bilboard. The traditional billooard is currently iluminated by stationary incandescent lights
(i.e., floodlights) that are simply regulated by timers. Light levels from these fixtures are not
responsive to ambient light levels and may be more impactful in ferms of additional light in a
given area than the proposed digital sign. The removal of the existing sign will serve to
reduce light and glare in the localized area around the sign location.

Given the requirement for light level control and the responsiveness of the digital freeway
sign to ambient light levels, as well as the removal of light sources from the existing traditional
billboard within the city limits, impacts related to new sources of light or glare would be less
than significant.
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Il. AGRICULTURE RESOURCES. In determining whether impacts to agricultural resources are significant environmental effects, lead agencies may
refer to the California Agricultural Land Evaluation and Site Assessment Model (1997), prepared by the California Department of Conservation as

an optional model to use in assessing impacts on agriculture and farmland. Would the project:

a)

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

[

[

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

Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest
land (as defined in Public Resources Code Section 12220(g)),
timberland (as defined by Public Resources Code Section
4526), or timberland zoned Timberland Production (as
defined by Government Code Section 51104(g)).

Result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land
to non-forest use.

Involve other changes in the existing environment, which
due to their location or nature, could result in conversion of
Farmland to nonagricultural use?

DISCUSSION OF IMPACTS

a-e)

No Impact. The proposed project is located on a site that is zoned for industrial uses and

is developed with existing, actively used light industrial buildings. Surrounding uses consist
primarily of additional commercial and industrial complexes. The project site is located
within an urban area of the city and is not adjacent to any identified farmland.
Additionally, the project site is not considered forestland, is not zoned for forestry uses,
and is not actively utilized as a forestry operation. Therefore, the proposed project does
not involve any changes in the existing environment that could result in the conversion of
farmland to nonagricultural use, result in a conflict with Wiliamson Act contract or any
existing agricultural use, or adversely impact designated forestland. There would be no

impact.
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AIR QUALITY

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

Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable
air quality plan?

[

Violate any air quality standard or contribute substantially to
an existing or projected air quality violation?

[

Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any
criteria pollutant for which the project is nonattainment
under applicable federal or state ambient air quality
standards?

Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant
concentrations?

Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of

people?

DISCUSSION OF IMPACTS

1)

Less than Significant Impact/Reviewed Under Previous Document. The Sacramento area is
currently out of compliance with federal requirements for 8-hour ozone air quality standards
and 1-hour ozone air quality standards. The region is in compliance with all other emissions
standards. The Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality Management District (SMAQMD)
released the final “Sacramento Regional Nonattainment Area 8-Hour Ozone Rate-of-
Progress Plan” (Ozone Plan) in February 2006. According fo the GP EIR, projected buildout of
the Rancho Cordova General Plan Planning Area would be consistent with the assumptions
used during preparation of the Ozone Plan (GP FEIR, pp. 4.0-5 through -6). However,
because no feasible methods currently exist to completely offset air pollutant emission
increases from land uses under the General Plan, the impact of the General Plan was
considered to be significant and unavoidable (GP FEIR, p. 4.0-6).

In order to assist local agencies and municipalities with analyzing project-specific impacts to
air quality and compliance with local air district attainment plans, the SMAQMD (2009)
published the “Guide to Air Quality Assessment in Sacramento County.” This guide includes
information on significance and mitigation for common air emissions issues. Additionally, the
SMAQMD will review all development projects, including the proposed project, fo ensure
their compliance with local, state, and federal plans. The SMAQMD does include a specific
screening standard for this type of project. However, considering the proposed project is not
a tfrip-generating land use, other than 6-8 maintenance frips to the digital sign per year, the
proposed project’s operational air quality emissions are not expected to exceed any
SMAQMD threshold. In addition to these limited maintenance trips, it is important to note that
the removal of an existing billboard included in the project will result in reduced
maintenance ftrips for that respective sign, resulting in an overall reduction of trips related to
signs in the area.
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In the short term, construction activities to install the proposed digital billboard and removal
of the existing fraditional billboard will include minimal land disturbance, which may
generate some dust or PMio (particulate matter of 10 microns in size or less) pollutants. There
is minimal ground disturbance related to upgrades of electric lines to support sign installation
in place at the Sports Complex. Construction will utilize minimal equipment for approximately
4 to 5 days. Removal of the fraditional billboard will include filling in the area where the pole
was installed and returning the surface to that of the surrounding area, which involves a
paved surface within a developed commercial center. Considering these very limited
construction activities, the proposed project’s construction-related air quality emissions are
not anticipated to exceed SMAQMD thresholds of significance.

Therefore, construction and operation of the proposed digital freeway sign would not
interfere with the SMAQMD Ozone Plan, and impacts would be less than significant.

Less than Significant Impact/Reviewed Under Previous Document. The GP EIR identified
potential air quality impacts from both construction and operation of new development in
the city (GP DEIR, pp. 4.6-17 through -26). While policies, actions, and mitigation were
included in the GP EIR, development in the Planning Area would still be intensified from
current conditions. Therefore, significant and unavoidable impacts were expected as a result
of the General Plan (GP DEIR, pp. 4.6-20 and -26).

See a) above. Sacramento County is a known area of nonattainment for state and federal
standards for carbon monoxide (CO), ozone, and partficulate matter less than 10 microns in
diameter (PMio). Construction of the proposed project would result in temporary generation
of emissions of reactive organic gases (ROG), nitrogen oxide (NOx), and PMio. Construction-
related emissions would be produced from construction equipment exhaust and minor
ground disturbance. Construction emissions from the proposed project would fall well below
the SMAQMD thresholds for NOx and PMio. According to the standards set forth in the
SMAQMD Guide to Air Quality Assessment, a site over 5.1 acres would generate PMio that
would require mitigation. The proposed project does not require grading and in turn would
not exceed threshold PMio levels from soil erosion and dust generation. This impact would be
less than significant.

Less than Significant Impact/Reviewed Under Previous Document. The GP EIR identified that
increases in ozone precursors (NOx and ROG) would result in significant and unavoidable
impacts on the region’s status of nonafttainment (GP DEIR, pp. 4.6-17 through -26). See q)
and b) above for more information on the GP EIR findings related to ozone precursors.

See a) and b) above for project-specific discussion. This impact is considered less than
significant.

Less than Significant Impact/Reviewed Under Previous Document. Sensitive receptors are
those parts of the population that can be severely impacted by air pollution. Sensitive
receptors include children, the elderly, and the infirm. The GP EIR identified potential impacts
to sensitive receptors due to both mobile and stationary sources of toxic air contaminants
(TACs) and odors. Impacts of the General Plan from TACs were reduced by City policies and
action items, but the impact remained significant and unavoidable (GP DEIR, p. 4.6-31).
Impacts to sensitive receptors from exposure to odors were reduced by City policies and
action items to a less than significant level (GP DEIR, p. 4.6-33).

See a) and b) above for project-specific discussion. Project construction would include
minimal emissions from construction equipment. The digital freeway sign will be located
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within an existing industrial development, not in close proximity to any specific sensitive
receptors. The impact would be less than significant.

No Impact. The proposed digital freeway sign does not include any element that produces
odor. There is no impact.
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Iv.

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES Would the project:

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

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

Have a substantial adverse effect on federally protected
wetlands, as defined by Section 404 of the Clean Water Act
(including, but not limited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal
wetlands, etc.), through direct removal, filling, hydrological
interruption, or other means?

Interfere substantially with the movement of any native
resident or migratory fish or wildlife species or with
established native resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or
impede the use of native wildlife nursery sites?

Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting
biological resources, such as a tree preservation policy or
ordinance?

Conflict with the provisions of an adopted habitat
conservation plan, natural community conservation plan, or
other approved local, regional, or state habitat conservation
plan?

EXISTING SETTING

The proposed Sports Complex site is developed with approximately five industrial warehouse
buildings, a shared parking lot, and landscaping. The existing billboard that will be converted to
a digital freeway sign is located in the northeast corner of the subject property and is visible from

the Highway 50 corridor.

The billboard to be removed as part of the proposed project is located within an existing
developed commercial area at the southeast corner of Zinfandel Drive and Folsom Boulevard.

There are no on-site biological resources.

DISCUSSION OF IMPACTS

1) No Impact/Reviewed Under Previous Document. The GP EIR identified potential direct and
indirect impacts to special-status species as a result of the implementation of the General
Plan (GP DEIR, pp. 4.10-34 through -48). While City policies and action items would mifigate
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much of the impact of the General Plan, widespread development of undeveloped portions
of the General Plan Planning Area, as well as construction of the Circulation Plan, would
result in a net loss of biological resources. Therefore, the General Plan was found to result in
significant and unavoidable impacts to special-status species (GP DEIR, pp. 4.10-43 and -48).

The Folsom Boulevard Planning Area is almost entirely urbanized, containing retail, office,
and residential uses. The project site has been developed with industrial buildings and is
entirely surrounded by other existing commercial and industrial uses. The project site is not
occupied by any idenftified biological resources. There would be no impact.

No Impact/Reviewed Under Previous Document. See a) above for information on identfified
impacts of the General Plan on special-status species. The GP EIR combined discussion of
special-status species impacts to include impacts to habitat as well as to individuals of
special-status species. Impacts to habitat from the implementation of the General Plan
occurred for the same reasons and in the same intensity as impacts to individuals of any
special-status species (GP DEIR, pp. 4.10-34 through -48).

See a) and c) for project-specific discussion. There would be no impact.

No Impact/Reviewed Under Previous Document. The GP EIR addressed potential direct and
indirect impacts to jurisdictional waters of the United States (jurisdictional waters) as a result
of widespread development of the General Plan Planning Area (GP DEIR, pp. 4.10-52
through -56). Policies and action items included in the General Plan would reduce impacts
to jurisdictional waters, especially Policy NR.2.1, which requires “no net loss” of wetlands (GP
DEIR, p. 4.10-56). While no net loss of wetlands will occur regionally, some loss of jurisdictional
waters will occur within the General Plan Planning Area (GP DEIR, p. 4.10-56). Because of this
local loss of jurisdictional waters, the impact of the General Plan was found to be significant
and unavoidable (GP DEIR, p. 4.10-56).

No wetland resources are located on the project site, which is developed with urban uses.
There would be no impact.

No Impact/Reviewed Under Previous Document. Impacts to habitat for raptors and other
nesting birds were addressed in the GP EIR (GP DEIR, pp. 4.10-48 through -52). Raptors are
protected by the California Department of Fish and Game and are considered a special-
status species under CEQA. Just as with impacts to habitat for other special-status species,
widespread development of the city and the General Plan Planning Area would result in a
net loss of raptor and nesting habitat, and a significant and unavoidable impact was
expected (GP DEIR, pp. 4.10-52). Discussion of impacts to movement corridors was also
included in the GP EIR (GP DEIR, pp. 4.10-56 through -61). Development of greenfield areas
of the General Plan Planning Area would change the biological condition and
characteristics of the areaq, resulting in changes in animal movement throughout the area
(GP DEIR, p. 4.10-56). While City policies and action items would reduce this impact, loss
and/or modification of movement corridors would still occur and the impact of the General
Plan would be significant and unavoidable (GP DEIR, p. 4.10-61).

See a) above for project-specific discussion. There would be no impact.

No Impact/Reviewed Under Previous Document. The GP EIR identified potential impacts to
frees from implementation of the General Plan (GP DEIR, pp. 4.10-61 and -62). Development
of greenfield areas of the city and the General Plan Planning Area could potentially result in
the removal of special-status, landmark, and other trees (GP DEIR, p. 4.10-61). Landmark and
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oak trees, as well as large wooded areas and urban trees, would be adequately protected
by City policies and action items. However, some loss of native frees would occur, and the
overall impact to frees from implementation of the General Plan would be significant and
unavoidable (GP DEIR, p. 4.10-62).

There are no native or landmark trees on the project site. There would be no impact.

No Impact/Reviewed Under Previous Document. The GP EIR addressed potential impacts
related to conlflicts between the General Plan and any adopted habitat conservation plan
or natural community conservation plan (GP DEIR, pp. 4.10-62 and -63). While the South
Sacramento Habitat Conservation Plan (SSHCP) and the Vernal Pool Recovery Plan are
currently being prepared by Sacramento County and the US Fish and Wildlife Service
(respectively), no such plans have been adopted (GP DEIR, p. 4.10-63). Therefore, no impact
was expected as a result of the General Plan.

Currently, there is not an adopted habitat conservation plan (HCP) for the City of Rancho
Cordova or Sacramento County; therefore, the project would not conflict with such a plan.
There would be no impact.
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V.  CULTURAL RESOURCES Would the project:

a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a
historical resource as defined in Public Resources Code
Section 21084.1 and CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5, N O X O P
respectively?

b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an
archaeological resource as defined in Public Resources Code
Sections 21083.2 and 21084.1, and CEQA Guidelines O O |Z| [ IZI
Section 15064.5, respectively?

c) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological
resource or site or unique geological feature? D D IZ' D |Z|

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

DISCUSSION OF IMPACTS

1) Less than Significant Impact/Reviewed Under Previous Document. The GP EIR identified that
known and unknown historic resources within the Rancho Cordova Planning Area could
potentially be impacted by implementation of the General Plan (GP DEIR, pp. 4.11-9 through
-14). These impacts were primarily associated with development in undeveloped areas and
impacts to unknown resources in portions of the Planning Area that have not been studied.
Rancho Cordova policies mitigated some of the potential impacts to historical resources.
However, many previously unknown resources could be located within the Planning Area.
Therefore, accidental impacts may still occur, and the impact of the General Plan was
considered significant and unavoidable (GP DEIR, pp. 4.11-14).

Implementation of the proposed project is not expected to result in any new culfural
resource impacts, as the area is highly urbanized. If for any reason cultural resources are
discovered during construction of the digital freeway sign or removal of the existing
bilboard, the project applicant would be required to implement any mitigation necessary
for the protection of such resources. In addition, pursuant to Section 5097.98 of the California
Public Resources Code and Section 7050.5 of the Health and Safety Code, in the event of
the discovery of human remains, all work is to stop and the County Coroner shall be
immediately notified. If the remains are determined to be Native American, guidelines of the
Native American Heritage Commission shall be adhered to in the freatment and disposition
of the remains. Adherence to General Plan policies and state requirements will ensure a less
than significant impact.

2) Less than Significant Impact/Reviewed Under Previous Document. See a) above.
3) Less than Significant Impact/Reviewed Under Previous Document. The GP EIR identified
possible impacts to paleontological resources as a result of implementation of the General

Plan (GP DEIR, p. 4.11-14). However, no such paleontological resources were identified in the
Rancho Cordova Planning Area, and City policy would protect unknown resources. For
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these reasons, the impact of the General Plan was found to be less than significant (GP DEIR,
p.4.11-15).

See a) above for project-specific discussion.

Less than Significant Impact/Reviewed Under Previous Document. The discussion in the GP
EIR concerning historic resources impacts included discussion of potential impacts to human
remains [see a) above]. Impacts were the same in that known resources were adequately
protected, but unknown human remains outside established cemeteries could potentially be
affected. Therefore, significant and unavoidable impacts as a result of the General Plan
were expected (GP DEIR, p. 4.11-14).

There are no known cemeteries on the project site. See a) above for specific discussion.
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VL. GEOLOGY AND SOILS Would the project:
a) Expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse
effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or death, involving:
i) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineated
on the most recent Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault
Zoning Map issued by the State Geologist for the area
or based on other substantial evidence of a known O O |X| O |X|
fault? Refer to Division of Mines and Geology Special
Publication 42.
ii)  Strong seismic ground shaking? [] [] X [] X
iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including
liquefaction? N N X N X
iv) Landslides? ] ] ] X ]
b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil? [] [] [] X X
c) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that
would become unstable as a result of the projects, and
potentially result in on- or offssite landslide, lateral O O ¢ O ¢
spreading, subsidence, liquefaction, or collapse?
d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18-1-B of
the Uniform Building Code (1994), creating substantial risks ] ] X ] X
to life or property?
e) Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of
septic tanks or alternative wastewater disposal systems
where sewers are not available for the disposal of O O [ Izl |X|
wastewater?
DISCUSSION OF IMPACTS
1)
i)  Less than Significant Impact/Reviewed Under Previous Document. The GP EIR stated
that significant seismic shaking was not a concern within the Rancho Cordova Planning
Areq, as there are no active faults within Sacramento County and because the city is
not located within an Alquist-Priolo earthquake hazard zone (GP DEIR, p. 4.8-19).
However, some minor seismic shaking is a possibility, as the city is located within a
Seismic Zone 3, which is considered an area of relatively low ground shaking potential
(GP DEIR, p. 4.8-20). Adherence to City policies, as well as to the California Building
Code (CBC) and the Uniform Building Code (UBC), would ensure less than significant
impacts as a result of implementation of the General Plan (GP DEIR, p. 4.8-21).
The potential for impacts to public safety resulting from surface fault rupture, ground
shaking, liquefaction, or other seismic hazards is not considered to be an issue of
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significant environmental concern due to the infrequent seismic history of the areq;
therefore, this impact is considered less than significant.

ii) Less than Significant Impact/Reviewed Under Previous Document. See i) above. The
potential for strong seismic ground shaking is not a significant environmental concern
due to the infrequent seismic activity of the area; however, the new digital freeway
signs will be required to comply with any seismic standards enforced by the California
Building Code. The impact would be less than significant.

iii) Less than Significant Impact/Reviewed Under Previous Document. The GP EIR identified
that seismic shaking was not a concern in the city [see i) above]. Liquefaction is the
process in which water is combined with unconsolidated soils as a result of seismic
activities involving ground motions and pressure. Without strong ground motion,
liguefaction is unlikely. Additionally, the water table is generally too low in the city to
provide enough moisture for liquefaction to occur (GP DEIR, p. 4.8-20). Therefore, the
impact of the General Plan was found to be less than significant.

See i) above. The saoil types of the project site would not be subject to seismic-related
ground failure or liquefaction.

iv) No Impact. The subject property has flat fopography and is therefore not subject to the

potential for landslides.

No Impact/Reviewed Under Previous Document. The GP EIR identified potential impacts
related to soil erosion from implementation of the General Plan (GP DEIR, pp. 4.8-21 through
-23). These erosion impacts were generally associated with construction of new roadways
and other capital infrastructure and development of undeveloped portions of the city and
the Planning Area. Additional impacts were due to increases in runoff due to a net increase
in impervious surfaces in the city. However, compliance with the City's Erosion Control
Ordinance and the current National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permit
conditions for Rancho Cordova would ensure that impacts resulting from implementation of
the General Plan would be less than significant (GP DEIR, p. 4.8-23).

