TOWN OF YUCCA VALLEY
TOWN COUNCIL MEETING

The Mission of the Town of Yucca Valley is to
provide a government that is responsive to its citizens
to ensure a safe and secure environment
while maintaining the highest quality of life.

TOWN COUNCIL: 6:00 p.m.
TUESDAY, DECEMBER 17, 2013
YUCCA VALLEY COMMUNITY CENTER
YUCCA ROOM
57090 - 29 PALMS HIGHWAY
YUCCA VALLEY, CALIFORNIA 92284

CLOSED SESSION: 6:00 p.m.
(Immediately Following the Regular Town Council Meeting)
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TOWN HALL CONFERENCE ROOM
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AGENDA
MEETING OF THE
TOWN OF YUCCA VALLEY COUNCIL
TUESDAY DECEMBER 17, 2013
6:00 P.M.

The Town of Yucca Valley complies with the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990. If you
require special assistance to attend or participate in this meeting, please call the Town Clerk’s
Office at 760-369-7209 at least 48 hours prior to the meeting.

An agenda packet for the meeting is available for public view in the Town Hall lobby and on
the Town’s website, www.yucca-valley.org, prior to the Council meeting. Any materials
submitted to the Agency after distribution of the agenda packet will be available for public
review in the Town Clerk’s Office during normal business hours and will be available for
review at the Town Council meeting. Such documents are also available on the Town’s
website subject to staff’s ability to post the documents before the meeting. For more
information on an agenda item or the agenda process, please contact the Town Clerk’s office
at 760-369-7209 ext. 226.

If you wish to comment on any subject on the agenda, or any subject not on the agenda during
public comments, please fill out a card and give it to the Town Clerk. The Mayor/Chair will
recognize you at the appropriate time. Comment time is limited to 3 minutes.

(WHERE APPROPRIATE OR DEEMED NECESSARY, ACTION MAY BE TAKEN ON ANY
ITEM LISTED IN THE AGENDA)
OPENING CEREMONIES
CALL TO ORDER
ROLL CALL: Council Members Abel, Huntington, Leone, Rowe, and Mayor Lombardo
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

INVOCATION Led by Pastor Wayne Morrow, Desert Hills Presbyterian Church

AGENCY REPORT
1. Hi Desert Water District
APPROVAL OF AGENDA

Action: Move ond Vote




CONSENT AGENDA

1-23

3. Waive further reading of all ordinances (if any in the agenda) and read by title only.

Recommendation: Waive further reading of all ordinances and read by title
only.

4. SR62 @ Dumosa Avenue Traffic Signal Project
Amend FY 2013-14 Adopted Budget

Recommendation: Amend FY 2013-14 Adopted Budget

2426 | 5. FY 2014-16 Budget Preparation Calendar
Recommendation: Review and approve the proposed Budget Calendar FY
2014-16
2729 | 6. AB1234 Reporting Requirements
Recommendation: Receive and file the AB1234 Reporting Requirement
Schedule for the month of November 2013.
3035 | 7. Warrant Register
Recommendation: Ratify the Warrant Registers total of $285,360.71 for
checks dated November 27, 2013
All items listed on the consent calendar are considered to be routine matters or are considered
Sormal documents covering previous Town Council instruction. The items listed on the
consent calendar may be enacted by one motion and a second. There will be no separate
discussion of the consent calendar items unless a member of the Town Council or Town Staff
requests discussion on specific consent calendar items at the beginning of the meeting. Public
requests to comment on consent calendar items should be filed with the Town Clerk/Deputy
Town Clerk before the consent calendar is called.
Recommendation: Adopt Consent Agenda (items 3-7)
Action: Move oM Vote
PUBLIC HEARING
36-54 | 8. Conduit financing for the Caritas Affordable Housing, Inc.
Tax Equity and Fiscal Responsibility Act of 1982 (TEFRA)
Aztec Mobile Home Park
Recommendation:




1) Conduct the public hearing under the requirements of TEFRA and the
Internal Revenue Code of 1986, as amended (the “Code”).

2) Adopt the resolution approving the issuance of the Bonds by the CMFA
for the benefit of Caritas Affordable Housing, Inc., a California
nonprofit or by another limited partnership or limited liability company
to be formed by Caritas Affordable Housing, Inc., or a related entity (the
“Borrower”), to provide for the financing of the Project, such adoption is
solely for the purposes of satisfying the requirements of TEFRA, the
Code and the California Government Code Section 6500 (and
following). The resolution will also authorize the Mayor or any designee
thereof to execute the Joint Exercise of Powers Agreement with the
CMFA.

Action: Move ond Vote

DEPARTMENT REPORTS

55-120 | 9. Public Facilities Development Impact Fees; Annual Report; Set Public Hearing
for January 21, 2014

Recommendation: Receive and file the report and schedule the public
hearing for January 21, 2014

Action: Move ond Vote

121124 10.  Town Council Public Agency Board/Committee Liaison Assignments

Recommendation: Review and select representatives to the various Public
Agency Boards, and direct the Town Clerk to notify the agencies of any
changes in representation

Action: Move ond Vote

FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS



PUBLIC COMMENTS

In order to assist in the orderly and timely conduct of the meeting, the Council takes this time
to consider your comments on items of concern which are on the Closed Session or not on the
agenda. When you are called to speak, please state your name and community of residence.
Notify the Mayor if you wish to be on or off the camera. Please limit your comments to three
(3) minutes or less. Inappropriate behavior which disrupts, disturbs or otherwise impedes the
orderly conduct of the meeting will result in forfeiture of your public comment privileges. The
Town Council is prohibited by State law from taking action or discussing items not included
on the printed agenda.

STAFF REPORTS AND COMMENTS

MAYOR AND COUNCIL MEMBER REPORTS AND COMMENTS

11. Council Member Abel
12. Council Member Leone
13. Council Member Rowe

14.  Mayor Pro Tem Huntington

15.  Mayor Lombardo

ANNOUNCEMENTS

Time, date and place for the next Town Council meeting.

6:00 p.m., Tuesday, January 7, 2014, Yucca Valley Community Center Yucca Room

ADJOURN TO CLOSED SESSION

CLOSED SESSION
(Public Comments will be taken before the Council adjourns to Closed Session)

1. CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL--ANTICIPATED LITIGATION

Initiation of litigation pursuant to paragraph (4) of subdivision (d) of Section 54956.9: (One (1)

Potential Case)
2. CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL--ANTICIPATED LITIGATION

Significant exposure to litigation pursuant to paragraph (2) of Section 54956.9; (One (1)
Potential Case)



REPORT OUT FROM CLOSED SESSION

ADJOURNMENT



Yucca Valley Town Council

Meeting Procedures
The Ralph M. Brown Act is the state law which guarantees the public's right to attend and participate in meetings of local
legislative bodies. These rules have been adopted by the Town of Yucca Valley Town Council in accordance with the Brown
Act, Government Code 54950 et seq., and shall apply at all meetings of the Yucca Valley Town Council, Commissions and
Committees.

Agendas - All agendas are posted at Town Hall, 57090 Twentynine Palms Highway, Yucca Valley, at least 72 hours in
advance of the meeting. Staff reports related to agenda items may be reviewed at the Town Hall offices located at 57090
Twentynine Palms Highway, Yucca Valley.

Agenda Actions - Items listed on both the "Consent Calendar" and "Items for Discussion” contain suggested actions. The
Town Council will generally consider items in the order listed on the agenda. However, items may be considered in any
order. Under certain circumstances new agenda items can be added and action taken by two-thirds vote of the Town Council.

Closed Session Agenda Items - Consideration of closed session items, excludes members of the public. These items include
issues related to personnel, pending litigation, labor negotiations and real estate negotiations. Prior to each closed session, the
Mayor will announce the subject matter of the closed session. If final action is taken in closed session, the Mayor shall report
the action to the public at the conclusion of the closed session.

Public Testimony on any Item - Members of the public are afforded an opportunity to speak on any listed item. Individuals
wishing to address the Town Council should complete a "Request to Speak" form, provided at the rear of the meeting room,
and present it to the Town Clerk prior to the Council's consideration of the item. A "Request to Speak" form must be
completed for each item when an individual wishes to speak. When recognized by the Mayor, speakers should be prepared to
step forward and announce their name and address for the record. In the interest of facilitating the business of the Council,
speakers are limited to up to three (3) minutes on each item. Additionally, a twelve (12) minute limitation is established for
the total amount of time any one individual may address the Council at any one meeting. The Mayor or a majority of the
Council may establish a different time limit as appropriate, and parties to agenda items shall not be subject to the time
limitations.