There are no major grading activities associated with development of the proposed project.
Activities at the Sports Complex site are limited to conversion of an existing billboard to
digital technology in place, relying on the existing foofing and basic sign structure.
Construction activities will include minor upgrades to the existing electrical service of the sign
and any necessary upgrades to the sign structure to support the digital display areas. The site
where the billboard will be removed will be restored to a paved area, blending in with the
immediate surroundings. Because of the limited earthwork involved in the project, there will
be no impacts related to soil erosion or loss of topsail.

Less than Significant Impact/Reviewed Under Previous Document. The GP EIR stated that
impacts relating to soil stability as a result of implementation of the General Plan would be
minor (GP DEIR, p. 4.8-23). Primary concerns with soil stability in the city are associated with
shrink/swell potential—the potential of soils to expand during wet seasons and shrink during
dry seasons. Impacts due to soil stability would be mitigated through consistency with the
UBC and the CBC (GP DEIR, p. 4.8-24). Therefore, the impact of the General Plan was found
to be less than significant.

The soils underlying the project site do not present a geologic hazard due to very low shrink-
swell potential. Construction of the sign will occur in compliance with the California Building
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Code, ensuring any possible geologic issue would be fully addressed; therefore, this impact is
considered less than significant.

Less than Significant Impact/Reviewed Under Previous Document. See c) above.
No Impact/Reviewed Under Previous Document. The project involves installation of a digital

freeway sign and does not require connection to any wastewater disposal system. There is
no impact.
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GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS Would the project:

Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or
indirectly, that may have a significant impact on the ] ] ] X
environment?

Conflict with any applicable plan, policy or regulation of an
agency adopted for the purpose of reducing the emissions of ] ] X ]
greenhouse gases?

AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT

Since the early 1990’s, scientific consensus holds that the world's population is releasing
greenhouse gases (GHG) faster than the earth’s natural systems can absorb them. These gases
are released as byproducts of fossil fuel combustion, waste disposal, energy use, land-use
changes, and other human activities. This release of gases, such as carbon dioxide (CO2),
methane (CH4), and nitrous oxide (N20), creates a blanket around the earth that allows light fo
pass through but traps heat at the surface, preventing its escape into space. While this is a
naturally occurring process known as the greenhouse effect, human activities have accelerated
the generation of GHGs beyond natural levels. The overabundance of GHGs in the atmosphere
has led to an unexpected warming of the earth and has the potential to severely impact the
earth’s climate system.

Thresholds of significance illustrate the extent of an impact and are a basis from which to apply
mitigation measures. Significance thresholds for GHG emissions resulting from land use
development projects have not been established in Sacramento County (the SMAQMD has not
yet established significance thresholds for GHG emissions from project operations). Instead, the
SMAQMD recommends that lead agencies identify thresholds of significance applicable to the
proposed project. SMAQMD guidance (2011) further states that when adopting thresholds of
significance, a lead agency may consider thresholds of significance adopted or recommended
by ofther lead agencies, or adopt itfs own fthresholds, provided the decision is supported by
substantial evidence.

DISCUSSION OF IMPACTS

a) No Impact. GHG emissions contribute, on a cumulative basis, to the significant adverse
environmental impacts of global climate change. No single project could generate enough
GHG emissions to noticeably change the global average temperature. The combination of
GHG emissions from past, present, and future projects contributes substantially to the
phenomenon of global climate change and its associated environmental impacts and as
such is addressed only as a cumulative impact. Implementation of the proposed project
would not substantially contribute to increases of GHG emissions that are associated with
global climate change. Estimated greenhouse gas emissions attributable to the proposed
project are minimal and would be primarily associated with increases of carbon dioxide
(CO2) from mobile sources associated with project construction and minimal, periodic
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maintenance. There are no permanent sources of GHG emissions involved with the
proposed project.

Emissions of CO:2 typically constitute a majority of total mobile-source GHGs commonly
associated with development projects. To a lesser extent, other GHG pollutants, such as
methane (CH4), largely generated by natural-gas combustion, and nitrous oxide (N20),
would typically have a minor contribution to overall GHG emissions. These pollutants are not
associated with this type of development. As indicated above, the SMAQMD does not have
an adopted threshold of significance for construction-related or operational-related GHG
emissions. However, as described in the Air Quality section above, the proposed project is
well below the SMAQMD's screening thresholds for projects that would emit significant
emissions, including COa.

Digital billboards are powered by electricity, the production of which may generate
emissions of carbon dioxide, a greenhouse gas that has been linked to global climate
change. The project applicant estimates the electricity usage of a sample two-sided digital
billboard utilizing current technology at approximately 120,000 kilowatt-hours (kWh) per year
of electricity, based on a monthly average of 10,000 kWh. The Sacramento Municipal Utility
District (SMUD), the electricity provider to the project, provides electricity to its customers
from nonrenewable and renewable sources through its voluntary Greenergy program. This
project will participate in the Greenergy program. Additionally, as required by the City's
Zoning Code, the project proposes to remove an existing billboard and an existing electronic
sign, the elimination of which would reduce the fotal electricity usage of Clear Channel
Outdoor billboards within the city as a whole. The applicant has indicated that the signs will
be installed utilizing the best possible technology available today. However, as technology is
refined, the signs may be updated with more efficient technology and a reduction in overall
electricity usage would be likely to occur.

While project approval may alter the electrical usage and result in additional carbon
emissions femporarily from construction vehicles and the generation of power needed for
the sign, the installation of the proposed digital sign would not have a significant
environmental effect related to greenhouse gas emissions or climate change. Given the
small size of this project, it is likely that GHG emissions associated with the project are
negligible and wouldn't exceed any threshold were one adopted. Additionally, the removal
of a billboard and electronic sign in conjunction with the installation of the digital freeway
sign will further reduce the overall increase in electricity usage resulting from the project.
Since there are no established thresholds of significance against which to measure the
impacts, the quantitative assumption is that the proposed project’s contribution to the
overall issue of global warming is highly limited and considered negligible. The project also
includes light sensor conftrols and the ability to immediately respond to technology
improvements, which are beneficial. Therefore, there is no impact.

Less than Significant Impact. The City of Rancho Cordova does not have local policies or
ordinances with the purpose of reducing greenhouse gas emissions. However, the City is
subject to compliance with the Global Warming Solutions Act (AB 32). Therefore, compliance
with AB 32 would ensure a less than significant impact.
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VIII. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS Would the project:
a) Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment
through the routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous ] ] ] X X
materials?
b) Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment
through reasonably foreseeable wupset and accident
conditions involving the release of hazardous materials into D D D |Z |Z
the environment?
¢) Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely
hazardous materials, substances or waste within one-quarter ] ] L] X X
mile of an existing or proposed school?
d) Be located on a site which is included on a list of hazardous
materials sites compiled pursuant to Government Code
Section 65962.5 and, as a result, would it create a significant |:| |:| D IE IE
hazard to the public or the environment?
e) For a project located within an airport land use plan area or,
where such a plan has not been adopted, within 2 miles of a
public airport or a public use airport, would the project ] ] ] X X
result in a safety hazard for people residing or working in the
project area?
f)  For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would
the project result in a safety hazard for people residing or |:| |:| |:| |Z| |:|
working in the project area?
g Impair implementation of, or physically interfere with, an
adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation ] ] L] X X
plan?
h) Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss,
injury, or death involving wildland fires, including where
wildlands are adjacent to urbanized areas or where O O [ |X| |X|
residences are intermixed with wildlands?
DISCUSSION OF IMPACTS
1) No Impact/Reviewed Under Previous Document. The GP EIR identified potential impacts to
the public or the environment through the routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous
materials (GP DEIR, pp. 4.4-23 and -24). Impacts concerned transportation of hazardous
materials on the roadway network within the city and the routine use, storage, and disposal
of hazardous materials related to construction during development and redevelopment in
the city. Adherence to General Plan policies and federal, state, and local regulations
regarding hazardous material were found to reduce potential impacts of the General Plan
to a less than significant level (GP DEIR, pp. 4.4-24 and -28).
The proposed project involves installation of a digital freeway sign and does not involve the
routine fransport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials. Construction activities would use a
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limited quantity of hazardous materials, including fuels (gasoline and diesel) and oils and
lubricants. While these products may contain known hazardous materials, the limited volume
of material would not be adequate to create a significant hazard to the public. Operation
of the proposed digital freeway sign does not involve the routine transport, use, or disposal of
hazardous materials. There is no impact.

No Impact/Reviewed Under Previous Document. The GP EIR described potential impacts
related to the accidental release of hazardous materials (GP DEIR, pp. 4.4-24 through -28).
Primary sources of potential accidental release concerned transformers containing
polychlorinated biphenyls (PCB), groundwater pollution, and underground storage tanks.
Consistency with City policies and action items, as well as with all applicable federal, state,
and local regulations, would result in a less than significant impact from the General Plan (GP
DEIR, p. 4.4-28).

See a) above.

No Impact/Reviewed Under Previous Document. The GP EIR discussed the siting of public
schools as being subject to the siting requirements of the California Department of Education
(GP DEIR, p. 4.4-25). In addition to CEQA review, potential school sites will be reviewed by
various agencies to ensure the new school site is safe from toxic hazards (GP DEIR, p. 4.4-25).
General Plan policies and actions will reduce the potential impacts of the General Plan from
hazardous materials fransport, use, and storage from surrounding uses, including school sites,
to a less than significant level (GP DEIR, p. 4.4-28).

See a) above for project-specific discussion related to hazardous materials usage. There are
no schools within a quarter-mile radius of the project site. There would be no impact.

No Impact/Reviewed Under Previous Document. The GP EIR included information regarding
federal and state listed hazardous materials sites as well as a map of such sites (GP DEIR, pp.
4.4-2 through -10). These sites included leaking underground storage sites, groundwater
contamination plumes, PCB-contaminated sites related to prior rocket engine testing
(Aerojet/Gencorp), and other smaller sites (GP DEIR, pp. 4.4-5 and -6). Impact discussions
were included in discussions of accidental release of hazardous materials [see b) above]
and were found to be less than significant due to compliance with federal, state, and locall
laws and regulations (GP DEIR, p. 4.4-28).

The project site is not located on a hazardous materials sites list. There would be no impact.

No Impact/Reviewed Under Previous Document. The GP EIR identified potential impacts of
development within an airport land use plan (GP DEIR, p. 4.4-28). The Mather Airport
Comprehensive Land Use Plan (CLUP) Safety Restriction Area overlies several portions of the
city, restricting development in those areas to uses allowed within the CLUP. Adherence to
General Plan policies, federal regulations, the CLUP, and Mather Airport Planning Area
provisions would reduce the potential for safety hazards. Therefore, the General Plan was
found to have a less than significant impact (GP FEIR, p. 4.0-29).

The project site is not located within the CLUP area of the Sacramento Mather Airport and is
not within 2 miles of the facility. Implementation of the proposed project would not adversely
affect operations of this facility, and it is not antficipated to result in safety-related hazards or
adverse impacts to people working on the project site. Therefore, there is no impact.
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No Impact. The proposed project is not located within 2 miles of any private airstrip;
therefore, no impact would occur as a result of the project.

No Impact/Reviewed Under Previous Document. The GP EIR analyzed potential impacts that
could impair implementation or physically interfere with the Sacramento County Multi-
Hazard Disaster Plan (GP DEIR, p. 4.4-29). The GP EIR found that implementation of the
proposed roadway system within the General Plan would improve city roadway
connectivity, allowing for better emergency access to residences as well as evacuation
routes and resulting in a net positive effect on implementation success of the Sacramento
County Multi-Hazard Disaster Plan. Therefore, the General Plan was found to have a less than
significant impact (GP DEIR, p. 4.4-29).

The proposed project would not conflict with the Sacramento County Multi-Hazard Disaster
Plan, the Sacramento County Area Plan, or any other adopted emergency response or
evacuation plan; therefore, there is no impact.

No Impact/Reviewed Under Previous Document. The GP EIR identified potential impacts of
safety hazards associated with wildland fires due to the construction of residential areas
adjacent to open space and natural areas (GP DEIR, p. 4.12-9). Adoption of General Plan
policies and action items, as well as required project review by the Sacramento Metropolitan
Fire District (SMFD), would ensure minimal impacts to residential areas from wildland fires,
resulfing in a less than significant impact from implementation of the General Plan (GP DEIR,
p. 4.12-10).

The project site is located in an urbanized area of the city and is not configuous to a
designated high fire area associated with any designated wildland area. Development of
the proposed project would not expose people or structures to an increased risk of wildland
fires. Therefore, there is no impact.
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Potentially
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Impact

Less than
Significant
Impact with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Reviewed
Under
Previous
Document

HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY Would the

project:

Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge
requirements?

[

[

X

Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere
substantially with groundwater recharge such that there
would be a net deficit in aquifer volume or a lowering of the
local groundwater table level (e.g., the production rate of
pre-existing nearby wells would drop to a level which would
not support existing land uses or planned uses for which
permits have been granted)?

Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or
area, including through the alteration of the course of a
stream or river, in a manner, which would result in
substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site?

Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or
area, including through the alteration of the course of a
stream or river, or substantially increase the rate or amount
of surface runoff in a manner that would result in flooding
on- or off-site?

[

[

X

[

X

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

Otherwise substantially degrade water quality?

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

Place within a 100-year flood hazard area structures that
would impede or redirect flood flows?

Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss,
injury, or death involving flooding, including flooding as a
result of a failure of a levee or dam?

Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow?

) T I O I |

) T I O I |

O X [ X XK K X

X O |y o g o

) I Y I I ¢

DISCUSSION OF IMPACTS

a-i) Less than Significant Impact/Reviewed Under Previous Document. The GP EIR identified
potential surface water and groundwater quality impacts that would occur as a result of
implementation of the General Plan (GP DEIR, pp. 4.9-34 through -40). Both impacts of the
General Plan were found to be less than significant with implementation of City policies and
action items as well as compliance with the City's National Pollutant Discharge Elimination

System (NPDES) permit conditions.
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Construction and operation of the digital freeway sign would not result in any violation of
water quality standards or waste discharge requirements. The project site is located within a
developed industrial center with appropriate storm drain facilities to address any runoff
issues. Further, the proposed project will comply with all applicable provisions of the City's
stformwater pollution prevention program, best management practices (BMPs), and
applicable local ordinances and state requirements, which would ensure that the
construction activities would have a less than significant impact.

The project does not require connection to any groundwater supply nor does it involve a
substantial increase in impervious surfaces that would impact groundwater recharge.
Extensive grading and other earthwork are not required. The area where the billboard will be
removed will be returned to the surface type (i.e., paved) immediately surrounding the
bilboard pole base. None of these activities would substantially alter the existing drainage
pattern of the respective sites. The project site is not located within designated 100-year
flood zones nor does the project include any structures that would impede any flood flows,
were any to occurin the area.

No Impact. The project site is not located near the Pacific Ocean nor is it near a large water
body that would be capable of creating seiches or fsunamis. The project site is
characterized by generally flat terrain, as is the surrounding area; therefore, there would also
be no mudflows on or near the project site.
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LAND USE AND PLANNING Would the project:
Physically divide an existing community? ] ] ] X ]

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

Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan or
natural community conservation plan? N N [ I N

DISCUSSION OF IMPACTS

1) No Impact. The proposed project involves installation of a digital freeway sign within an
existing developed industrial site. The sign will not alter or interfere with the ongoing use of
the properties for private business operations. There is no impact.

2) No Impact. The project involves installation of a digital freeway sign within an existing
developed industrial site in the Digital Freeway Overlay Zone. As proposed, the sign is
consistent with all applicable development regulations. There are no conflicts with any land
use policies or plans. There is no impact.

3) No Impact. Currently, there is no adopted habitat conservation plan or natural community
conservation plan in Sacramento County; therefore, there is no impact.
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MINERAL RESOURCES Would the project:
Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource
that would be of value to the region and the residents of the ] ] ] X X
state?
Result in the loss of availability of a locally important
mineral resource recovery site delineated on a local general ] ] ] X X
plan, specific plan, or other land use plan?

DISCUSSION OF IMPACTS

o-b) No Impact/Reviewed Under Previous Document. The GP EIR identified potential impacts
resulting from the loss of availability of mineral resources in the General Plan Planning Area
(GP DEIR, pp. 4.8-26 through -27). Only those areas already identified as either MRZ-2 or as
containing existing mining operations were expected to be impacted by development of
the General Plan Planning Area (GP DEIR, p. 4.8-26). Even with adoption of City policies
and action items regarding mineral resources and mining, the General Plan would sfill
have a significant and unavoidable impact (GP DEIR, p. 4.8-27).

The proposed project involves installation of a digital freeway sign within an existing

developed industrial site. No mineral resources would be lost upon implementation of the
proposed project. There is no impact.
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XIl. NOISE Would the project result in:
a) Exposure of persons to or generation of noise levels in
excess of standards established in the local general plan or ] ] ] X X
noise ordinance or of applicable standards of other agencies?
b) Exposure of persons to or generation of excessive
groundborne vibration or groundborne noise levels? D D D |Z| IZ'
c) A substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels in
the project vicinity above levels existing without the project? O [ [ I ¢
d) A substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient
noise levels in the project vicinity above levels existing ] L] L] X X
without the project?
e) For a project located within an airport land use plan area or,
where such a plan has not been adopted, within two miles
of a public airport or a public use airport, would the project ] ] ] X X
expose people residing or working in the project area to
excessive noise levels?
f)  For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would
the project expose people residing or working in the project ] ] ] X ]
area to excessive noise levels?
DISCUSSION OF IMPACTS
o-f)  No Impact/Reviewed Under Previous Document. The GP EIR addressed increases in noise
levels as a result of buildout of the General Plan (GP DEIR, pp. 4.7-20 through -30).
Significant and unavoidable impacts were expected due to construction noise,
increased traffic noise, and the potential construction of noise-generating land uses (GP
DEIR, pp. 4.7-22, -27, and -30). Policies and action items included in the General Plan
would reduce these impacts; however, various factors exist throughout the Planning
Area that would make total mitigation impossible. Therefore, the impact of the General
Plan remained significant and unavoidable.
The proposed project involves installation of a digital freeway sign within an existing
developed industrial site. The proposed sign would not generate ongoing noise. There
are no sensitive receptors in close proximity to the project site. Construction noise will
occur in the immediate vicinity of the site; however, given the lack of sensitive receptors
and the proximity of the state highway (Highway 50), temporary construction noise is not
expected fto cause adverse impacts. The project is not located within the
Comprehensive Land Use Plan Area (CLUP) of the Sacramento Mather Airport, nor is it
within 2 miles of any airport. There is no impact associated with construction or operation
of the proposed digital freeway sign.
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XIl. POPULATION AND HOUSING Would the project:

a) Induce substantial population growth in an area, either
directly (e.g., by proposing new homes and businesses) or
indirectly (e.g., through extension of roads or other D D D |Z D
infrastructure)?

b) Displace substantial numbers of existing housing,

necessitating the construction of replacement housing ] ] ] X ]
elsewhere?
c) Displace substantial numbers of people, necessitating the ] ] ] X ]

construction of replacement housing elsewhere?

DISCUSSION OF IMPACTS
a-c) No Impact. The proposed project involves installation of a digital freeway sign within an

existing developed industrial site. There will be no impact on population growth or
displacement of housing.
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XIv. PUBLIC SERVICES
Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the provision of new or physically altered governmental
facilities, the need for new or physically altered governmental facilities, the construction of which could cause significant environmental
impacts, in order to maintain acceptable service ratios, response times or other performance objectives for any of the following public
services:
a) Fire protection? |:| |:| |:| |Z |:|
b) Police protection? |:| |:| D IZ |:|
c) Schools? [] ] ] D( L]
d) Parks? ] ] ] |X| ]
e) Other public facilities? ] ] |X| ] ]

EXISTING SETTING

The proposed project site is located within the following public service districts:

Fire Protection: Sacramento Metropolitan Fire District (SMFD)

Police Protection: Rancho Cordova Police Department (RCPD)
School District: Folsom Cordova Unified School District (FCUSD)
Park District: Cordova Recreation and Park District (CRPD)
Electrical Service: Sacramento Municipal Utility District (SMUD)

The proposed project involves the installation of a digital freeway sign and the removal of an
existing fraditional billboard. Support from any public service provider, other than the
Sacramento Municipal Utility District (SMUD), is not required. The new digital sign will provide
support to various law enforcement agencies by providing real-time use of the digital messaging
technology for Amber Alerts and other public safety messages.

DISCUSSION OF IMPACTS

1) No Impact. The proposed project involves installation of a digital freeway sign within an
existing developed industrial site. Fire protection services are not required by the project.

There is no impact.

2) No Impact. The proposed project involves installation of a digital freeway sign within an
existing developed industrial site. Police protection services are not required by the project.

There is no impact.

3) No Impact. The proposed project involves installation of a digital freeway sign within an
existing developed industrial site. School services are not required by the project. There is no

impact.
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No Impact. The proposed project involves installation of a digital freeway sign within an
existing developed industrial site. Parks services are not required by the project. There is no
impact.

Less than Significant Impact. The proposed digital freeway sign will require electricity to
operate, which will be provided by SMUD. SMUD generates, fransmits, and distributes
electricity to a 900-square-mile territory of Sacramento County and a small portion of Placer
County. SMUD provides electricity from a number of sources, including the fraditional power
grid, as well as from the renewable energy sources of solar, wind, and hydroelectric. As
indicated previously, the digital freeway sign is estimated to require approximately 120,000
kWh of electricity per year with the most energy-efficient technology available at this time.
The sign will be provided with 100 amperage (amp) service, approximately one-half of
typical residential service. The anticipated annual power usage for the sign is equivalent to a
highly active residential unit or a large office building. According to SMUD, the estimated
electricity usage of the proposed sign is not an overly large use of electricity, is well within
SMUD'’s ability to provide power, and will not result in substantial adverse impacts on the
electricity system of the SMUD service area. The proposed project's impacts to SMUD's
provision of electrical service would be less than significant.
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XV. RECREATION

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

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

DISCUSSION OF IMPACTS

a-b) No Impact. See d) of checklist XIV, Public Services.
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XVI. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC Would the project:

a) Conflict with an applicable plan, ordinance, or policy
establishing measures of effectiveness for the performance of
the circulation system, taking into account all modes of
transportation including mass transit and non-motorized
travel and relevant components of the circulation system, [ O O |Z| IZI
including but not limited to intersections, streets, highways
and freeways, pedestrian and bicycle paths, and mass
transit?

b) Conflict with an applicable congestion management
program, including, but not limited to level of service
standards and travel demand measures, or other standards
established by the county congestion management agency
for designated roads or highways, either individually or [ O O |X| Izl
cumulatively, a level of service standard established by the
county congestion management agency for designated roads
or highways?

c) Result in a change in air traffic patterns, including either an
increase in traffic levels or a change in location that results ] ] ] X X
in substantial safety risks?

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

[
]
]
X
X

e) Result in inadequate emergency access?

f)  Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs regarding
public transit, bicycle, or pedestrian facilities, or otherwise [] [] [] X X
decrease the performance or safety of such facilities?

DISCUSSION OF IMPACTS

1) No Impact/Reviewed Under Previous Document. The GP EIR analyzed fraffic impacts to the
existing roadway network in the General Plan Planning Area as a result of the population,
dwelling unit, and employee increases expected to occur with implementation of the
General Plan (GP DEIR, pp. 4.5-27 through -45). Several new roadways and improvement of
existing roadways were described in the General Plan in order to address the additional
expected traffic load. However, even with these improvements and adherence to City
policies and action items, the impact of the General Plan would remain significant and
unavoidable (GP DEIR, p. 4.5-42).

The project involves installation of a digital freeway sign within an existing developed
industrial site. The proposed sign will not interfere with or disrupt the continued functionality of
the parking lot in which it will be located. Traffic entering the public roadway will confinue o
do so in its current manner, undisturbed by the proposed project. The construction and
operation of the proposed digital billboard will not result in an appreciable increase in
vehicle frips. Other than frips generated by construction and periodic maintenance of the
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sign, no other vehicle trips will be made as a result of the project. The proposed project will
not result in level of service impacts beyond those projected in the General Plan. The project
will not adversely impact traffic nor will it conflict with the City's Circulation Plan. Therefore,
there is no impact.

No Impact/Reviewed Under Previous Document. See a) above.

No Impact/Reviewed Under Previous Document. The GP EIR analyzed safety and hazards
impacts related to the provision of land uses within the Mather Airport Comprehensive Land
Use Plan (CLUP) and their impact on safety related to air traffic in and out of the airport (GP
DEIR, pp. 4.4-28 and -29). The General Plan established the Mather Planning Area that
corresponds to the Master Plan boundaries of the Sacramento Mather Airport. Policies
included in the General Plan were more stringent than the safety restrictions of the Mather
CLUP (GP DEIR, p. 4.4-28). Consistency with City policies and action items, as well as with the
requirements of the Mather CLUP, would ensure less than significant impacts from
implementation of the General Plan (GP DEIR, p. 4.4-29).

The proposed project does not involve any aviation-related uses and is not located within 2
miles of the Sacramento Mather Airport. The project site is not located within the airport
safety zones or within the approach and departure paths for aircraft using the airport. There
is no impact.

Less than Significant Impact/Reviewed Under Previous Document. The GP EIR analyzed
potential impacts related to roadway safety as a result of implementation of the General
Plan (GP DEIR, p. 4.5-48). The City's design standards for roadways, as well as land use
planning and other City policies, would ensure that impacts of the General Plan related to
roadway safety are less than significant (GP DEIR, p. 4.5-48).

The project involves installation of a digital freeway sign within an existing developed
industrial site along Highway 50 within the city limits. The sign employs digital technology to
allow for periodic changes in the sign display, which has generally raised concerns regarding
the impact this signage type may have on traffic safety by distracting driver attention and
vision. While the signs do not involve a hazardous design feature, the concerns related to
these types of signs could be considered a hazard to motorists on Highway 50.

The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), in agreement with the California Department of
Transportation (Caltrans), has addressed various issues related to signage along highway
corridors to ensure confinued driver safety. Signage along the highway corridor is reviewed
by Caltrans for consistency with FHWA standards as well as consistency with the California
Outdoor Advertising Act. These standards include ensuring signs do not imitate or resemble
official traffic signs or interfere with the function of official traffic signage. With regard to
digital freeway signs specifically, Caltrans requires, at minimum, consistent with the FHWA
agreement, that digital freeway signs meet lighting, message timing, and separation
standards. The 2011 edition of the Outdoor Advertising Act provides the framework for review
and permitting of the sign by Calfrans.

Section 23.743.150, Digital Freeway Signs Overlay, of the City's Zoning Code establishes
development standards for the proposed digital freeway sign that exceed the requirements
enforced by Caltrans. The City's code standards include:

¢ 8-second minimum message display timing
e 2,500-foot minimum spacing between digital signs along the Highway 50 corridor
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e 0.3 foot-candle lighting minimum, including technology that adjusts the light level of
the sign as it relates to the changing ambient light level surrounding the sign

e Prohibition against flashing, animation, or simulated movement within individual
messages to be displayed on the sign

Both the minimum message timing and the distance between signs are double that
enforced by Calfrans. Because the City's code exceeds the minimum standards associated
with digital signs along state highways established by the FHWA and Caltrans, and the sign
must meet the City's code, the proposed digital billboard will not be located in such a
manner as to create hazards along the Highway 50 corridor.

The FHWA has closely monitored the issue of driver inattention as it relates to digital freeway
signs. In 2009, the FHWA issued an update on their position on these signs in a report entitled
“The Effect of Commercial Electronic Variable Message Signs (CEVMS) on Driver Attention
and Distraction: An Update.”

The report addresses the basic question of whether a digital billboard along the freeway is
associated with a reduction in driver safety to the public. The report researched crash rates
in the vicinity of a digital sign, rates of near-crashes (i.e., sudden braking, swerving) in the
vicinity of a digital sign, and rate of eye glances away from the roadway in the vicinity of
digital signs. Based on the available data, the report suggests a study approach and
confirms that there is no definitive conclusion about the presence or severity of adverse
safety impacts that may result from installation of a digital freeway sign in a given location. In
light of the report, the FHWA continues to recommend the signs be regulated within the
existing framework as a means of protecting the public interest.

Conducting a study of an individual digital billooard, to measure and analyze the effects of
driver attention to the sign, is difficult. Roadway conditions are unique in the proposed sign
location; however, a substantial variety of other factors could also contribute to driver
inattention such as other roadway signs, tuning the radio, talking on the phone, eating,
talking to other passengers, and possibly many others, making isolating the potential effects
of a digital freeway sign impossible. Regulations on sign brightness, message duration,
prohibition of message animation, and confinuation of vehicle maneuver requirements at
inferchanges serve to reduce safety concerns to the fullest known extent.

The proposed project would be required to obtain a Conditional Use Permit and a building
permit from the City. Following issuance of these permits and upon its own review of the
proposed sign, Caltrans would issue a ministerial permit for the sign. Based on the requisite
review and adherence to the standards identified above, the impacts regarding potential
hazards along the roadway are less than significant.

No Impact/Reviewed Under Previous Document. The GP EIR identified impacts related to
emergency access within the General Plan Planning Area (GP DEIR, p. 4.5-48). As the
roadway network in the city was to be improved and additional routes were to be added by
the General Plan, impacts were found to be less than significant (GP DEIR, p. 4.5-48).

The proposed project involves installation of a digital freeway sign within an existing
developed industrial site. The city’s existing roadway network will not be altered by the
proposed project nor will any future roadway plans be affected. There is no impact.

No Impact/Reviewed Under Previous Document. The GP EIR analyzed potential impacts to
fransit, pedestrians, and bicycles within the city (GP DEIR, pp. 4.5-49 through -53).
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Development of the City’s Transit Master Plan and the City's Pedestrian and Bicycle Master
Plan would ensure that impacts of the General Plan to these provisions would be less than

significant (GP DEIR, pp. 4.5-49 and -50).
The proposed project involves installation of a digital freeway sign within an existing

developed industrial site. The City’s Transit Master Plan and Pedestrian and Bicycle Master
Plan will not be altered by the project. There is no impact.
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EXHIBIT A
e iz Reviewed
Potentially Significant Less than
N . . No Under
Significant Impact with Significant .
e ae Impact Previous
Impact Mitigation Impact
Document
Incorporated

XVII. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS  Would the project:

a)

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

[

b)

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

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

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

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

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

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

DISCUSSION OF IMPACTS

o-g) No Impact. The proposed project involves installation of a digital freeway sign within an
existing developed industrial site. Connections to the public water, wastewater, and
storm drain systems are not required by the project. The project will not generate solid

waste. There is no impact.
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Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less than
Significant
Impact with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Reviewed
No Under

Impact Previous

Document

Less than
Significant
Impact

XVIIL.

MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

a)

Does the project have the potential to degrade the quality of
the environment, substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or
wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop
below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or
animal community, substantially reduce the number or
restrict the range of rare or endangered plants or animals, or
eliminate important examples of the major periods of
California history or prehistory?

Does the project have the potential to achieve short-term
environmental goals to the disadvantage of long-term
environmental goals?

Does the project have impacts that are individually limited,
but cumulatively considerable? "Cumulatively considerable"
means that the incremental effects of a project are
considerable when viewed in connection with the effects of
past projects, the effects of other current projects, and the
effects of probable future projects.

Does the project have environmental effects that will cause
substantial adverse effects on human beings, either directly
or indirectly?

DISCUSSION OF IMPACTS

1) No Impact/Reviewed Under Previous Document. As demonstrated in checklists | through XVII
above, the proposed project does not have the potential to result in impacts to biological

resources or historical resources.

2) Less than Significant Impact/Reviewed Under Previous Document. The proposed project
would be required to adhere to all Rancho Cordova General Plan policies, ensuring that the
City's long-term environmental goals are adhered to. Therefore, the proposed project would

have a less than significant impact.

3) Less than Significant Impact/Reviewed Under Previous Document. Section 4.0 of this IS/ND
addresses the proposed project’s confribution o impacts in the cumulative setting. There are
no other past, current, or future projects associated with this project that would contribute o
a substantial cumulative impact; therefore, this impact is considered less than significant.

4) Less than Significant Impact/Reviewed Under Previous Document. See a) above. The project
includes installation of a digital freeway sign within an urbanized industrial area of the city.
There are no substantial adverse effects on human beings anticipated by construction or
operation of the signs. Therefore, this impact is considered less than significant.
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CUMULATIVE IMPACTS
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4.1 INTRODUCTION

This section addresses the proposed project’s potential to contribute to cumulative impacts in
the region. California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines Section 15355 defines
cumulative impacts as “two or more individual effects that, when considered together, are
considerable or which compound or increase other environmental impacts.” A project’s
incremental effects are considered significant if they are “"cumulatively considerable” (CEQA
Guidelines Sections 15065[a][3] and 15130[a]). “Cumulatively considerable” means the
incremental effects of the project are considerable when viewed in connection with the effects
of past, current, and future projects (see also CEQA Guidelines Appendix G, Section XVII).

4.2 CUMULATIVE SETTING

The cumulative setting establishes the area of effect in which the cumulative impact has been
identified and inside which it will occur. Different cumulative settings can be established for
each individual impact orimpact area (checklist area). As the proposed project is a subsequent
project within the scope of activities and land uses studied in the General Plan, and as this Initial
Study/Negative Declaration (IS/ND) is fiered from the Rancho Cordova General Plan EIR (GP
EIR), the cumulative setting for the proposed project is identical to the cumulative settings
identified in the GP EIR.

4.3 PREVIOUS CUMULATIVE ANALYSIS WITHIN THE CUMULATIVE SETTING

The GP EIR identified several cumulative impacts where expected development and
establishment of the roadway network in the city, when combined with other planned,
proposed, and approved development and roadway infrastructure projects in the area, would
have a significant impact on the environment. The following impact areas were found in the GP
EIR to have cumulative impacts that would be cumulatively considerable:

e Aesthetics

e Agricultural Resources

e Air Quality

e Biological Resources

e Cultural Resources

¢ Hydrology and Water Quality (water supply)
e Land Use and Planning

e Mineral Resources

¢ Noise (both traffic-related and stationary)

e Population and Housing

o Utilities and Service Systems (water freatment and wastewater infrastructure)
e Transportation/Traffic (traffic congestion)
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Areas in which cumulative impacts were found in the GP EIR to be less than cumulatively
considerable were:

e Geology and Soils

e Hazards and Hazardous Materials
e Public Services

e Recreation

4.4 CUMULATIVE IMPACT ANALYSIS

The proposed project is a subsequent project within the scope of activities and land uses studied
in the GP EIR. The proposed project is substantially consistent with the General Plan in use,
design, and density. Cumulative impacts identified in the GP EIR as being cumulatively
considerable are largely due to increases in dwelling units, residents, and employees. As the
proposed project would not confribute to increases in dwelling units, residents, employees in the
city, the proposed project’s incremental confribution to the cumulatively considerable impacts
listed in Subsection 4.3 would not be cumulatively considerable.

Consistency with City policies, action items, ordinances, and other requirements would reduce
the proposed project’s incremental contribution o the above cumulative impacts. However,
the proposed project’s incremental contribution to the above cumulative impacts would not be
cumulatively considerable. Furthermore, since the project’s incremental contribution is not
significant, no mitigation measures are required and no design elements or project
characteristics need to be addressed.

Development of the proposed project site would not result in any project-specific contribution to
cumulative impacts that were not identified in the program EIR. As the GP EIR found that
cumulative impacts in the above areas were cumulatively considerable and because the
proposed project is substantially consistent with and described in the program EIR, no further
environmental analysis is required pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21083.3.