The Consent Calendar is considered a single item, thus the three (3) minute rule applies. Consent Calendar items can be
pulled at Council member request and will be brought up individually at the specified time in the agenda allowing further
public comment on those items.

Agenda Times - The Council is concerned that discussion takes place in a timely and efficient manner. Agendas may be
prepared with estimated times for categorical areas and certain topics to be discussed. These times may vary according to the
length of presentation and amount of resulting discussion on agenda items.

Public Comment - At the end of the agenda, an opportunity is also provided for members of the public to speak on any
subject with Council's authority. Matters raised under "Public Comment"” may not be acted upon at that meeting. The time
limits established in Rule #4 still apply.

Disruptive Conduct - If any meeting of the Council is willfully disrupted by a person or by a group of persons so as to render
the orderly conduct of the meeting impossible, the Mayor may recess the meeting or order the person, group or groups of
person willfully disrupting the meeting to leave the meeting or to be removed from the meeting. Disruptive conduct includes
addressing the Council without first being recognized, not addressing the subject before the Courncil, repetitiously addressing
the same subject, failing to relinquish the podium when requested to do so, or otherwise preventing the Council from
conducting its meeting in an orderly manner. Please be aware that a NO SMOKING policy has been established for all Town
of Yucca Valley meetings. Your cooperation is appreciated!




ADA
CAFR
CALTRANS
CEQA
CCA
CDBG
CHP

CIP
CMAQ
CMP
CNG
COP

CPI

ED

EIR
GAAP
GASB
IEEP
TIPP

IRC
LAIF
LLEBG
LTF
MBTA
MBYSA
MDAQMD
MOU
MUSD
PARSAC
PERS
PPA
PVEA
RDA
RSA
RTP
SANBAG
SCAG
STIP
STP
TEA-21
TOT

ACRONYM LIST

Americans with Disabilities Act

Comprehensive Annual Financial Report
California Department of Transportation
California Environmental Quality Act
Community Center Authority

Community Development Block Grant
California Highway Patrol

Capital Improvement Program

Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality
Congestion Management Program

Compressed Natural Gas

Certificates of Participation

Consumer Price Index

Economic Development

Environmental Impact Report (pursuant to CEQA)
Generally Accepted Accounting Procedures
Governmental Accounting Standards Board
Inland Empire Economic Partnership

Injury and Illness Prevention Plan

Internal Revenue Code

Local Agency Investment Fund

Local Law Enforcement Block Grant

Local Transportation Fund

Morongo Basin Transit Authority

Morongo Basin Youth Soccer Association
Mojave Desert Air Quality Management District
Memorandum of Understanding

Morongo Unified School District

Public Agency Risk Sharing Authority of California
California Public Employees Retirement System
Prior Period Adjustment

Petroleum Violation Escrow Account
Redevelopment Agency

Regional Statistical Area

Regional Transportation Plan

San Bernardino Associated Governments
Southern California Association of Governments
State Transportation Improvement Program
Surface Transportation Program

Transportation Enhancement Act for the 21% Century
Transient Occupancy Tax
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TOWN COUNCIL STAFF REPORT

To: Honorable Mayor & Town Council

From: Shane R. Stueckle, Deputy Town Manager
Alex Qishta, Project Engineer

Date: December 11, 2013

For Council Meeting: December 17, 2013

Subject: Resolution No. 13-
SR62 @ Dumosa Avenue Traffic Signal Project:
Amend FY 2013-2014 Adopted Budget
Project Funding Agreement C13161- San Bernardino County
Transportation Authority

Prior Council Review: There has been no prior review of this item.
Recommendation: That the Town Council amends FY 2013-2014 Adopted Budget

Executive Summary: On June 18, 2013 the Town Council approved the Project
Funding Agreement between the Town of Yucca Valley and the San Bernardino County
Transportation Authority, C13161, authorizing the Mayor and Town Attorney to sign all
necessary documents for the program.

On July 10, 2013 the San Bernardino County Transportation Authority approved the
funding agreement.

On May 16, 2013 the Town Council adopted Resolution No. 13-21, amending the
2012/2013 FY Budget, and awarded a contract for professional design services to Albert A.
Webb Associates for the preparation of plans, specifications and estimates, including bid
ready documents, for the design of the traffic signal project at SR 62 and Dumosa Avenue.