The 2006 GP EIR did not consider climate change impacts, which are only relevant in the
cumulatfive condition. A detailed analysis of this project’s potential greenhouse gas (GHG)
emissions/impacts is included in Sectfion 3.0 of this Initial Study/Negative Declaration. No
potentially significant project-specific or cumulative impacts to GHG emissions were identified,
and no mitigation measures are required. No further environmental analysis with respect to GHG
emissions is required pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21083.3.
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EXHIBIT A

DETERMINATION

On the basis of this initial evaluation:

Signature:

| find that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the
environment, and a NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

| find that, although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the
environment, however; there will not be a significant effect in this case because the
mitigation measures described in Section 3.0 of this document have been added to the
project. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

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

| find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect(s) on the environment, but
one or more of such significant effects: (1) has been adequately analyzed in an earlier
document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and (2) has been addressed by
mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis as described on aftached sheets. An
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required, but it must analyze only the effects that
remain to be addressed.

| find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the
environment, all potentially significant effects: (a) have been analyzed and adequately
addressed in an earlier EIR pursuant to applicable standards, or (b) have been avoided
or mifigated pursuant to that earlier EIR, previous Mitigated Negative Declaration, or this
Subsequent Mitigated Negative Declaration, including revisions or mifigation measures
that are imposed upon the proposed project.

b

Date: December 21, 2012

Printed name: Jessica Jordan For: City of Rancho Cordova
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REPORT PREPARATION AND
CONSULTATIONS
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6.1 REPORT PREPARATION AND CONSULTATIONS

CITY OF RANCHO CORDOVA — LEAD AGENCY

Paul Junker Planning Director
Jessica Jordan Senior Planner
Bret Sampson Environmental Coordinator
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7.1 REFERENCES
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Governor’s Office of Planning and Research g m §
State Clearinghouse and Planning Unit Vs S
Ken Alex
Director

January 23, 2013

Jessica Jordan

City of Rancho Cordova
2729 Prospect Park Drive
Rancho Cordova, CA 95670

Subject: Clear Channel Digital Freeway Sign Conditional Use Permit and Operating Agreement
SCH#: 2012122048

Dear Jessica Jordan:

The State Clearinghouse submitted the above named Negative Declaration to selected state agencies for
review. On the enclosed Document Details Report please note that the Clearinghouse has listed the state
agencies that reviewed your document. The review period ciosed on January 22, 2013, and the comments
from the responding agency (ies) is (are) enclosed. If this comment package is not in order, please notify
the State Clearinghouse immediately. Please refer to the project’s ten-digit State Clearinghouse number in
future correspondence so that we may respond promptly.

Please note that Section 21104(c) of the California Public Resources Code states that:

“A responsible or other public agency shall only make substantive comments regarding those
activities involved in a project which are within an area of expertise of the agency or which are
required to be carried out or approved by the agency. Those comments shall be supported by
specific documentation.”

These comments are forwarded for use in preparing your final environmental document. Should you need
more information or clarification of the enclosed comments, we recommend that you contact the

commenting agency directly.

This letter acknowledges that you have complied with the State Clearinghouse review requirements for
draft environmental documents, pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act. Please contact the
State Clearinghouse at (916) 445-0613 if you have any questions regarding the environmental review

process.

SinceW\ iy
TR

Scott Morgan
Director, State Clearinghouse

Enclosures

cc: Resources Agency
1400 TENTH STREET P.0. BOX 3044 SACRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA 95812-3044
TEL (916) 445-0613 FAX (916) 323-3018 www.opr.ca.gov
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Document Details Report 155
State Clearinghouse Data Base EXHIBIT A
SCH# 2012122048
Project Title  Clear Channel Digital Freeway Sign Conditional Use Permit and Operating Agreement
Lead Agency Rancho Cordova, City of
Type Neg Negative Declaration
Description CUP and Operating Agreement for a digital freeway sign at the Sports Complex project site (APN

069-0130-008, -017). Activities at this location will include conversion of an existing traditional
billboard to a digital freeway sign. The conversion will rely upon the existing billboard sign structure,
covering the existing pole in decorative cladding, and changing out the existing sign faces to smaller,
digital display areas (see Figure 4). The sign will not move in an east/west direction nor will it get any
closer to Highway 50. Additionally, the existing electronic sign located on the site's monument sign will
be removed. As required by the Zoning Code standards regulating digital freeway signs, the project
will also include removal of a traditional billboard located at the southeast corner of Folsom Boulevard

and Zinfandel Drive.

Lead Agency Contact

Name
Agency
Phone
email
Address
City

Jessica Jordan
City of Rancho Cordova

916 851 8756 Fax
2729 Prospect Park Drive
Rancho Cordova State CA Zip 95670

Project Location

County

City

Region
Lat/Long
Cross Streets
Parcel No.
Township

Sacramento
Rancho Cordova

Folsom Boulevard, Citrus Road
069-0130-008, -017

Range Base

Section

Proximity to:

Highways
Airports
Railways
Waterways
Schools
Land Use

Hwy 50

Sac Regional Transit

industrial Development / M-1, Digital Freeway Signs Overlay / Folsom Boulevard Planning Area

Project Issues

Aesthetic/Visual; Agricultural Land; Air Quality; Archaeologic-Historic; Biological Resources;
Drainage/Absorption; Flood Plain/Flooding; Forest Land/Fire Hazard, Geologic/Seismic; Minerals;
Noise; Population/Housing Balance; Public Services; Recreation/Parks; Schools/Universities; Septic
System; Sewer Capacity; Sail Erosion/Compaction/Grading; Solid Waste; Toxic/Hazardous;
Traffic/Circulation; Vegetation; Water Quality; Water Supply, Wetland/Riparian; Growth Inducing;
Landuse; Cumulative Effects; Other Issues

Reviewing
Agencies

Resources Agency; Department of Fish and Wildlife, Region 2: Office of Historic Preservation,
Department of Parks and Recreation; Department of Water Resources; California Highway Patrol;
Caltrans, District 3 S; Air Resources Board, Transportation Projects; Regional Water Quality Control
Bd., Region 5 (Sacramento); Native American Heritage Commission

Date Received

End of Review 01/22/2013
AGENDA ITEM 15.1

12/21/2012 Start of Review  12/21/2012
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Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board

8 January 2013
Jessica Jordan CERTIFIED MAIL
City of Rancho Cordova 7011 2970 0003 8939 8964

2729 Prospect Park Drive
Rancho Cordova, CA 95670

COMMENTS TO REQUEST FOR REVIEW FOR THE DRAFT NEGATIVE DECLARATION,
CLEAR CHANNEL DIGITAL FREEWAY SIGN CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT AND
OPERATING AGREEMENT PROJECT, SCH NO. 2012122048, SACRAMENTO COUNTY

Pursuant to the State Clearinghouse’s 21 December 2012 request, the Central Valley Regional
Water Quality Control Board (Central Valley Water Board) has reviewed the Request for Review
for the Draft Negative Declaration for the Clear Channel Digital Freeway Sign Conditional Use
Permit and Operating Agreement Project, located in Sacramento County.

Our agency is delegated with the responsibility of protecting the quality of surface and
groundwaters of the state; therefore our comments will address concerns surrounding those
issues.

Construction Storm Water General Permit

Dischargers whose project disturb one or more acres of soil or where projects disturb less than
one acre but are part of a larger common pian of development that in total disturbs one or more
acres, are required to obtain coverage under the General Permit for Storm Water Discharges
Associated with Construction Activities (Construction General Permit), Construction General
Permit Order No. 2009-009-DWQ. Construction activity subject to this permit includes clearing,
grading, grubbing, disturbances to the ground, such as stockpiling, or excavation, but does not
include regular maintenance activities performed to restore the original line, grade, or capacity
of the facility. The Construction General Permit requires the development and implementation
of a Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP).

For more information on the Construction General Permit, visit the State \Water Resources
Control Board website at:
http://www.waterboards.ca.gov/water_issues/programs/stormwater/constpermits.shtml.

KaRL E. LonaLEY ScD, P.E., cvair | PAameLa C. CReepoN P.E., BCEE, EXECUTIVE OFFICER

11020 Sun Center Drive #200, Rancho Cordova, CA 95670 | www waterboards ca.gov/centralvalley

& ncovoren rancn AGENDA ITEM 15.1



EXHIBIT A
Clear Channel Digital Freeway Sign Conditional -2 - 8 January 2013
Use Permit and Operating Agreement Project
Sacramento County

Phase | and |l Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System (MS4) Permits’

The Phase | and Il MS4 permits require the Permittees reduce pollutants and runoff flows from
new development and redevelopment using Best Management Practices (BMPs) to the
maximum extent practicable (MEP). MS4 Permittees have their own development standards,
also known as Low Impact Development (LID)/post-construction standards that include a
hydromodification component. The MS4 permits also require specific design concepts for
LID/post-construction BMPs in the early stages of a project during the entitlement and CEQA
process and the development plan review process.

For more information on which Phase | MS4 Permit this project applies to, visit the Central
Valley Water Board website at:
http://www.waterboards.ca.gov/centralvalley/water_issues/storm_water/municipal_permits/.

Industrial Storm Water General Permit
Storm water discharges associated with industrial sites must comply with the regulations
contained in the Industrial Storm Water General Permit Order No. 97-03-DWAQ.

For more information on the Industrial Storm Water General Permit, visit the Central Valley
Water Board website at:
http://www.waterboards.ca.gov/centralvalley/water_issues/storm_water/industrial_general_perm
its/index.shtml.

Clean Water Act Section 404 Permit

If the project will involve the discharge of dredged or fill material in navigable waters or
wetlands, a permit pursuant to Section 404 of the Clean Water Act may be needed from the
United States Army Corps of Engineers (USACOE). If a Section 404 permit is required by the
USACOE, the Central Valley Water Board will review the permit application to ensure that
discharge will not violate water quality standards. [f the project requires surface water drainage
realignment, the applicant is advised to contact the Department of Fish and Game for
information on Streambed Alteration Permit requirements.

If you have any questions regarding the Clean Water Act Section 404 permits, please contact
the Regulatory Division of the Sacramento District of USACOE at (916) 557-5250.

! Municipal Permits = The Phase | Municipal Separate Storm Water System (MS4) Permit covers medium sized
Municipalities (serving between 100,000 and 250,000 people) and large sized municipalities (serving over
250,000 people). The Phase | MS4 provides coverage for small municipalities, including non-traditional Smalt
MS4s, which include military bases, public campuses, prisons and hospitals.
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EXHIBIT A
Clear Channel Digital Freeway Sign Conditional -3 - 8 January 2013
Use Permit and Operating Agreement Project
Sacramento County

Clean Water Act Section 401 Permit — Water Quality Certification

If an USACOE permit, or any other federal permit, is required for this project due to the
disturbance of waters of the United States (such as streams and wetlands), then a Water
Quality Certification must be obtained from the Central Valley Water Board prior to initiation of
project activities. There are no waivers for 401 Water Quality Certifications.

Waste Discharge Regquirements

If USACOE determines that only non-jurisdictional waters of the State (i.e., “non-federal” waters
of the State) are present in the proposed project area, the proposed project will require a Waste
Discharge Requirement (WDR) permit to be issued by Central Valley Water Board. Under the
California Porter-Cologne Water Quality Control Act, discharges to all waters of the State,
including all wetlands and other waters of the State including, but not limited to, isolated
wetlands, are subject to State regulation.

For more information on the Water Quality Certification and WDR processes, visit the Central
Valley Water Board website at:
http://www.waterboards.ca.gov/centralvalley/help/business_help/permit2.shtml.

If you have questions regarding these comments, please contact me at (916) 464-4684 or
tcleak@waterboards.ca.gov.

Trevor Cleak

Environmental Scientist
401 Water Quality Certification Program

cC: State Clearinghouse Unit, Governor’s Office of Planning and Research, Sacramento
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EXHIBIT C

CRtee RANCHO CORDOVA DESIGN
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Proposed Digital Sign

Proposal:

* Rebuild Traditional 18’ x 48’ as a 14’ x 48’ Digital

* New Sign would include Decorative Pole Cover

* New Message Center would be tied in with Emergency Message Network
* City would gain Community Messaging on Sign

After: 14’ x 48’ Digital
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EXHIBIT C

RANCHO CORDOVA PROPOSAL

ClearChannel

OUTDOOR

Pz
C

Proposal:

* Remove 2 Signs in the City of Rancho Cordova (3,000 Sq Ft)

4

® Build 1 Structure as a 14 x 48 Digital with Decorative Pole Cover A

-

4
CALIFORNIA CAPITAL AIRSHOW

* Results in Net Reduction of Signs and Advertising Sq Ft (-1,656 Sq Ft)

City Benefits: \

* Eliminates Surface Street Billboard in Redevelopment Area

* State of the Art Digital Message Center Capable of Supporting

Multiple Businesses with Unlimited Creative Possibilities

e CCO Vill Enter into Development Agreement for Digital with City to:

e Compensate City $75,000 Signing Bonus and $50,000 / Year*

* Provide Community Branding and Messaging
* Provide Emergency Messaging

* City Partners with a Company with a Local History and Presence

and a Proven Track Record of Public / Private Partnerships Including:
* Sacramento Regional Transit

e Sacramento State

* City of Sacramento

Before: 18’ x 48’ Traditional After: 14’ x 48’ Digital
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CASiintrS SIGN DESIGN - SPORTS CENTER
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Top View:

55
25’

Proposed Digital Sign

Proposal:

* Rebuild Traditional 18’ x 48’ as a 14’ x 48’ Digital

* New Sign would include Decorative Pole Cover

* New Message Center would be tied in with Emergency Message Network
* City would gain Community Messaging on Sign

* Existing Sign Height = 60 ft

P d Sign Heights = 55 ft « o
roposed Sign Heights = 55 After: 14’ x 48’ Digital

ol
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SITE PLAN - SPORTS CENTER

EXHIBIT C

1’6l N1l VANIOV

Proposed Digital Sign
Proposal:

* We will use existing Sign Footing

e Sign will receive new “Head”

e Sign Column will receive “Pole Cover”

e Sign Height will drop from 60 ft to
approximately 55 Ft

Top View:

25’

After: 14’ x 48 Digital
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RANCHO CORDOVA RELOCATION
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REMOVALS:

18’ x 48’ Traditional 2 Faces - 1,728 sq ft
Hwy 50 E/O Sunrise
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14’ x 48’ Traditional 1 Face - 672 sq ft

Folsom and Zinfandel

Folsom and Zinfandel

SPORTS CENTER:

FINDYOL ;‘! PARTNER

P [ LT

14’ x 48’ Digital 2 Faces - 1,344 sq ft
Hwy 50 E/O Sunrise

- S

NET REDUCTION:
1 Structure

1)656 Sq Ft

991



1'GL INTL1l VANIOV

'@, CLEARCHANNEL

OUTDOOR

PYLONPOLE COVER
11345 FOLSOM BLVD. @ HWY 50, RANCHO CORDOVA, CA

/\ 12720112
/2 01/15/13

SHEET INDEX

CV - Cover Page
SP - Site Map
Design Page 1 of 4
Design Page 2 of 4
Design Page 3 of 4
Design Page 4 of 4

sl
YESCO.

RENO
DIVISION

FTMV \
DHA

875 National Drive
Suite 107
Sacramento, Ca. 95834
(916) 419-8101

CA. CONTRACTOR LICENSE NO.
250739 / 652155

Notice to the Customer

This drawing was created to assist you
in visualizing our proposal. The ideas
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can only be obtained thru a
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Note: The colors depicted on this rendering
may not match actual colors used on the
finished display.

Please refer to the detail drawing for the
approved color specifications.

Note: The cost of providing electrical wiring
to the sign area, all required permits and

all special inspections are not included in
this sign proposal.

Note: The proportion of signs shown on
building and landscape area photos is an
approximate representation.
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EXHIBIT D

DIGITAL FREEWAY SIGN OPERATING AGREEMENT BY AND BETWEEN
CITY OF RANCHO CORDOVA AND CLEAR CHANNEL OUTDOOR

PARTIES

This Operating Agreement for a Digital Freeway Sign (hereinafter “Agreement”), dated
, 2012 by and between the City of Rancho Cordova (the “City”), a California
municipal corporation and Clear Channel Outdoor, Inc. (“CCQO”), a Delaware corporation.

RECITALS

1. Background. Rancho Cordova Municipal Code Section 23.743.150, after all required
notices and public hearing, allows for the City to enter into an Operating Agreement to allow
for Digital Freeway Signs under certain circumstances; including the permanent removal of pre-
existing billboards from within the City. Clear Channel Outdoor has applied for approval to
install one Digital Freeway Sign, located at the Sports Complex location, and is hereinafter
referred to as “Agreement.”

2. Applicant. CCO is an outdoor-advertising company that has extensive experience in
successfully installing, operating, and maintaining traditional and digital billboards throughout
the United States. CCO desires to contract with the owners of certain property within the City
for the purpose of installing, operating, and maintaining Digital Freeway Signs, and it has the
requisite resources and expertise to do so successfully.

3. Legal Framework. For the reasons recited herein, the City has determined that the
construction and operation of CCO’s proposed outdoor advertising display is a development for
which this Agreement is appropriate and is specifically permitted and encouraged by §§ 5412
and 5443.5 of the California Outdoor Advertising Act (Bus. and Prof. Code § 5200 et seq. and
Rancho Cordova Municipal Code section 23.743.150).

4. Public Benefit. City finds that a substantial public benefit will accrue to City by reason
of the advertising revenue that will be generated by CCO’s outdoor advertising display and
shared with City, which adds value to the community by enabling City to undertake projects,
programs and other activities for the benefit of City and its businesses and residents. In
addition the City finds that an additional substantial public benefit will accrue to the City by
reason of CCO removing presently existing billboards as a material condition of this Agreement
for a Digital Freeway Sign. In exchange for providing these public benefits, CCO receives
assurance that it may proceed with the construction and operation of CCO’s outdoor
advertising display and the Project in accordance with ordinances, resolutions and regulations
existing as of the date of this Agreement, subject only to the terms and conditions contained
herein.

Agreement for Digital Billboard: Page 1 of 21
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EXHIBIT D

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of mutual promises, conditions, and covenants hereinafter
set forth, the Parties agree as follows:
AGREEMENT

1. Incorporation of Recitals. The Preamble, the Recitals, and all defined terms set forth in
both, are hereby incorporated into this Agreement as if set forth herein in full.

2. Definitions. This section defines the terms: “Agreement Year,” “Business Day,” “Caltrans,”
“Caltrans Permits,” “City Permits,” “Commencement Date,” “Digital Freeway Sign,” “Digital
Display Area,” “Effective Date,” “Include,” “Operational,” “Obstruction,” “Site,” “Sign
Structure,” and “Term.” Other terms are defined elsewhere in this Agreement.

n”n u

(a) “Agreement Year” means one of the consecutive 12-month periods during the Term. The
first Agreement Year begins on the Effective Date.

(b)  “Business Day” means any day the City’s main offices located at 3970 Rancho Cordova
Road, Rancho Cordova, California, are open to the public.

(c) “Caltrans” means the California Department of Transportation.

(d)  “Caltrans Permits” means all permits and approvals that CCO must obtain from Caltrans
to install, operate, and maintain the Digital Freeway Signs in accordance with this
Agreement.