Order of Procedure:
Request Staff Report
Request Public Comment
Council Discussion/Questions of Staff
Motion/Second
Discussion on Motion
Call the Question (Roll Call Vote, Consent Agenda)

Discussion: The project consists of the design, Caltrans Plan check review, permitting

and construction of a traffic signal at the intersection of SR62 and Dumosa Avenue. The
project also includes raised median construction on Dumosa Avenue south of SR62, as

< <4
Reviewed By: CM w SRS

Town Manager Town Attorney Mgmt Services Dept Head
Department Report Ordinance Action Resolution Action Public Hearing
X Consent X Minute Action Receive and File Study Session

P.1



well as modifications to the existing turn pockets for east and west bound traffic on SR 62.

As the project funding agreement had not been acted upon by San Bernardino Associated
Governments prior to Town budget preparation and adoption, the recommended action is
necessary to capture the approved funding, and provides $471,000.00 in MLHP funding for
the project.

Project design is completed, Plans and specifications have been submitted to Caltrans for
review, and the project schedule will be as follow:

Caltrans comments: January 2014

Final Design & Specifications: January 2014

Caltrans Permitting: January — February, 2014
Project Bidding: February - March, 2014
Town Council Award: March - April, 2014
Project Construction: April - July, 2014

Project Close Out: July - August, 2014

Alternatives: Staff recommends no alternative action.

Fiscal impact: The MLHP provides reimbursement to the Town in the amount of
$471,000 for design and construction of the SR62 and Dumosa Avenue signal light
project.

Attachments: Resolution No.
2013/14 Special Revenue Budget
Funding Agreement Staff Report
Town Council Meeting Minutes- June 18, 2013
Professional Services Agreement Staff Report
Town Council Meeting Minutes- May 16, 2013
Project Funding Agreement C13161

p.2



RESOLUTION NO. 13-

A RESOLUTION OF THE TOWN COUNCIL OF THE TOWN OF YUCCA
VALLEY, CALIFORNIA, AMENDING THE FISCAL YEAR 2013-14 ADOPTED
BUDGET.

WHEREAS, the Town of Yucca Valley adopts an annual operating and special revenue
budget; and

WHEREAS, from time to time it is necessary to amend the budget based upon
changing circumstances which materially affect the projected revenues, expenditures or
transfers of the Town; and '

WHEREAS, programs and projects are expanded or contracted as funding become
available or as the needs of such programs or projects differ materially from that
originally encompassed by the adopted budget plan.

NOW THEREFORE THE TOWN COUNCIL OF THE TOWN OF YUCCA VALLEY
RESOLVES AS FOLLOWS.

Section 1. Amend the Fiscal Year 2013-14 Special Revenue Fund budgets as
identified in Exhibit A.

APPROVED AND ADOPTED THIS 17" day of December 2013.

MAYOR

ATTEST:

TOWN CLERK

P.3



Town of Yucca Valley

FY 2013-14 Amended Budget

Special Revenue Funds

520 - Measure | - 2010-40 Regional Funds
RECEIPTS

Revenue SANBAG Regional Funds-MLHP
Interest

TOTAL RECEIPTS

EXPENDITURES
Indirect Cost Recovery

TOTAL EXPENDITURES

CAPITAL OUTLAY
Work in Progress
TOTAL CAPITAL OUTLAY

OPERATING TRANSFERS IN (OUT)
Transfer OUT - Fund 513
Transfer QUT - Fund 522
Transfer OUT - Fund 527

TOTAL OPERATING TRANSFERS IN (OUT)

INCREASE (DECREASE) IN
FUND BALANCE

BEGINNING FUND BALANCE

ENDING FUND BALANCE

520 - Measure | - 2010-40 Regional Funds

Work in Progress Detail
Project Account
Dumosa Traffic Signal Design 520 55-59 8310 8456

‘ Amended .Budget

© Actual

. Adobted

EXHIBIT A

Amended ‘

2012-13 2012-13 2013-14 2013-14

$ 225,000 $ 225,000 % 696,000

225,000 225,000 696,000

- - 22,081

- - 22,081

- - 441,535

- - 441,535

(90,000) (90,000) (90,000)

- - (7,384)

(135,000) (135,000) (135,000)

(225,000) {225,000) {232,384)

- - 0

$ - - § 0
Amended Budget Actual Adopted Amended
2012-13 2012-13 2013-14 2013-14

- - 441,535

- - 441,535
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522 - Measure I - Major Arterial