(e) “City Permits” means all building permits, conditional use permits, zoning amendments,
operating agreements, and other permits, entitlements, and agreements that the City,
acting in its governmental capacity, must issue or approve for CCO to install, operate,
and maintain the Digital Freeway Signs in accordance with this Agreement.

(f) “Commencement Date” means the date as of which both of the following have occurred:
the City has finally approved the Plans (defined in Section 6(a)), and CCO has received all
necessary governmental permits and approvals for the Digital Freeway Sign, including the
Caltrans Permits and the City Permits.

(g) “Digital Freeway Sign” means an off-site outdoor advertising sign with one or more digital
display areas. A Digital Freeway Sign may be internally or externally illuminated. Digital
Freeway Signs are always considered off-site signs and are regulated as such. CCO will
install and operate the Digital Freeway Sign on the Site in accordance with the criteria set
forth in Exhibit A to this Agreement.

(h)  “Digital Display Area” means the portion of the Digital Freeway Sign that consists of the

digital display areas used for general commercial advertising. The Digital Display Area is
more particularly described in Exhibit B.

Agreement for Digital Billboard: Page 2 of 21
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EXHIBIT D 17

(i)  “Effective Date” means the date as of which both the City and CCO have signed this
Agreement, as indicated by the dates in the signature blocks below.

(i)  “Include” and its variants are not restrictive. For example, “includes” means “includes but
not limited to,” and “including” means “including but not limited to.”

(k)  “Operational” means the Digital Freeway Sign is capable, legally and functionally, of
displaying advertising on the Digital Display Area.

(1 “Obstruction” means any structure, sound wall, communications antennae, tree, or
vegetation on City owned or controlled property within 1,000 feet of the Digital Freeway
Sign and obstructs the view of the Digital Display Areas from the viewing public on
Highway 50.

(m) “Site” means the real property located in the City that may be suitable for installation of a
Digital Freeway Sign. The Site is more particularly described in Schedule 2 and Exhibit B.

(n)  “Sign Structure” means the portion of the Digital Freeway Signs, as found currently on the
Site, other than the Digital Display Area, including but not limited to supporting pole(s),
display frame and all ancillary equipment and utilities installed on the sign Site. The Sign
Structure as improved with Digital Display Area is more particularly described in Exhibit B.

(m) “Term” means the entire time this Agreement is in effect. As specified in Section 2.
3. Term of Agreement.
(@) Term. The “Term” of this Agreement consists of two phases:

(1) The “Pre-Operations Phase,” which begins on the Effective Date and ends when the
Digital Freeway Sign becomes Operational.

(2) The “Operations Phase,” with regard to the Digital Freeway Sign begins when the
Pre-Operations Phase ends and ends when such Digital Freeway Sign is removed or
after a twenty five (25) year period following the Pre-Operations Phase, whichever
occurs first. The Agreement is automatically renewed for an additional 25 year
Term unless written notice, 60 days prior to expiration of the initial Term, is given
by either party of intent to terminate.

4. Consideration. As consideration for the rights and benefits it enjoys under this
Agreement, including the contemplated use during the Term, CCO shall do all of the
following:

(a) Conditional Signing Bonus. CCO shall pay the City a one-time “Conditional Signing Bonus”
of Seventy Five Thousand Dollars ($75,000) for the Digital Freeway Sign within five

Agreement for Digital Billboard: Page 3 of 21
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EXHIBIT D 176

Business Days after the Effective Date. The City shall refund the Conditional Signing Bonus
within 30 days after CCO notifies the City that CCO is not able to obtain the Caltrans
Permits and the City Permits for the Digital Freeway Sign contemplated.

(b)  Monthly Fee. Each month during the Operations Phase, CCO shall pay the City the
“Monthly Fee” set forth in Schedule 1. If the Operations Phase does not begin within
twenty four (24) months of the Effective Date, CCO shall commence paying the City the
Monthly Fee set forth in Schedule 1 beginning on the first day of the twenty fifth (25th)
month after the Effective Date and continuing through the end of the Operations Phase
or until this Agreement is terminated.

(1) Monthly Fee is due and payable on the first day of each calendar month at the
address set forth for the City in Section 9(c). Any installment of Monthly Fee that is
not paid within 15 days after it is due and payable will increase by 5%.

(2) If the Operations Phase begins on a day other than the first day of a month, then
the first and last months’ installments of Monthly Fee will be prorated.

(3) CCO may offset the Monthly Fee if CCO is unable by reason of law or regulation,
permit revocation or issuance, to continue operation of the Digital Freeway Sign for
any period of time during the Term of this Agreement in which event the Monthly
Fee shall be waived in full for any such period of time. In addition, if CCO removes
both of the Digital Display Areas on its Sign Structure and reverts to traditional
outdoor advertising on its structure, the Monthly Fee shall no longer be payable
with respect to that Digital Freeway Sign.

(4) CCO may offset the Monthly Fee if CCO has provided notice of an Obstruction under
Section 5(b) and the City has not removed the Obstruction as provided therein. In
such event, the Monthly Fee shall be offset in full until such Obstruction is removed
as required in Section 5(b).

(c)  Removal of Existing CCO Signs. At no cost to the City, CCO shall remove the existing signs
identified in Schedule 2, attached to this Agreement and incorporated by reference
herein (the “Existing Signs”), according to the schedule set forth in Schedule 2, subject to
the following:

(1) CCO hereby waives any rights it may have to compensation for the Existing Signs
under federal, state, or local law, including the Highway Beautification Act of 1965
(23 United States Code section 131) and the Outdoor Advertising Act (California
Business and Professions Code section 5200 and following).

(2) CCO’s commitment to remove the existing signs according to the schedule set forth
in Schedule 2 is a material provision of this Agreement. CCO is not entitled to
replace the Existing Signs once they are removed.
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(a)

(b)

EXHIBIT D

Use of Site.

Exclusive Uses. Except as otherwise provided in Section 6(i), CCO has the exclusive right
to display outdoor advertising on the Site, in digital or traditional formats. In addition, the
City shall not authorize any off-site outdoor advertising on any City-owned or City-
controlled property if the outdoor advertising would be within 1,000 feet of the Digital
Freeway Signs. CCO’s exclusive right to conduct outdoor advertising on the Site includes
the following:

(1) Installing, erecting, maintaining, operating, improving, supplementing, posting,
painting, illuminating, repairing, repositioning, adding, changing and maintaining
equipment required to maintain communications with the Digital Freeway Sign
repositioning (with the City’s consent) during the term of this Agreement.

(2) Removing the Digital Display Area and all associated equipment on or from the site
when this Agreement terminates, as provided in Section 6(m).

(3) Licensing the use of the Digital Freeway Sign, or any portion of it, for any lawful
purpose related to outdoor advertising.

(4) Allrights to operate the sign faces as traditional or Digital Display Areas. CCO has
the exclusive option to remove the Digital Display Areas from the Digital Freeway
Sign at any time and replace them with traditional static sign faces at its sole option.

Unobstructed Use.
(1)  The City shall not allow the following (an “Obstruction”):

(A) On any City-owned or City-controlled real property within 1,000 feet of
the Digital Freeway Sign any structure, sound wall, communications
antennae, tree, or vegetation that obstructs the view of the Digital
Display Areas from the viewing public on Highway 50.

(2)  If CCO notifies the City in writing that an Obstruction exists, and if the City
authorized or actively caused the Obstruction, then the City shall remove or remedy
the Obstruction at its own cost within 30 days after receiving the notice. If the City
fails to remove the Obstruction within 30 days after receiving the notice, then CCO
may remove the Obstruction at the City’s expense after coordinating with the City’s
Public Works Department, which coordination shall include, at a minimum, review
and approval of CCO’s plans to remove the Obstruction prior to CCO commencing
work.
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EXHIBIT D

(3) If CCO notifies the City in writing that an Obstruction exists, and if the City did not
authorize or actively cause the Obstruction, then the City may remove or remedy
the Obstruction at its own cost within 30 days after receiving the notice. If the City
does not remove or remedy the Obstruction within the 30 days, then, at no cost to
the City, and after coordinating with the City’s Public Works Department, which
coordination shall include, at a minimum, review and approval of CCO’s plans to
remove the Obstruction prior to CCO commencing work.

(4) The City is not obligated to remove or seek removal of visual obstructions on
private property. Furthermore, this Agreement does not, and cannot authorize CCO
to remove visual obstructions from private property.

(5) CCO’s exercise of its rights under this Section 5(b) are in addition to any other
remedies it may have under this Agreement.

6. Installation and Operation of a Digital Freeway Sign.

CCO shall install and operate the Digital Display Area on the Sign Structure in accordance with
this Section 6 and consistent with Section 5, all at no cost to the City.

(a)

(b)

(c)

(d)

Plans and Specifications. At no cost to the City, CCO shall prepare complete plans and
specifications for the Digital Freeway Sign, working closely with the City to develop plans
and specifications that are mutually acceptable (the “Plans”). CCO shall submit the Plans
to the City for final approval, which the City shall not unreasonably withhold.

Caltrans Permits. As soon as practicable after the Effective Date, CCO shall apply to
Caltrans for all Caltrans Permits, and the City shall cooperate with CCO in that effort,
including the completion of any Caltrans forms. All Caltrans Permits are to be obtained
and secured for CCO’s sole benefit and are to be issued in CCO’s name. CCO shall
perform all obligations under the Caltrans Permits at no cost to the City.

City Permits. The City shall diligently process CCO’s applications for all City Permits. This
Agreement does not commit the City in advance to approve the City Permits; and this
Agreement does not constrain the City’s discretion, acting as a government, with respect
to the City Permits specifically or to the Digital Freeway Sign generally.

Installation. CCO shall begin installing the Digital Display Area as soon as practicable after
the Commencement Date and shall diligently pursue installation to completion without
unnecessary interruption. CCO will be excused, however, for any delays in beginning or
completing installation that are caused by a Force Majeure Event, as defined in Section
9(d)(1). CCO shall use reasonable diligence to avoid such delays and to resume work as
promptly as possible after such a delay.
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(e) Ownership. CCO will be the owner of the Digital Freeway Sign and all permits and
authorizations that relate to it, including the City Permits and the Caltrans Permits.

(f)  Maintenance. At no cost to the City, CCO shall maintain the sign structure and shall
maintain, repair, and improve the Digital Freeway Sign in accordance with the standards
of the outdoor-advertising industry. CCO’s maintenance obligation under this Section 6(f)
includes the obligation to remove any graffiti from the Site and the Digital Freeway Sign
within three (3) business days of being notified of the graffiti by the City. The City is not
obligated to maintain the sign structure or to maintain or repair the Digital Freeway Sign.

(8) Damage or Destruction. At CCO’s sole option, this Agreement will continue in full effect if
any of the Digital Freeway Sign is damaged or destroyed in whole or part. If CCO elects to
repair or replace the Digital Freeway Sign, CCO shall promptly apply for, and diligently
pursue the issuance of, any permits or approvals it needs to repair or replace the Digital
Freeway Sign. Within 30 days after obtaining the necessary permits and approvals, and
the availability of all parts and components CCO shall begin work to repair or replace the
Digital Freeway Sign. CCO shall complete the work within 180 days after the work begins.
If CCO elects, under this Section 6(g), not to repair or replace the Digital Freeway Sign
then CCO shall notify the City in writing of its election and shall remove the Digital
Freeway Sign and restore the Site in accordance with Section 6(m); and

(h)  Utilities. At no cost to the City, CCO shall provide and pay for all utility connections, utility
equipment, and utility service required to install, operate, maintain, repair, improve, or
reposition the Digital Freeway Sign. CCO shall participate in the Sacramento Municipal
Utility District’s Greenergy Program for electricity service to the Digital Freeway Sign. In
the event electrical power becomes unavailable, for whatever reason, CCO may remove
the Digital Display Faces and operate its sign structure with traditional faces.

(i) Amber Alerts and Public-Service Messages. During all periods when Digital Display Areas are
Operational on the Digital Freeway Sign, CCO shall make the Digital Display Area available to
the appropriate agencies for the purpose of displaying “Amber Alert” messages in
accordance with the Amber Alert Guidelines set forth in Exhibit C to this Agreement. In
addition, CCO shall allow the Digital Display Area to be available to the City, and to other
government agencies without cost, on a space-available basis determined by CCO, for the
purpose of displaying public-service messages (e.g., evacuation routes, drunk-driving-
awareness messages, emergency-disaster communications). The City’s messages must
meet CCO’s graphics-arts standards so that the messages are “camera ready,” at no cost
to CCO. All copy will be subject to CCO’s standard advertising copy rejection and removal
policies which allow CCO the right in CCO’s sole discretion to approve or disapprove copy
and remove copy once posted or displayed.

(k)  Future technologies. The technology currently being deployed for the Digital Freeway Sign
is LED (light emitting diode), but there may be alternate, preferred or superior technology
available in the future. CCO is authorized to change the Digital Freeway Sign to any other
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technology that operates under the maximum brightness standards set forth in Section
6(1) of this Agreement. The City shall expedite any required approvals for technology that
is superior in energy efficiency over previous generations or types.

(I)  Illlumination Standards. Digital Freeway Sign illumination is expressly permitted when in
compliance with all applicable rules and regulations (see Section 5(n) below) and when
operated within these standards,

(1) Digital Freeway Signs shall not operate at brightness levels of more than 0.3 foot
candles above ambient light, as measured using a foot candle meter at a pre-set
distance.

(2) Distance to measure the foot candles impact shall be measured from a distance

of 250 ft. for a sign with a nominal face size of 14’ x 48’.

(3) Each Digital Display Area must have a light sensing device that will adjust the
brightness as ambient light conditions change.

(m) Removal of Digital Display Area. When the Term ends, whether it expires as scheduled or
is terminated early, CCO shall promptly apply for, and diligently pursue the issuance of, at
no cost to the City, any permits or approvals it needs to remove the Digital Display Area.
Within 120 days after obtaining the necessary permits and approvals, CCO shall remove
the Digital Display Area from the Sign Structure and restore the Sign Structure to the pre-
Agreement condition as traditional static faces; all at no cost to the City. Following
termination of this Agreement but prior to removal of the Digital Display Area, CCO shall
not operate the Digital Freeway Sign.

(n)  Compliance with Laws; Waiver of Compensation. During the Term and while removing the
Digital Freeway Sign after the Term in accordance with Section 6(m), CCO shall do the
following at no cost to the City: comply with all valid and applicable statutes, ordinances,
regulations, rules, and orders that concern the Digital Freeway Sign and are enacted or
issued by any federal, state, or local governmental entity with jurisdiction over the Digital
Freeway Sign (including the City) whether enacted or issued before, on, or after the
Effective Date including but not limited to sections 5403, 5402, 5405, 5408 and 5408.1 of
the California Outdoor Advertising Act. Notwithstanding the foregoing, nothing herein
shall be deemed to negate, void, or diminish (i) any claim CCO may have for just
compensation as a result of any governmental action that results in the taking of its
property or (ii) the right of CCO to avail itself of all remedies available to CCO under state
or federal law to maintain its Digital Freeway Signs.

7. Early Termination.

(a) City’s Termination Rights. Without prejudice to its other remedies at law or in equity, the
City may terminate this Agreement, at any time and in its sole discretion, effective 30
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days after the City gives CCO written notice of termination, if any of the following
circumstances occurs:

(1) CCO breaches its obligation to pay the Monthly Fee when due and does not cure
the breach within 30 days after the City serves CCO with a written notice of breach.

(2) CCO breaches its obligation to perform in accordance with any material provision of
this Agreement other than the obligation to pay Monthly Fee and (A) does not cure
the breach within 30 days after the City serves it with a written notice of breach or,
if the breach cannot reasonably be cured within 30 days, (B) does not begin work on
a cure within 30 days after the City serves it with a written notice of breach and
diligently pursue the cure to completion within 90 days after work begins. The
express designation in this Agreement of a provision as “material” does not imply
that other provisions are not material.

(3) CCO ceases to pay the Monthly Fee pursuant to Section 4(b)(3) of this Agreement.

(4) CCOinitiates legal challenge to the validity of this Agreement or its authorizing
Ordinance provided that this subsection shall not prevent CCO from enforcing this
Agreement and the party’s obligations hereunder.

(b) CCO’s Termination Rights. Without prejudice to its other remedies at law or in equity,
including the right to seek just compensation under the laws of eminent domain as
described in Section 9, CCO may terminate this Agreement, at any time and in its sole
discretion, effective 30 days after CCO gives the City written notice of termination, if any
of the following circumstances occurs:

(1) The view of the Digital Display Area’s from the adjacent portion of Highway 50 is
materially obstructed by an Obstruction on City-owned or City-controlled real
property, and CCO did not cause the Obstruction.

(2) CCO cannot safely use the Site to install, operate, maintain, repair, or improve the
Digital Freeway Sign because of a non-remediable condition, and CCO did not cause
the condition.

(3) There is a material diversion of traffic from, or a material reduction or change in the
directional flow of traffic on, the portion of Highway 50 adjacent to the Site, and the
diversion or disruption continues uninterrupted for at least 12 consecutive months.

(4) CCO cannot obtain or maintain the governmental permits required to install,

operate, maintain, repair, or improve the Digital Freeway Sign, including the Caltrans
Permits and the City Permits.
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(5) Use of the Digital Freeway Sign for its intended purpose is prevented or limited by
law, or CCO is required by any court or other governmental entity, for reasons other
than eminent domain, to remove the Digital Freeway Sign from the Site.

(6) With respect to the Digital Freeway Sign, such Sign is damaged by a casualty for
which CCO elects not to repair or replace the Digital Display Area.

(c) City’s and CCO’s Additional Termination Rights. Without prejudice to their other remedies
at law or in equity, either party may terminate this Agreement if the other party (or, for
CCO, its parent company)—

(1) Has an order for relief entered with respect to it, commences a voluntary case, or
has an involuntary case filed against it under any applicable bankruptcy, insolvency,
or other similar law then in effect, and the order or case is not stayed, withdrawn,
or settled within 60 days after it is entered, commenced, or filed (11 U.S.C. §
365(e)(2)(A), as amended, or any successor statute); or

(2) Files for reorganization, becomes insolvent, or has a receiver or other officer with
similar powers appointed for its affairs in any court with jurisdiction, whether or not
with its consent (unless dismissed, bonded, or discharged within 60 days after
appointment).

8. Indemnification.
(a) Definitions. The following definitions apply to this Section 8:

(1) “Person” is to be interpreted broadly. It includes not just third persons but also CCO
and CCO'’s directors, officers, employees, contractors, and agents; and the City and
the City’s elected officials, officers, employees, contractors, and agents.

(2) “Liabilities” means all liabilities, claims, demands, damages, and costs (including
reasonable attorneys’ fees and litigation costs through final resolution on appeal)
that arise directly or indirectly from CCQO’s possession or use of the Sites.

(3) “Occurrence” means (A) the death of, or injury to, any Person; and (B) damage to,
or destruction of, any real property, personal property.

(b)  General Indemnity. CCO shall indemnify, defend (with attorneys reasonably acceptable to
the City), protect, and hold the City harmless from and against all Liabilities that arise
directly or indirectly from CCO’s possession or use of the Site. CCO is obligated under this
Section 8(b) even if the City or the City’s elected officials, officers, employees,
contractors, or agents reviewed, accepted, or approved the work, materials, or activities
from which the Liabilities arise. But CCO is not obligated under this Section 8(b) to the
extent the Liabilities are caused by the active negligence or willful misconduct of the City
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or the City’s elected officials, officers, employees, contractors, or agents. CCO’s obligation
under this Section 8 (b) includes Liabilities arising from any of the following:

(1) Any Occurrence on the Site, but only to the extent caused by CCO’s acts or
omissions.

(2)  Any Occurrence that is in any way connected with any of CCO’s personal property
on the Site.

(3) Any Occurrence caused or allegedly caused by (A) any condition of the Site created
by CCO or by any Person on the Site with CCO’s permission; or (B) some act or
omission on the Site by CCO or by any Person on the Site with CCO’s permission.

(4)  Any Occurrence caused by, or related in any way to, work or activities performed on
the Site or materials furnished to the Site at the request of CCO or any person or
entity acting for CCO or with CCO’s permission.

(5)  Any Occurrence that is caused by, or related in any way to, a verbal or non-verbal
display on the Digital Display Area.

(6) CCO’s failure to perform any provision of this Agreement, to comply with any
requirement of law applicable to CCO, or to fulfill any requirement imposed by any
governmental entity (including the City when acting as a government) on CCO or on
CCO’s use of the Site.

(c) Legal Challenges. CCO shall indemnify, defend with attorneys selected by the City, protect,
and hold harmless the City and the City’s elected officials, officers, and employees in any
litigation to attack, set aside, void or annul an approval by the City or it’s agents
concerning the Digital Freeway Sign (collectively, a “Claim,” including litigation based on
the California Environmental Quality Act) brought to challenge the validity of this
agreement, the validity of the City Permits or the Caltrans Permits, or the validity of the
City ordinances that authorize the installation and operation of the Digital Freeway Sign
on the site. CCO’s obligation to indemnify under this Section 7(c) inlcudes liability for
attorneys’ fees awarded to a party who successfully challenges the validity of this
Agreement of the City Permits or the Caltrans Permits, or of any authorizing ordinance. If
such a Claim is brought, the parties shall promptly notify the other party of such Claim
and each party shall cooperate with the efforts of the CCO to defend such Claim. The City
will not voluntarily assist the opposing party in any such Claim or take any position
adverse to CCO in connection with such Claim. Nothing in this paragraph shall obligate
the City to defend any Claim and the City shall not be required to pay or perform any
settlement arising from any such Claim, unless the settlement is approved in writing by
the City. In the event of a Claim, CCO shall be entitled, in its sole discretion, to return any
Sign Structure that has been modified to a Digital Freeway Sign to a traditional static sign
face or faces. If CCO exercises such right, CCO shall not be required to pay the City the
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Required Amount for such Sign Structure from and after the date that the faces are
converted to static sign faces and the City shall not be entitled to claim any lost revenues
or damages against CCO as a result of such election by CCO, provided, however, that the
City shall keep the Conditional Signing Bonus.

Survival. CCO’s obligations under this Section 8 will survive this Agreement.
Miscellaneous.

Assignments and SubAgreements. A party may not assign or otherwise transfer this
Agreement or any interest in it, and this Agreement is not assignable by operation of law,
without the other party’s prior written consent, which the other party shall not withhold,
delay, or condition unreasonably. This Agreement remains in effect, and an assignment or
transfer of this Agreement does not occur, for purposes of this Section 9(a), if CCO
merges with another company, reorganizes its stock, or undergoes a similar corporate
restructuring, or if CCO sells any of its assets or stock. An assignment or transfer made
contrary to this Section 9(a) is void.

Successors and Assigns. This Agreement binds and inures to the benefit of the successors
and assigns of the parties. This Section 9(b) does not constitute the City’s consent to any
assignment of this Agreement or any interest in the Agreement.

Notices. Any notice or other communication under this Agreement must be in writing and
will be considered properly given and effective only when mailed or delivered in the
manner provided by this Section 9(c) to the persons identified below. A mailed notice or
other communication will be effective or will be considered to have been given on the
third day after it is deposited in the United States Mail (certified mail and return receipt
requested), addressed as set forth below, with postage prepaid. A notice or other
communication sent in any other manner will be effective or will be considered properly
given when actually delivered. A party may change its address for these purposes by
giving written notice of the change to the other party in the manner provided in this
Section 9(c).

If to the City: If to CCO:

City of Rancho Cordova Clear Channel Outdoor, Inc.
Planning Department 401 Slobe Avenue

2729 Prospect Park Drive Sacramento, California 95815
Rancho Cordova, California 95670 Attention:

Attention: Division President - Sacramento

Paul Junker, Planning Director
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(d)  Force Majeure.

(1) “Force Majeure Event” means a cause of delay that is not the fault of the party who
is required to perform under this Agreement and is beyond that party’s reasonable
control, including the elements (including floods, earthquakes, windstorms, and
unusually severe weather), fire, energy shortages or rationing, riots, acts of
terrorism, war or war-defense conditions, acts of any public enemy, epidemics, the
actions or inactions of any governmental entity (excluding the City) or that entity’s
agents, litigation, labor shortages (including shortages caused by strikes or
walkouts), and materials shortages.

(2)  Except as otherwise expressly provided in this Agreement, if the performance of
any act required by this Agreement to be performed by either the City or CCO is
prevented or delayed because of a Force Majeure Event, then the time for
performance will be extended for a period equivalent to the period of delay, and
performance of the act during the period of delay will be excused.

(3) This Section 9(d) does not excuse (A) CCO’s obligation to pay Monthly Fee when due
and payable, except as otherwise provided in Subsection 4(b); or (B) either party’s
obligation to perform any act when performance is rendered difficult or impossible
solely because of that party’s financial condition.

(e)  Waiver of Breach. A party’s failure to insist on strict performance of this Agreement or to
exercise any right or remedy upon the other party’s breach of this Agreement will not
constitute a waiver of the performance, right, or remedy. A party’s waiver of the other
party’s breach of any provision in this Agreement will not constitute a continuing waiver
or a waiver of any subsequent breach of the same or any other provision. A waiver is
binding only if set forth in writing and signed by the waiving party.

(f)  Relationship of the Parties. This Agreement does not create any relationship or
association between the City and CCO. For example, and without limiting the previous
sentence, this Agreement does not create between the City and CCO the relationship of
principal and agent, nor does it create a partnership or joint venture.

(g) Attorney’s Fees. The party prevailing in any litigation concerning this Agreement, the Site,
or any improvements to the Site (including the Digital Freeway Sign) will be entitled to an
award by the court of reasonable attorneys’ fees and litigation costs through final
resolution on appeal in addition to any other relief that may be granted in the litigation.

If the City is the prevailing party, then this Section 9(g) will apply whether the City is
represented in the litigation by the Office of the City Attorney or by outside counsel.
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(h)  Severability. If a court with jurisdiction holds any nonmaterial provision of this Agreement
to be invalid, void, or unenforceable, then the remaining provisions will remain in full
force.

(i)  Counterparts. The parties may execute this Agreement in counterparts, each of which will
be considered an original, but all of which will constitute the same Agreement.

(j)  Further Assurances. Each party shall execute all additional documents or instruments and
take all necessary action that either party reasonably considers necessary to carry out the
proper purposes of this Agreement.

(k)  Time of Essence. Time is of the essence of this Agreement.

() Interpretation. This Agreement is to be interpreted and applied in accordance with
California law without regard to conflict-of-laws principles, except that the rule of
interpretation in California Civil Code section 1654 will not apply. Schedules 1 and 2 and
Exhibits A, B, and C are part of this Agreement.

(m) Integration and Modification. This Agreement sets forth the parties’ entire understanding
regarding the matters addressed. It supersedes all prior or contemporaneous
agreements, representations, and negotiations (written, oral, express, or implied) and

may be modified only by another written agreement signed by both parties.

(Signature Page Follows)
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EXHIBIT D
City of Rancho Cordova Clear Channel Outdoor, Inc.
By: By:
Ted Gaebler Bryan Parker
City Manager Executive Vice President Real Estate and
Dated: 2013 Public Affairs

Clear Channel Outdoor

Dated: ,2013

Approved as to Form
Rancho Cordova City Attorney

By:

Adam Lindgren
City Attorney
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Agreement for Digital Billboard
City of Rancho Cordova and Clear Channel Outdoor

Schedule 1
Monthly Fee

1. For the Site developed under this Agreement, the Monthly Fee due on the first day of the
month is $4,166.

Agreement for Digital Billboard: Schedule 1
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EXHIBIT D
Agreement for Digital Billboard
City of Rancho Cordova and Clear Channel Outdoor
Schedule 2
Existing Billboards to be Removed
New Billboard Existing Billboards
Sports Complex Site CCO shall obtain the necessary permits to remove

these Existing Billboards before the
Commencement Date for the new Digital

APN 069-0130-020-0000 Freeway Sign; and will actually complete removal
within 12 months :

11351 Folsom Boulevard

1 bulletin and 2 Poster Billboard at the southeast
corner of Folsom Boulevard and Zinfandel Drive
APN 072-0210-070-0000

CCO Location No.: 2365/4414/4415

1,272 square feet

Electronic Message Center for the Sacramento
Sportscomplex
APN 069-0130-007-0000

Agreement for Digital Billboard: Schedule 2
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Agreement for Digital Billboard
City of Rancho Cordova and Clear Channel Outdoor

Exhibit A
Digital Freeway Sign Operational Requirements

a. Operational Limitations. Digital Freeway Signs shall display static messages only,
and shall not have animation, movement, or the appearance or optical illusion of
movement in or on any part of the sign structure, design, or pictorial segment of the sign.
Each static message shall not include flashing, scintillating lighting or varying light intensity.

b. Minimum display time. Each message on the sign must be displayed for a
minimum of eight (8) seconds.

c. Each display must have a light sensing device that will adjust the brightness as
ambient light conditions change.

d. The Digital Freeway Sign shall be operated with systems and monitoring in place
to either turn the display off or show a “full black” image on the display in the event of a
malfunction that affects at least fifty percent of the display area.

e. The Digital Freeway Sign shall not be deemed prohibited under Section
23.743.050 and is not governed by any of the prohibitions set forth in Subsections B, Q, S or
U thereof as the operation thereof is specifically authorized by Section 23.743.150 of the
Code.

f.  Section 23.743.090 of the Code shall not apply to Digital Freeway Signs.
lllumination for the Digital Freeway Signs shall comply with the terms of this Agreement
and is otherwise specifically permitted by Section 23.743.150 of the Code.

g. Digital Freeway signs are not considered to be pole signs under Section
23.743.120. E of the Code.

h. Digital Freeway Signs shall not be included within any definition of Flashing set
forth in the Code.

Agreement for Digital Billboard: Exhibit A

AGENDA ITEM 15.1



EXHIBIT D 191

Agreement for Digital Billboard
City of Rancho Cordova and Clear Channel Outdoor

Exhibit B

Digital Freeway Sign Description
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AGENDA ITEM 15.1



r' ClearChannel
v OUTDOOR

EXHIBIT D

RANCHO CORDOVA DESIGN
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Proposed Digital Sign

Proposal:

* Rebuild Traditional 18’ x 48’ as a 14’ x 48’ Digital

* New Sign would include Decorative Pole Cover

* New Message Center would be tied in with Emergency Message Network
* City would gain Community Messaging on Sign

After: 14’ x 48’ Digital
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RANCHO CORDOVA PROPOSAL

1’6l N1l VANIOV

Proposal:

* Remove 2 Signs in the City of Rancho Cordova (3,000 Sq Ft)
® Build 1 Structure as a 14 x 48 Digital with Decorative Pole Cover

* Results in Net Reduction of Signs and Advertising Sq Ft (-1,656 Sq Ft)

City Benefits:

* Eliminates Surface Street Billboard in Redevelopment Area
* State of the Art Digital Message Center Capable of Supporting

Multiple Businesses with Unlimited Creative Possibilities

* CCO Vill Enter into Development Agreement for Digital with City to:

e Compensate City $75,000 Signing Bonus and $50,000 / Year*
* Provide Community Branding and Messaging
* Provide Emergency Messaging
* City Partners with a Company with a Local History and Presence
and a Proven Track Record of Public / Private Partnerships Including:
* Sacramento Regional Transit
* Sacramento State

* City of Sacramento
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& SUTH05k SIGN DESIGN - SPORTS CENTER

1’6l N1l VANIOV

Top View:

55’
25’

Proposed Digital Sign

Proposal:

* Rebuild Traditional 18’ x 48’ as a 14’ x 48’ Digital

* New Sign would include Decorative Pole Cover

* New Message Center would be tied in with Emergency Message Network
* City would gain Community Messaging on Sign

* Existing Sign Height = 60 ft

P d Sign Heights = 55 ft « o
roposed Sign Heights = 55 After: 14’ x 48’ Digital
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SITE PLAN - SPORTS CENTER
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Proposed Digital Sign
Proposal:

* We will use existing Sign Footing

e Sign will receive new “Head”

e Sign Column will receive “Pole Cover”

e Sign Height will drop from 60 ft to
approximately 55 Ft

Top View:

25’

After: 14’ x 48 Digital
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RANCHO CORDOVA RELOCATION

1’6l N1l VANIOV

REMOVALS:

18’ x 48’ Traditional 2 Faces - 1,728 sq ft
Hwy 50 E/O Sunrise
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14’ x 48’ Traditional 1 Face - 672 sq ft

Folsom and Zinfandel

12’ x 25’ Traditional 2 Faces - 600 sq ft

Folsom and Zinfandel

SPORTS CENTER:
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14’ x 48’ Digital 2 Faces - 1,344 sq ft
Hwy 50 E/O Sunrise

NET REDUCTION:
1 Structure

1)656 Sq Ft
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CA. CONTRACTOR LICENSE NO.
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Notice to the Customer

This drawing was created to assist you
in visualizing our proposal. The ideas
herein are the property of YESCO
Permission to copy or revise this drawing
can only be obtained thru a
written agreement with YESCO

© 2011 by YESCO
All rights reserved

Note: The colors depicted on this rendering
may not match actual colors used on the
finished display.

Please refer to the detail drawing for the
approved color specifications.

Note: The cost of providing electrical wiring
to the sign area, all required permits and

all special inspections are not included in
this sign proposal.

Note: The proportion of signs shown on
building and landscape area photos is an
approximate representation.
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NEW 55" POLE COVER ONLY

This drawing was created to assist you
in visualizing our proposal. The ideas
herein are the property of YESCO
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EXHIBIT D 204

Agreement for Digital Billboard
City of Rancho Cordova and Clear Channel Outdoor

Exhibit C

Amber Alert Guidelines

AMBER alerts are issued by the National Center for Missing and exploited Children in
Washington, DC. For those alerts, CCO and the outdoor advertising industry adhere to these
guidelines:

Digital Freeway Sign advertising will be completely interrupted upon receipt of an AMBER
Alert within the affected geographical boundary.

The appropriate AMBER Alert will run uninterrupted for a minimum of one hour
preempting all other advertising.

During the next two hours, the same alert will be displayed in rotation along with other
paid advertisers unless cancelled earlier. After the initial 3 hour display period, any
additional posting of the alert is based on the situation and availability.