RECEIPTS
Revenue SANBAG
Interest

TOTAL RECEIPTS

EXPENDITURES
Indirect Cost Recovery

TOTAL EXPENDITURES

CAPITAL OUTLAY
Work in Progress
TOTAL CAPITAL OUTLAY

OPERATING TRANSFERS IN (OUT)

Transfer OUT - Fund 513
Transfer OUT - Fund 527
Transfer OUT - Fund 513
Transfer IN - Fund 520
Transfer IN - Fund 507
Transfer IN - Fund 518
Transfer IN - Fund 528
Transfer IN - Fund 526

Town of Yucca Valley
FY 2013-14 Adopted Budget
Special Revenue Funds

Amended Budget

Actu‘al

‘Adopted

EXHIBIT A

‘ Amendeci

TOTAL OPERATING TRANSFERS IN (OUT)

INCREASE (DECREASE) IN
FUND BALANCE

BEGINNING FUND BALANCE

ENDING FUND BALANCE

522 - Measure | - Major Artérial

Work in Progress Detail

Project
SR62/SR247 Median

Town Wide Slurry Seal
Congestion Management Plan
SR 62: Palm - Airway

SR 62: Cholla - Trojan

Skyline Ranch Rd-SR247
Dumosa Traffic Signal Design

522 55-59 8310 8325
522 55-59 8310 8340
522 55-59 8310 8507
522 55-59 8310 8527
522 55-59 8310 8528
522 55-59 8310 8542
522 55-59 8310 8456

2012-13 2012-13 2013-14 2013-14

3 - - - 8 -
500 2,748 500 500
500 2,748 500 500
13,000 - 3,800 -
13,000 - 3,800 -
354,200 296,901 76,000 -
354,200 296,501 76,000 -
(517,600) - (517,600) (517,600)
(588,120) - (613,120) (613,120)
(138,000) - - (90,000)
_ - - 7,384
- - - 50,000
138,000 138,780 - -
184,900 184,900 - -
{920,820) 323,680 (1,130,720) (1,163,336)
(1,287,520) 29,527 {1,210,020) (1,162,836)
1,386,553 1,268,702 1,284,520 1,298,229
$ 99,033 1,298,229 74,500 % 135,393

Amended Budget Actual Adopted Amended

Account 2012-13 2012-13 2013-14 2013-14
272,000 283,085 - -
6,200 6,432 - -
76,000 7,384 76,000 -
354,200 296,901 76,000 -
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SAN BAG 1170 W. 3rd Street, 2nd FI, San Bernardino, CA 92410

San Bernardino Associated Governments

Phone: (909) 884-8276 Fax: (909) 885-4407
Web: www.sanbag.ca.gov

=San Bernardino County Transportation Commission eSan Bernardino County Transportation Authority
=San Bernardino County Congestion Management Agency eService Authority for Freeway Emergencies

September 16, 2013

Town of Yucca Valley

Attn: Shane Stueckle

58928 Business Center Drive
Yucca Valley, CA 92284

Subject: NOTICE TO PROCEED - CONTRACT C13161

Dear Shane Stueckle:

In reviewing the original notice to proceed, dated September 13, 2013 there was an error in the
township named that granted approval to begin work on the contract. Please accept this letter as
the correct notification that San Bernardino Associated Governments (SANBAG) has reviewed
and approved contract C13161 for the Route 62/Dumosa Avenue Traffic Signal Project. The
“Notice to Proceed” date for this contract shall be Wednesday, July 10, 2013, on or after which
SANBAG grants authorization to the Town of Yucca Valley to begin work on the contract.

SANBAG’s Project Manager is Ellen Pollema who is the designated point of contact for all
technical issues on this project. You may contact Ellen Pollema at (909) 884-8276 or via email at
epollema@sanbag.ca.gov.

Should you have any questions or concerns with the contract or this notice, please contact Jeffery
Hill at (909) 884-8276 or via email at jhill@sanbag.ca.gov.