Agreement for Digital Billboard: Exhibit C Page 1 of 2
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Easy Peel® Labels
Use Avery® Template 51609

e

069 0031 046 0000
Buzz Oates LLC & Weber Homes Inc
960 Fulton Ave #100
Sacramento, CA 95825-4558
069 0090 001 0000
Hardcastle
11347 Folsom Blvd #d
Rancho Cordova, CA 95742-6225 v
069 0130 007 0000
Southern Calif Water Co
3625 W 6th St
Los Angeles, CA 90020-3036 e
069 0130017 0000
Hcf Inc
11347 Folsom Blvd #d
Rancho Cordova, CA 95742-6225  /
069 0130 019 0003
Fjm Nimbus Associates LLC
222 Kearny St #600
San Francisco, CA 94108-4509 N
069 0130 019 0006
Fjm Nimbus Associates LLC
222 Kearny St #600
San Francisco, CA 94108-4509 N
069 0130 019 0009
Tony Faryniarz
11355 Folsom Blvd #f
Rancho Cordova, CA 95742-6249 J
069 0130019 0012
Fim Nimbus Associates LLC
222 Kearny St #600
San Francisco, CA 94108-4509 \/
069 0130 019 0016
Fjm Nimbus Associates LLC

222 Kearny St #600

San Francisco, CA 94108-4509 v
069 0140 050 0000
Pyrites LLC
6707 Steele Oak Ln
Carmichael, CA 95608-3403 A

Etiquettes faciles & peler
Utilisez le gabarit AVERY® 5160®

A |

Bend along line to
Feed Papey ™=meemmm

|
expose Pop-up Edge™ ‘:
069 0031 052 0000
Judson Assocs LLC
2440 Gold River Rd #100
Rancho Cordova, CA 95670-6390
069 0090 031 0000
Sarah & Robert Forest
Po Box 877
Mendocino, CA 95460-0877 Ve
069 0130 008 0000
Hcf Incorporated
10411 Old Placerville Rd #215
Sacramento, CA 95827-2538 v
069 0130 019 0001
Fjm Nimbus Associates LLC
222 Kearny St #600
San Francisco, CA 94108-4509 /
069 0130 019 0004
Fjm Nimbus Associates LLC
222 Kearny St #600
San Francisco, CA 94108-4509 /
069 0130 019 0007
Fjm Nimbus Associates LLC
222 Kearny St #600
San Francisco, CA 94108-4509 v
069 0130 019 0010
Fjm Nimbus Associates LLC
222 Kearny St #600
San Francisco, CA 941084509
069 0130 019 0014
Nimbus Business Park Owners Association
11390 Sunrise Gold Cir #100
Rancho Cordova, CA 95742-7513 ‘/
069 0130020 0000
Jones Jr.
1401 Booth Rd #160
Roseville, CA 95747-9706 v
072 0330 007 0000
Habra & Masters
2504 Mercantile Dr
Rancho Cordova, CA 95742-8201 \)

A Repliez & la hachure afin de |
Sens de L e |
chargement révéler le rebord Pop-up J

Ser 4 AVERY® 5975 Ek

ATTACHMENT 2
069 0031 053 0000

Judson Assocs LLC
2440 Gold River Rd
Rancho Cordova, CA 95670-6389 .~
069 0090 032 0000
George Anselmo
Po Box 1154
Lotus, CA 95651-1154 v
069 0130 016 0000
Welch Group LLC
11345 Folsom Blvd
Rancho Cordova, CA 95742-6224 v
069 0130 019 0002
Fjm Nimbus Associates LLC
222 Kearny St #600
San Francisco, CA 94108-4509 v’
069 0130 019 0005
Fjm Nimbus Associates LLC
222 Kearny St #600
San Francisco, CA 94108-4509
069 0130 019 0008
Fjm Nimbus Associates LLC
222 Kearny St #600
San Francisco, CA 94108-4509 \V4
069 0130 019 0011
Fjm Nimbus Associates LLC
222 Kearny St #600
San Francisco, CA 94108-4509 v/
069 0130 019 0015
Andrew Scott
11355 Folsom Blvd #h /
Rancho Cordova, CA 95742-6249 \/
069 0140 032 0000
1+$9 L?ﬂﬂe&u r
Granite Bay, CA 95746-8902 v
072 0390 017 0000
Trade Center Eight LP
Po Box 1188
Roseville, CA 95678-8188 /
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Easy Peel® Labels
Use Avery® Template 51609
072 0390 018 0000
H Harry & Marianne Mueggenburg
3525 Bluff Ct
Carmichael, CA 95608-2811
072 0390 040 0000
Sacramento Regional Transit District
Po Box 2110
Sacramento, CA 95812-2110

Etiquettes faciles a peler
Utilisez le gabarit AVERY® 5160%

| NS

/

J

A M— Bend along line to i ® oot i
Feed Paper ™s===m  oyxpose Pop-up Edge™ " AVERY 59r208k
ATTAC HMENT 2
072 0390 025 0000 072 0390 028 0000

Ess Prisa LLC Sacramento Regional Transit

Po Box 320099 281105t
Alexandria, VA 22320-4099 v Sacramento, CA 95816-6410 \ /
072 0390 041 0000
Kohout

108 Copper Creek Dr
Folsom, CA 95630-7130 J

A

Sens de
chargement

vAGENDA ITEM 15.1 i
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I MEMORANDUM =

DATE: February 4, 2013

TO: Honorable Mayor and Council Members

FROM: Jessica Hayes, Housing and Community Development
Specialist

Dana Grossi, Housing Services Assistant

SUBJECT: PUBLIC HEARING CONSIDERING ADOPTION OF THE MIDYEAR
AMENDMENT TO THE 2012-13 COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT BLOCK
GRANT ACTION PLAN

RECOMMENDATION

Approve Resolution No. 12-2013 adopting the Midyear Amendment to the 2012-13 Community
Development Block Grant Action Plan

RESULT OF RECOMMENDED ACTION

1. Adopts the amendment to the 2012-13 CDBG Action Plan

2. Authorizes the City Manager to submit the amendment and all required certifications and
forms to the Department of Housing and Urban Development; and

3. Allows staff to make technical modifications to the Action Plan to correct minor errors
and to respond to direction from HUD.

BACKGROUND

Each year the City receives an entitlement allocation of Community Development Block Grant
(CDBG) funding from the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD). In order
to secure funding, the City must submit an Action Plan, which serves as the CDBG program’s
annual budget and program implementation document. The City Council adopted the 2012-13
Action Plan on May 7, 2012. Since that time, City staff completed a complete reconciliation of
CDBG funds — both internally and with HUD’s Integrated Disbursement and Information System
(IDIS). During this reconciliation, staff discovered $169,030 in unspent prior year funds. Some
of these funds were left over from projects that were completed under budget, some were
programmed for projects that were later determined to be infeasible, and some were re-
allocated for potential projects that were never fully identified. In order to commit a substantial
amount of these recovered funds to existing activities, the City must amend its 2012-13 Action
Plan.

As part of the City’s commitment to CDBG, there are obligations to expend funds in a timely
manner and to use these funds to address qualified needs generally to be found in the CDBG
target area. As such, the City could face penalty for having too large a balance of unexpended
funding. To prevent this penalty, City staff recommends reallocating the $169,030 in unspent

City Council Staff Report 10f4 2012-13 CDBG Action Plan Amendment
February 4, 2013
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and re-captured prior year funds to certain housing and public facilities projects which respond
to immediate community needs.

Based on qualifying projects which respond to immediate and pressing community needs, City
staff recommends these changes:

* Rental Housing Inspection Program to receive an additional $14,800 (increased from
$67,200 to $82,000), which will allow for an increase in units inspected, from 700 to
1000 units.

* Code Enforcement Program to receive an additional $14,800 (increased from $67,200 to
$82,000), which will allow for an increase in units inspected, from 700 to 1000 units.

* Dedication of $104,930 to fund Public Works ADA Improvements, which will provide for
continued improvements in the community, including installation of wheelchair ramps,
crosswalks, and damaged sidewalk repairs. This is a new program, not originally
included in the 2012-2013 Action Plan. It is part of a multi-year program intended to
provide a more reliable funding source for ADA accessibility upgrades throughout the
City.

* Dedication of $95,650 to Public Facility ADA Accessibility Improvements — Soil Born
Farms, an urban agriculture and education project, will participate in the planning and
construction of ADA improvements to existing infrastructure at the facility. This is a new
project intended to help improve accessibility to a local public asset. The funding
provided will assist with the planning and construction of ADA accessible restrooms,
ramps, and paths of travel.

* Police Activities League (PAL) to receive an additional $38,850 in funding, to account for
updated utility and project costs for acquisition of a 3,000 square foot portable building to
be used as an after-school youth center. The project had already received $236,250 in
total funding for the 2010-11 and 2011-12 program years. Together with the additional
$38,850 recommended in this Action Plan Amendment, total project cost is $276,100.

» Reallocation of $100,000 originally set aside for Fagade and Facilities Improvements,
which would have initiated an economic development program designed to help small
and medium sized businesses in the CDBG target area fund facade and facilities
improvements. City staff recommend that the $100,000 be reallocated to Public Facility
ADA Accessibility Improvements (described above) and PAL for youth center facility
acquisition (described above).

» Folsom Cordova Community Partnership’s (FCCP) Group Mentoring Initiative to receive
a decrease in CDBG funding from $20,000 to $17,500. The City’s General Fund would
provide $2,500 to make up for the decrease. The funds adjustments will make it possible
for FCCP to receive funding to be spent on youth services that are not CDBG-eligible,
but that have been determined by the City to be advantageous to the program. The City
would dedicate the $2,500 of unused CDBG funds to the Senior Nutrition Program
(Meals on Wheels).

* Senior Nutrition Program (Meals on Wheels) to receive an additional $2,500 (reallocated
from the Group Mentoring Initiative) (increased from $35,000 to $37,500).

» Sacramento Self-Help Housing to receive an additional $12,000 (increased from
$12,000 to $24,000), so that the organization can provide additional services for
residents, including tenant-landlord counseling, case management, and Fair Housing
referrals.

» Reallocation of $12,000 in Fair Housing funds (decrease from $22,000 to $10,000) to
Sacramento Self-Help Housing. The remaining $10,000 will be used to cover staff costs
for the Fair Housing Representative, a 20% position staffed out of Neighborhood
Services.

City Council Staff Report 20f4 2012-13 CDBG Action Plan Amendment
February 4, 2013
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2012-13 PROPOSED FUNDING CHANGES

Activity Name 2012-13 Action Plan Proposed Change Amount of
Increase/Decrease

Rental Housing
Inspection Program $67,200 $82,000 $14,800
Code Enforcement $67,200 $82,000 $14,800
Emergency Repair Loan
Program $54,795 $54,795 -
Public Works ADA
Improvements - $104,930 $104,930
Public Facility ADA
Accessibility
Improvements (Soil
Born Farms) - $95,650 $95,650
Police Activities League
(PAL) - $38,850 $38,850
Senior Center Facility
Improvements $75,000 $75,000 -
Group Mentoring
Initiative $20,000 $17,500 $(2,500)

Senior Nutrition
Program (Meals on

Wheels) $35,000 $37,500 $2,500
Sacramento Self-Help

Housing, Inc. $12,000 $24,000 $12,000
Respite CLUB $7,000 $7,000 -

Fair Housing $22,000 $10,000 $(12,000)
Fagade and Facilities

Improvement $100,000 - $(100,000)
Planning and

Administration $100,000 $100,000 -
TOTALS $560,195 $729,225 $169,030

HUD requires that all communities receiving HUD funds, including CDBG, agree to Affirmatively
Further Fair Housing in the recipient community. During the 2012-2013 CDBG application
process, staff expressed concerns about the capacity of the Human Rights Fair Housing
Commission, who was then under contract to provide Fair Housing services, to meet the
increased scrutiny that HUD has begun placing on Fair Housing activities. Staff recommended,
and council accepted, that staff be given 6 months to evaluate Fair Housing best practices and
obligations, and that staff would return at the midyear amendment with recommendations for a
Fair Housing program change. Fair Housing funding was reserved during the original 2012-
2013 Action Plan to fund the new program.

Staff has engaged in extensive Fair Housing training to help gain a solid understanding of the
City’s Fair Housing obligations, HUD’s ever evolving stance on jurisdictions’ role in Affirmatively
Furthering Fair Housing, and the best practices involved in managing those obligations. The
result of this training is a multi-tiered Affirmatively Furthering Fair Housing Plan (see attached
plan outline) that addresses the immediate Fair Housing requirements for responding to Fair
Housing complaints and case management, and provides a template for a more long-term
approach to addressing impediments to fair housing. A driving concern during the formulation
of this Plan has been a statement by HUD that jurisdictions should be aware that contracting

City Council Staff Report 3of4 2012-13 CDBG Action Plan Amendment
February 4, 2013
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with third party Fair Housing service providers does not alleviate that jurisdiction’s responsibility
to Affirmatively Further Fair Housing, and that jurisdictions should be using their required
Analysis of Impediments to Fair Housing as templates for their fair housing programs and plans.

The Affirmatively Furthering Fair Housing Plan, as currently proposed, is comprised of three
main components. The first component is the monitoring and management of Fair Housing
claims. The Neighborhood Services Division has for the last several years been a primary point
of contact for many of our residents who may have been discriminated against or who may have
a valid Fair Housing claim. The new Fair Housing Plan expands on this role to include client
intake and case management. Phillip Nichols, one of the City’s Rental Housing Inspectors, has
received extensive training by HUD, HCD, and a HUD recommended training program
presented by Fair Housing of Marin, to be able to identify potential Fair Housing violations, and
to direct residents to the appropriate state and federal resources. Mr. Nichols has also built on
Neighborhood Service’s current case management protocol to incorporate the required case
management tracking. By building on Mr. Nichols’ foundation in Rental Housing Inspection, and
leveraging relationships and systems already in place, they City is in a position to ensure that
Fair Housing obligations are being met as per HUD’s requirements. It is expected that for the
next 6 months or so, Mr. Nichols will be spending 20% of his work week working on Fair
Housing cases and case management. While this will by default reduce his total Rental
Housing Inspection caseload, the funding for Fair Housing will be in addition to the CDBG
funding for the Rental Housing Inspection program, allowing that program to use CDBG funds
with the new Rental Housing Inspection staff to ensure that the program continues to be fully
funded and operational.

The second component of the Fair Housing Plan will be more long-term. It will address the
impediments identified in the Analysis of Impediments (Al) developed in conjunction with the
City’s CDBG Consolidated Plan in 2011. The Fair Housing Plan will set the framework from
which programs intended to address specific impediments to fair housing will be implemented.
More information about the long-term approach to address the Al will be included in the 2013-
2014 CDBG Action Plan.

The third component of the Fair Housing plan is the need for landlord-tenant mediation, as a
separate activity from Fair Housing. Introduced in this amendment is a solution that incorporates
Sacramento Self-Help Housing as that mediation provider, as part of their efforts to prevent
homelessness. Sacramento Self-Help Housing has been performing these tenant-landlord
mediations on a trial basis for the last six months and has had success, both in preventing
homelessness, and in meeting HUD'’s requirements for that service. The City also provided Fair
Housing training to key Sacramento Self-Help staff to assist in identifying mediation cases that
may actually involve Fair Housing violations. Sacramento Self-Help will be working closely with
City staff, to ensure proper case management and Fair Housing referrals as needed.

Staff believes that this multi-tiered approach will ensure that the City meets its Fair Housing

obligations, and will still being flexible enough to address as yet unseen challenges. It also
provides security in knowing that HUD’s requirements are being addressed in a timely manner.

ATTACHMENTS

1. 2012-13 CDBG Action Plan Amendment (Proposed)
2. Fair Housing Plan (Outline)

City Council Staff Report 4 of 4 2012-13 CDBG Action Plan Amendment
February 4, 2013
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ATTACHMENT 1214

CITY OF RANCHO CORDOVA
2012-2013 PROPOSED ACTION PLAN AMENDMENT

The City of Rancho Cordova adopted its 2012-13 Action Plan for the use of federal Community
Development Block Grant (CDBG) funds on May 7™ 2012. The City submitted this plan to the
Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD) and HUD subsequently approved the
City’s plan.

During the 2011-12 and the beginning of the 2012-13 program years, City Staff completed a
complete reconciliation of the CDBG funds — both internally and with HUD’s Integrated
Disbursement and Information System (IDIS). During this reconciliation, staff discovered
$169,030 in unspent prior year funds. Some of these funds were left over from projects that
were completed under budget, some were programmed for projects that were later determined to
be infeasible, and some were re-allocated for potential projects that were never fully identified.
In order to commit a substantial amount of these recovered funds to existing activities, the City
must amend its 2012-13 Action Plan. A description of the activities and proposed changes in
funding is as follows.

Housing
Rental Housing Inspection Program — EXISTING ACTIVITY

The Rental Housing Inspection Program is an area benefit activity wherein CDBG is
partially funding the salary and benefits for 1 FTE code enforcement officer whose duties
include inspecting rental units within the CDBG target area. The program’s funding was
increased from $67,200 to $82,000, the amount at which the program was funded in the
2011-12 program year. The expected Output was increased from 700 units inspected to
1000 units inspected. The $14,800 increase is from unspent prior year funds.

2012-13 Output: 1000 rental units inspected

Outcome Category: DH-3 “Decent Housing with Purpose of New or Improved
Sustainability”

Funding: $82,000 (increased from $67,200)

Code Enforcement — EXISTING ACTIVITY

The Code Enforcement Program is also an area benefit activity wherein CDBG is
partially funding the salary and benefits for 1 FTE code enforcement officer whose
responsibilities include responding to code enforcement complaints and proactively
enforcing code. The program’s funding was increased from $67,200 to $82,000, the
amount at which the program was funded in the 2011-12 program year. The expected
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Output was increased from 700 units inspected to 1000 units inspected. The $14,800
increase is from unspent prior year funds.

2012-13 Output: 1000 units inspected

Outcome Category: DH-3 “Decent Housing with Purpose of New or Improved
Sustainability”

Funding: $82,000 (increased from $67,200)

Public Facilities

Public Works ADA Improvements — NEW ACTIVITY, NEW PROGRAM

The City plans to dedicate $104,390 in CDBG funds to its Public Works Department for
the Pedestrian Improvement Program, which will allow for continued development and
improvement of annual sidewalk repair and gap completion projects that provide safety
and consistency in the existing pedestrian network. These improvements may include the
installation of wheelchair ramps, crosswalks, and damaged sidewalk repairs. While the
Public Works Department has engaged in pedestrian improvement activities with CDBG
funds prior to the 2012-2013 Action Plan Amendment, this amendment will implement a
functional program that will facilitate annual funding. The $104,930 allocated to this
project is from prior year unspent funds.

2012-13 Output: 1 public works project completed

Outcome Category: SL-1 “Suitable Living Environment with Purpose of New or
Improved Availability/Accessibility”

Funding: $104,930

Public Facility ADA Accessibility Improvements — NEW ACTIVITY

Soil Born Farms

Soil Born Farms is an urban agriculture and education project that empowers youth and
adults to participate in a local foods system that encourages healthy living, nurtures the
environment, and grows a sustainable community. Soil Born Farms will participate in the
planning and construction of ADA improvements to existing infrastructure at the facility.
Soil Born Farms is located on property owned by the Cordova Recreation and Parks
District. The $95,650 allocated to this project is reallocated from Fagade and Facilities
Improvements, an activity identified in the 2012-13 Action Plan that is no longer deemed
feasible.
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2012-13 Output: Planning and construction of ADA improvements

Outcome Category: SL-1 “Suitable Living Environment with Propose of New or
Improved Availability/Accessibility”

Funding: $95,650

Police Activities League (PAL) Facility Acquisition — EXISTING ACTIVITY

The Police Activities League (PAL) is in the process of permanently acquiring a 3,000
square foot portable building and leasing permanent space and utilities from the school
district, for the building for a minimum of 15 years. PAL intends to operate the building
as an after-school youth center. The project was funded over two program years, with the
first installment of $118,125 in the 2010-2011 program year and the second installment
of $118,125 in the 2011-2012 program year for a total of $236,250 awarded to PAL.
However, the school district is requesting an addition $38,850 in funding, to account for
updated utility and project costs (building, installation, and construction). Together with
committed funding in program years 2010-11 and 2011-12, the additional funding
identified in this 2012-13 amendment results in a total project cost of $276,100. $34,500
of the $38,850 is from prior year unspent funds. The remaining $4,350 is transferred from
Fagade and Facilities Improvements.