Sincerely,

Wiwd Gutlardo
Jeffery Hill

San Bernardino Associated-Government -~ .
Procurement/Risk Management/Contract Administrator

Enclosed: Contract C13161

fala f

sy

Cities of: Adelanto, Barsiow, Big Bear Lake, Chino, Chino Hills, Colton, Fomana, Grand Terrace, Hesperia, Highland, Loma Linda, Montclair

Needles, Ontario, Rancho Cucamonga, Redlands, Rialto, San Bernardino, Twentynine Palns, Upland, Victorville, Yucaipa
Towns of: Apple Valley, Yucca Valley County of San Bernardino

pP.6



PROJECT FUNDING AGREEMENT C13161
BETWEEN
SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY
AND
TOWN OF YUCCA VALLEY
FOR

THE STATE ROUTE 62/DUMOSA AVENUE TRAFFIC SIGNAL PROJECT,
TOWN OF YUCCA VALLEY

THIS Project Funding Agreement (“Agreement”) is made and entered into this 10th day
of July, 2013 by and between the San Bemardino County Transportation Authority
(hereinafter referred to as “AUTHORITY”) and the TOWN OF YUCCA VALLEY
(hereinafter referred to as “TOWN”). AUTHORITY and TOWN shall be individually or
collectively, as applicable, known as “Party” or “Parties.”

RECITALS

A. The Measure I 2010-2040 Expenditure Plan and the Morongo Subarea tfansportation
planning partners have identified projects eligible for partial funding from Measure I
2010-2040 Rural Mountain/Desert Subarea Major Local Highway Program (“MLHP™)
funds;

B. The Design, Right of Way, and Construction Phases of the State Route 62/Dumosa
Avenue Traffic Signal Project in the TOWN (“PROJECT”) is one of the projects
identified as eligible for such funding and is described more fully in Attachment A;

C. AUTHORITY has determined that the PROJECT is eligible to receive the Rural
Mountains/Desert Subarea MLHP funds;

ATTMYTAAIDNITINS

Dr On-July 10; 2013, AUTHORITY s Board of Directors approved aliocation of
$471,000 in Rural Mountains/Desert Subarea MLHP funds to TOWN for the PROJECT;

E. This Agreement is to be carried out in accordance with the policies in the Measure 1
2010-2040 Strategic Plan;

F. Parties desire to proceed with the PROJECT in a timely manner;

Ci3let
Page 1 of 9
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F. Parties desire to proceed with the PROJECT in a timely manner;

G. This Agreement is intended to delineate the duties and funding responsibilities of the
Parties for the PROJECT; and

H. AUTHORITY and TOWN are entering into this Agreement with the understanding
that AUTHORITY will reimburse TOWN for eligible PROJECT expenditures with
MLHP funds.

NOW, THEREFORE, AUTHORITY and TOWN agree to the following:

SECTION 1

AUTHORITY AGREES:

1.

N

C13161

To reimburse TOWN for the actual cost of the PROJECT up to a maximum of
$471,000 in MLHP Funds. An estimate of costs for the PROJ ECT is provided
in Attachment B. AUTHORITY shall have no further responsibilities to
provide any funding for PROJECT exceeding this amount.

To reimburse TOWN within 30 days after TOWN submits an original and two
copies of the signed invoices in the proper form covering those actual
allowable PROJECT expenditures that were incurred by TOWN up to a
maximum of $471,000, consistent with the invoicing requirements of the
Measure 12010-2040 Strategic Plan, including backup information. Invoices
may be submitted to AUTHORITY as frequently as monthly.

When conducting an audit of the costs claimed under the provisions of this
Agreement, to rely to the maximum extent possible on any prior audit of
TOWN performed pursuant to the provisions of State and Federal laws. In the
absence of such an audit, work of other auditors will be relied upon to the
extent that work is acceptable to AUTHORITY when planning and
conducting additional audits.

AUTHORITY shall assign a project liaison for the purpose of attending
Project Development Team (PDT) meetings.

Page 2 of 9
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SECTION II

TOWN AGREES:

1.

Cl13161

To be the lead agency for this PROJECT and to diligently undertake and

complete in a timely manner the Scope of Work for the PROJECT as shown in
Attachment A,

To be responsible for expending that portion of the eligible PROJECT
expenses that are incurred by TOWN, subject to reimbursement by
AUTHORITY hereunder, for an amount not to exceed $471,000 in MLHP
Funds, and are reimbursable by AUTHORITY in accordance with Section 1,
Paragraph 2. Expenses relative to time spent on the PROJECT by TOWN are
considered eligible PROJECT expenses and may be charged to the PROJECT
funds subject to AUTHORITY s guidelines. :

To abide by all AUTHORITY, TOWN, County, State, and Federal laws,
regulations, policies and procedures pertaining to the PROJECT.