2012-13 Output: 1 public facility to be acquired through long-term lease
Outcome Category: SL-1 “Suitable Living Environment with Propose of New or
Improved Availability/Accessibility”

Funding: $38,850 (increased from $0)

Economic Development

Facade and Facilities Improvements — EXISTING ACTIVITY

The City’s had planned to initiate an economic development program designed to help
small and medium businesses in the CDBG target area fund fagade and facilities
improvements. The original plan allocated $100,000 for this program. Upon further
research, City staff concluded that the program was too complicated for the level of
funding, and that it would be very difficult to effectively initiate the program in a timely
manner. The City is proposing to remove the $100,000 from the Economic Development
program and re-allocate it to Public Facility ADA Accessibility Improvements (Soil Born
Farms) and Police Activities League (PAL) Facility Acquisition.

2012-13 Output: Two fagade or facilities improvements.
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Outcome Category: EO-1 “Economic Opportunity with the Purpose of New or
Improved Availability/Accessibility”
Funding: $0 (reduced from $100,000)

Public Services

Group Mentoring Initiative — EXISTING ACTIVITY

The Group Mentoring Initiative is a program that facilitates one-on-one mentoring for at-
risk and disadvantaged youth. The program uses a multi-faceted mentoring and activity-
based curriculum to encourage youth to stay away from socially disadvantageous
activities and to pursue education and active community engagement. This Action Plan
Amendment reflects a decrease in CDBG funding of the program from $20,000 to
$17,500. The City’s General Fund (GF) is providing $2,500 to make up for the CDBG
funding decrease. The funds adjustments made it possible for the Folsom Cordova
Community Partnership to receive funding to be spent on youth services that were not
CDBGe-eligible, but that were determined by the City to be advantageous to the program.
The City dedicated the $2,500 of unused CDBG funds to the Senior Nutrition Program
(Meals on Wheels).

2012-13 Output: 80 youth served

Outcome Category: SL-1 “Suitable Living Environment with Propose of New or
Improved Availability/Accessibility”

Funding: $17,500 (decreased from $20,000)

Senior Nutrition Program (Meals on Wheels) — EXISTING ACTIVITY

The Meals on Wheels (MOW) program provides homebound seniors with hot meals or
frozen heat-and-serve meals, and provides lunch to seniors at the Cordova Senior Center.
The City increased funding for MOW from $35,000 to $37,500 by dedicating $2,500 of
CDBG funds that were no longer needed for the Group Mentoring Initiative.

2012-13 Output: 205 seniors provided with meals

Outcome Category: SL-1 “Suitable Living Environment with Propose of New or
Improved Availability/Accessibility”

Funding: $37,500 (increased from $35,000)

Sacramento Self-Help Housing Inc. — EXISTING ACTIVITY
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Sacramento Self-Help Housing (SSHH) provides counseling and housing referrals to
homeless and near-homeless individuals and households. The organization continues to
operate in the City’s primary low-income service center, the Rancho Cordova
Neighborhood Center. This Action Plan Amendment reflects an increase in funding from
$12,000 to $24,000, so that the organization can provide additional services for residents,
including tenant-landlord counseling, case management, and Fair Housing referrals. The
additional funds will be re-allocated from two sources of funds. $10,000 of the public
services funds set aside for Fair Housing will be allocated to Sacramento Self-Help
Housing for tenant/landlord counseling. An additional $2,000 of planning and
administration funds originally allocated to Fair Housing will also be transferred to
Sacramento Self-Help Housing to cover the costs of Fair Housing referrals and case
management. The 2012-13 Output of 75 households provided counseling remains the
same. The City needs to ascertain how SSHH will perform given the additional Fair
Housing and tenant-landlord mediation responsibilities. Output goals for the 2013-14
program year will reflect the performance of both homelessness prevention counseling
and tenant-landlord mediation.
2012-13 Output: 75 households provided counseling
Outcome Category:  SL-1 “Suitable Living Environment with Propose of New or
Improved Availability/Accessibility”
Funding: $24,000 (increased from $12,000)

Fair Housing — EXISTING ACTIVITY

In the 2012-13 Action Plan the City identified the need to re-evaluate the efforts
necessary to Affirmatively Further Fair Housing. In order to facilitate this evaluation, the
City set aside $24,000 in CDBG funds for the 2012-13 program funds. During evaluation
the City identified tenant-landlord counseling and Fair Housing referral to be critical
components of preventing homelessness and ensuring the affirmative furthering of Fair
Housing. Sacramento Self-Help Housing had both the experience and the capacity to
provide both of these services, and their contract was increased to compensate for the
additional case-load. $12,000 of CDBG funds were re-allocated from Fair Housing to
Sacramento Self-Help Housing to cover the additional costs. The remaining funds will
be used to cover training and staff time for a Fair Housing Coordinator position to be
filled in-house.

2012-13 Output: 15 households provided fair housing referrals

Outcome Category:  SL-1 “Suitable Living Environment with Propose of New or
Improved Availability/Accessibility”

Funding: $10,000 (decreased from $22,000)
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2012-13 PROPOSED AMENDED CDBG PROJECTS

Goal Activity

Name
Housing

HS-1, Rental Housing

HS-2 Inspection
Program

HS-1, Code

HS-2  Enforcement

HS-1, Emergency Repair

HS-2  Loan Program

Public Facilities

Public Works
ADA

Improvements

Public Facility
ADA Accessibility

Improvements

CD-2, Police Activities
CD-3, League (PAL)
CD-4

CD-2, Senior Center
CD-3, Facility

CD-4  Improvements

Public Services

Activity Description

Inspect rental units in the
redevelopment area to find and
correct code violations.

Provide code enforcement
services in the redevelopment
area.

Emergency repairs for very low-
and low-income homeowners
facing health and safety
problems (including mobile
homes)

Development and improvement
of annual sidewalk repair and
gap completion projects,
including installation of
wheelchair ramps, crosswalks,
and damaged sidewalk repairs

Planning and construction of
ADA improvements to existing
infrastructure at Soil Born Farms

Fund and supervise the
acquisition and renovation of a
dedicated building to house PAL
activities (Project is funded, will
be completed during the 2012-
2013 program year)

Provide improved emergency
access to the Senior Center,
including new gates and exiting,
as well as updated restroom
facilities

700 homes
inspected

700 homes
inspected

6 loans made

1 public works
project completed

Planning and
construction of
ADA

improvements

1 Public facility
acquired and
renovated

1 public facility
acquired and
renovated

Funding

$82,000 (increased from
$67,200, using unspent prior
year funds)

$82,000 (increased from
$67,200, using unspent prior
year funds)

$54,795

$104,930 (from unspent prior
year funds)

$95,650 (transferred from
Facgade and Facilities
Improvements)

$38,850 (increased from $0 -
$4,350 transferred from
Facgade and Facilities
Improvements and $34,500
from unspent prior year
funds)*

$75,000
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CD-2,
CD-3

CD-1,
CD-3

HA-1,
CD-3

CD-1,
CD-3

HS-1,
HS-2

Economic Development

CD-1,
CD-3

Planning and Administration

Group Mentoring

Initiative

Senior Nutrition

Program (Meals
on Wheels)

Sacramento Self-

Help Housing,
Inc.

Respite CLUB

Fair Housing

Facade and
Facilities
Improvement

Planning and
Administration

Provide youth support and
improve community
involvement though intensive
one-on-one youth mentoring

Provide homebound seniots
with hot meals or frozen heat-
and-serve meals and provide
lunch to seniors at the Cordova
Senior Center

Provide housing services to
residents who are in danger of
homelessness, or who are already
homeless, to aid them in
securing stable housing

Provides senior respite day care
services to seniors with severe
memoty loss

Provide fair housing services to
residents by responding to
inquiries of illegal housing
discrimination and investigating
discrimination complaints

Initiate an economic
development program designed
to help small and medium
businesses in the CDBG target
area fund facade and facilities
improvements

Provide general administration
of the CDBG program,
including all planning and
reporting activities

80 youth served

205 seniots
provided meals

75 households
provided

counseling

24 seniotrs
provided care
services

50 households
provided
assistance and
education

2 facade or
facilities
improvements

1 year of program

administration

ATTACHMENT 1220

$17,500 (decreased from
$20,000)

$37,500 (increased from
$35,000, using funds

transferred from Group
Mentoring Initiative)

24,000 (increased from
$12,000, using $10,000 in
funds originally set aside for
Fair Housing and $2,000
from Planning and Admin.)

$7,000

$10,000 (Decreased from
$22,000 — which was $10,000
from Public Services, &
$12,000 from Planning and
Admin.)

$0 (Decreased from
$100,000)

$112,000 ($12,000 of this total
to be used to further Fair
Housing efforts)

*$118,125 in funding for acquisition of public facility space for PAL was committed from FY 2010-2011 CDBG. In the FY 2011-2012 funding cycle,
the amount committed was doubled to $236,250. PAL submitted a revised cost estimate for the project, reflecting a project cost increase of $38,850, as
noted in the above table. The project will be started this 2012-2013 program year and completed during the 2013-2014 program year. Total project

funding across the years is $275,100.
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2012-13 PROPOSED FUNDING CHANGES

Rental Housing Inspection

Program $67,200 $82,000 $14,800

Emergency Repair Loan

Proiam $54,795 $54,795 -
Public Facility ADA

Accessibility Improvements

(Soil Born Farms) $95,650 $95,650

Senior Center Facility
Improvements $75,000 $75,000

Senior Nutrition Program

(Meals on Wheels) $35,000

$37,500 $2,500

57,000 7,000 I

Facade and Facilities
Improvement $100,000 $(100,000)

TOTALS $560,195 $729,225 $169,030
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Rancho Cordova’s Affirmatively Furthering Fair Housing Plan

Fair Housing Services Joint Powers Agreement (JPA) with Citrus Heights and Elk
Grove

® Leverage Analysis, Reporting, and Testing
o Analysis of Impediments to Fair Housing
o Annual Housing Discrimination Testing
o Shared Consolidated Planning for Fair Housing Enforcement
o Shared HUD Housing Discrimination Reporting
o Shared Fair Housing Plans (standardized procedures)
® Leverage Documentation and Case Management Tools
o Shared Case Management System (online case tracking)
o Shared Report Formats (standardize for interchangeability)
e Leverage Education and Outreach Efforts
o Shared Curriculums
o Multi-jurisdictional Fair Housing Law Education Opportunities
= Training for City Employees and Officials
=  Training for Apartment Managers/Landlords/Tenants

Fair Housing Plan Outline

. Analysis of Impediments Evaluation
a. lIdentify Priority Impediments
i. Plan Policy Resolutions
ii. Plan Action Resolutions
b. Identify Secondary Impediments
i. Plan Policy Resolutions
ii. Plan Action Resolutions
c. Annual Evaluation of Results
i. Results of Policies
1. Effective? Measurable?
ii. Results of Actions
1. Effective? Measurable?
ll.  Education and Outreach
a. Rental Housing Seminars
i. Tenant Rights and Obligations
ii. Landlord Rights and Obligations
b. Fair Housing Law Training
i. Violations
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ii. Remedies (filing claims, legal representation)
iii. Ramifications
lll.  Annual Analysis of Fair Housing Discrimination
a. Sample Testing
i. Annual
ii. Tests for different protected categories
iii. Shared tests with Citrus Heights and Elk Grove
iv. Provide Education and Outreach that coordinates with testing
IV.  Case Management (Enforcement)
a. Tenant Landlord Mediation Cases
i. Case Intake (standardized forms)
ii. Referrals to Sacramento Self-Help (or other third-party mediator)
iii. Case follow-up
iv. Quarterly reports on all Mediation cases provided to City
1. City record keeping of Mediations
2. Report to HUD on an annual basis
b. Fair Housing Discrimination Cases
i. Case Intake (standardized forms)
1. Referral to State of California Department of Fair Employment and
Housing
2. Referral to Federal Fair Housing Act Claims
ii. Record keeping on all State and Federal case referrals
1. Annual report to HUD
c. Case Tracking
i. Online Case Management
1. JPA shared costs for proprietary online system
2. Standardized reporting
3. HUD approved formats
ii. Case Resolution and Follow-up
1. Mediation
a. Follow-up
b. Resolution

c. Closure
2. Referral to State or Federal Claims
a. Closure

iii. Case Reporting
1. CDBG Annual Reporting to HUD
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I MEMORANDUM

DATE: February 4, 2013
TO: Honorable Mayor and Council Members
FROM: Cyrus Abhar, Public Works Director

Adam Lindgren, City Attorney

SUBJECT: PRIVATE BUSINESS DIRECTIONAL SIGN POLICY

RECOMMENDATION

That Council consider various policy options related to private business directional signs in the
public rights-of-way and provide direction to staff as appropriate.

RESULT OF RECOMMENDED ACTION

Staff will act appropriately given the direction provided by Council.
ADVANCES GOALS: 1, 2, 5, and 6.

BACKGROUND

The City of Rancho Cordova currently has no formal policy guiding directional signs. However, a
uniform signage system is desirable. At a May 15, 2012, public Work Session, Council was
presented with a directional sign discussion that sought guidance on a policy to determine what
should be included on directional signs, and what the look of those signs should be.

Staff's understanding of Council guidance, based on the May discussion, was that a City
signage system should include public facilities (such as Hagan Park, City Hall, Police Station,
etc.), that it might possibly include certain areas or neighborhoods throughout the City (such as
Olson Island, Capital Village, certain neighborhoods, etc.), and that private businesses were not
desired as listed points of interest.

Since the May discussion staff has received further guidance that any directional sign designs
should be put on hold until such time as the City’s branding effort has taken place. The stop to
substantive design work was to accommodate the broader desire for a City-wide branded look
that will be included on directional signs.

DISCUSSION

Many cities and communities utilize directional signs to help direct traffic, both vehicular and
pedestrian, to certain points of interest. Directional signage quality, design, and complexity tend
to vary based upon the number and concentration of points of interest, as well as based on the
desires of a given community.
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Recently, the City received two separate requests from Cordova Casino and National
University, to place entity specific directional signs directing traffic to their businesses (it should
be noted that other businesses have approached the City in the past with similar signage
requests). As part of these new requests for business specific directional signs, there has been
an offer to pay for the signs and provide space for directional signs to public facilities as well.
This would reduce the overall cost of the signage program to the City.

As a policy discussion, staff is not looking for a definition from Council on the quality, design, or
complexity of a signage system at this time. Rather, the intended purpose of the discussion
tonight is, instead, to clearly provide policy direction about what points of interest should be
included in a signage system in Rancho Cordova, and whether or not those points of interest
should include private businesses.

LEGAL CONSIDERATIONS

In addition to policy and branding considerations, the City Attorney advises that allowing private
businesses to have directional signs in the City would raise a number of complex legal issues.

The City generally has the authority to prohibit off-site commercial signage as long as:
1) It seeks to implement a substantial government interest (such as traffic safety or
aesthetics);
2) The regulation directly advances that interest; and
3) The regulation reaches no further than is necessary to accomplish its legitimate
objective.

Sign regulations should be content neutral. “Content neutral” means the regulation of signs is
limited to the size, location, and other physical traits of signs, but does not extend to the content
of the message on the signs. Thus, if the City allows some businesses to have directional
signs, it likely would not be able to prohibit other businesses from having similar signs,
particularly if the determination is based on anything other than the physical characteristics of
the sign. For example, it would be difficult to justify a sign regulation that allowed certain types
of businesses to have a directional sign, but prohibited other types of businesses from having a
similar sign based on the nature of the business or the content of the message on the sign.
That type of regulation extends beyond the traffic safety and aesthetic rationale for restricting
signs, and puts the City in the constitutionally problematic position of deciding which messages
it will allow on the signs.

The City may have some very limited discretion to distinguish between different types of
commercial speech; however, it has almost no discretion to selectively regulate noncommercial
speech. It is also important to note that the City cannot be more restrictive of noncommercial
speech than it is of commercial speech. In other words, the City cannot allow off-site
commercial advertising in a location where political signs or other noncommercial speech is
prohibited. To justify content-based sign regulations of honcommercial speech, the ordinance
would have to be necessary to justify a compelling government interest. This is a very difficult
test to meet. The constitutional limitations on sign regulations discussed above apply both
within and outside of public rights of way.

In addition to these broad constitutional parameters related to the City’s regulation of signs,
there is also a general prohibition in the California Outdoor Advertising Act against advertising
displays within the right of way of any highway. The Business and Professions Code, unlike the
Vehicle Code, broadly defines “highway” to include “roads, streets, boulevards, lanes, courts,

City Council Staff Report 20f3 Private Business Directional Sign Policy
February 4, 2013
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places, commons, trails, ways or other rights-of-way or easements used for or laid out and
intended for the public passage of vehicles or of vehicles and persons. The Outdoor Advertising
Act allows off-site advertising outside of highway rights of way, subject to certain limitations.

If the council provides policy direction to City Staff and the City Attorney to draft a directional
sign ordinance, additional legal review, after considering the Council’s policy objectives, will be
necessary to determine the exact legal limitations on the details of the ordinance. This review
can be time consuming, costly and still result in legal risk due to the case law that exists
pertaining to sign regulation. The relevant case law is factually intensive, legally complex, and
at times inconsistent.

FINANCIAL CONSIDERATIONS

Designed directional signs have a cost of approximately eight to ten thousand ($8,000 -
$10,000) dollars each, to manufacture and install (this cost does not take into account any
design, planning, or staff work). Sign life is generally around ten (10) years. If the City has
private businesses included as points of interest then costs could be recovered by private
entities placing their name on the signs. If private businesses are not included as points of
interest then the City would need to cover the full cost of signs.

Placement of signs throughout the City would depend largely on Council guidance on definition
of points of interest. However, general staff discussions have assumed the total number of
signs city-wide would be somewhere between eight signs and fourteen signs. This puts total
cost for signs in the range of approximately eighty thousand ($80,000) to one hundred forty
thousand ($140,000) dollars.

POLICY DIRECTION

In light of the requests the legal, financial and practical considerations discussed above,staff is
seeking clear policy direction on the following two options:

Option 1 - Private Businesses Allowed — Should private businesses be allowed to place
their names on directional signs? If this is Council’s direction, some further issues for
consideration include:

¢ |n Order to create a uniform procedure for placing business names on City-designed
sign system; what are criteria for business selection? How does City determine who
gains access to limited space on City designed signs?

Option 2 - Private Businesses NOT Allowed — City precludes private entities from having
access to public rights-of-way for directional signs. Further issues to consider:

e Do City-designed directional signs include only public assets (Hagan Park, City Hall,
Police Station, etc.)?; or

e Do the signs also include recognizable “places” around the City (i.e. Capital Village,
Anatolia, Olson Island, etc.)?

City Council Staff Report 30f3 Private Business Directional Sign Policy
February 4, 2013
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