To prepare and submit to AUTHORITY an original and two copies of signed
invoices for reimbursement of eligible PROJECT expenses. Invoices may be
submitted to AUTHORITY as frequently as monthly.

To maintain all source documents, books and records connected with its
performance under this Agreement for a minimum of five (5) years from the
date of the Final Report of Expenditures submittal to AUTHORITY or until
audit resolution is achieved, whichever is later, and to make all such supporting
information available for inspection and audit by representatives of
AUTHORITY during normal business hours at TOWN’s TOWN Hall. Copies
will be made and furnished by TOWN upon written request by AUTHORITY
or CALTRANS.

To establish and maintain an accounting system conforming to Generally
Accepted Accounting Principles (GAAP) to support TOWN’s requests for
reimbursement, payment  vouchers, or invoices which segregate and
accumulate costs of PROJECT work elements and produce monthly reports
which clearly identify reimbursable costs, matching fund costs, indirect cost
allocation, and other allowable expenditures by TOWN.

-To prepare a Final Report of Expenditures, including a final invoice reporting

the actual eligible PROJECT costs expended for those activities described in
the work activities, and to submit that Final Report of Expenditures and final
invoice no later than 120 days following the completion of those expenditures.
An original and two copies of the Final Report of Expenditures shall be
submitted to AUTHORITY and must state that these PROJECT funds were

Page 3 of 9
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10.

11.

used in conformance with this Agreement and for those PROJECT-specific
work activities described.

To cooperate in having a PROJECT-specific audit completed by
AUTHORITY, at AUTHORITY’s option and expense, upon completion of the
PROJECT. The audit must state that all funds expended on the PROJECT
were used in conformance with this Agreement.

To repay to AUTHORITY any reimbursement for Measure I costs that are
determined by subsequent audit to be unallowable within one hundred twenty
(120) days of TOWN receiving notice of audit findings, which time shall
include an opportunity for TOWN to respond to and/or resolve the findings.
Should the findings not be otherwise resolved and TOWN fail to reimburse
moneys due AUTHORITY within one hundred twenty (120) days of audit
findings, or within such other period as may be agreed between both Parties,
the AUTHORITY reserves the right to withhold future payments due TOWN
from any source under AUTHORITYs control.

To include AUTHORITY in Project Development Team (PDT) meetings if
and when such meetings are held and in related communications on PROJECT
progress, to provide at least quarterly schedule updates to AUTHORITY, and
to consult with AUTHORITY on critical issues relative to the PROJECT.

As an eligible PROJECT expense, to post signs at the boundaries of the

PROJECT noting that PROJECT is funded with Measure I funds. Signs shall
bear the logos of AUTHORITY and TOWN.

SECTION I

ITIS MUTUALLY AGREED:

1.

LI

Cl13161

To abide by all applicable Federal, State and Local laws and regulations
pertaining to the PROJECT, including policies in the applicable program in
the Measure 1 2010-2040 Strategic Plan, as amended, as of the Effective Date
of this Agreement.

The final PROJECT cost may ultimately exceed current estimates of

PROJECT cost. Any additional eligible costs resulting from unforeseen

conditions.over the estimated total of the PROJECT cost, shall be borne by

TOWN unless prior authorization has been approved by the AUTHORITY
Board of Directors pursuant to Section 111, Paragraph 3 of this Agreement;
In the event TOWN determines PROJECT work may exceed the not to exceed

amount identified in Section I, Paragraph 1, TOWN shall inform
AUTHORITY of this determination and thereafter the Parties shall work

Page 4 of 9
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C13161

together in an attempt to agree upon an amendment to the PROJECT amounts
identified in this Agreement. In no event, however, shall AUTHORITY be
responsible for PROJECT costs in excess of the PROJECT amounts identified
herein absent a writien amendment to this Agreement that is approved by the
Parties.

Eligible PROJECT reimbursements shall include only those costs incurred by
TOWN for PROJECT-specific work activities that are described in this
Agreement and shall not include escalation or interest.

Neither AUTHORITY nor any officer or employee thereof is responsible for
any injury, damage or liability occurring or arising by reason of anything done
or omitted to be done by TOWN under or in connection with any work,
authority or jurisdiction delegated to TOWN under this Agreement. It is
understood and agreed that, pursuant to Government Code Section 895.4,
TOWN shall fully defend, indemnify and save harmless AUTHORITY, its
officers and employees from all claims, suits or actions of every name, kind
and description brought for or on account of injury (as defined by Government
Code Section 810.8) occurring by reason of anything done or omitted to be
done by TOWN under or in connection with any work, authority or
jurisdiction delegated to TOWN under this Agreement. TOWN’s
indemnification obligation applies to AUTHORITY’s “active” as well as
“passive” negligence but does not apply to AUTHORITY’s “sole negligence”
or “willful misconduct” within the meaning of Civil Code Section 2782.

Neither TOWN nor any officer or employee thereof is responsible for any
injury, damage or liability occurring or arising by reason of anything done or
omitted to be done by AUTHORITY under or in connection with any work,
authority or jurisdiction delegated to AUTHORITY under this Agreement. It
is understood and agreed that, pursuant to Government Code Section 805.4,
AUTHORITY shall fully defend, indemnify and save harmless TOWN, its
officers and employees from all claims, suits or actions of every name, kind
and description brought for or on account of injury (as defined by Government
Code Section 810.8) occurring by reason of anything done or omitted to be
done by AUTHORITY under or in connection with any work, authority or
jurisdiction  delegated to AUTHORITY under this Agreement.
AUTHORITY’s indemnification obligation applies to TOWN’s “active” as
well as “passive” negligence but does not apply to TOWN’s “sole negligence”
or “willful misconduct” within the meaning of Civil Code Section 2782.

This Agreement will be considered terminated upon reimbursement of eligible

costs by AUTHORITY or July 1, 2017, whichever is sooner, provided that the
provisions of Paragraphs 6, 7, 8, 9 and 10 of Section I, and Paragraphs 5 and
6 of Section IIl, shall survive the termination of this Agreement. The
Agreement may also be terminated by AUTHORITY, in its sole discretion, in
the event the PROJECT work described in Attachment A has not been

Page 5 of 9
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10.

11

initiated or let by TOWN within twelve (12) months of the Effective Date of
this Agreement.

AUTHORITY may terminate this Agreement if TOWN fails to perform
according to the terms of this Agreement and if this failure jeopardizes the
delivery of the PROJECT according to the terms herein.

The Recitals to this Agreement are true and correct and are incorporated into
this Agreement.

Attachment A, State Route 62/Dumosa Ave. Traffic Signal Project
Description of Project and Milestones, and Attachment B, State Route
62/Dumosa Ave. Traffic Signal Project Funding Summary, are attached to and
incorporated into this Agreement.

This Agreement is effective and shall be dated on the date executed by
AUTHORITY.

C13161
Page 6 of 9
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SAN BERNARDINO\COUNTY
TRANSPORTATAONIAUTHORIERY TOWN OF YUCCA VALLEY

M%ﬂ Abel ! ‘
Mayor
Date: Date:
APPROVED AS TO FORM AND APPROVED AS TO FORM AND
PROCEDURE: PROCEDURE:
By: M/
EﬂV een Moﬁag‘ﬁan l'eichert

AUTHORITY General Counsel

Date: 9/,5//3

> ;effe@é/ M\A

Contract Adminisirator

Date: §/‘o’/13

y‘?bﬁ, Esquire
ouise]

Cl3161
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ATTACHMENT A

STATE ROUTE 62/DUMOSA AVENUE TRAFFIC SIGNAL PROJECT,
TOWN OF YUCCA VALLEY _

-Project:Title
SR62/Dumosa Ave Traffic Signal
"Location; Project Limits; Description; Sco kel es
Construction of a traffic signal at the intersection of SR62 and Dumosa Avenue including ADA compliant ramps,

‘raised median construction on Dumosa Ave south of SR62 and modifications to the existing turn pockets for
east and west bound traffic on SR62.

:Purposg-andNe S
The existing commercial shopping centers, Town Hall Complex and proposed 75 unit Senior Housing
Development generates a highly traveled intersection by both pedestrians and vehicles. The purpose of the
project is to provide safe and efficient interstate and interregional mobility of visitors and goods and an improved
and safe transportation corridor through the Town of Yucca Valley for both visitors and local residents who use
the route to access not only our public & commercial facilities, but also Joshua Tree National Park and the

California Welcome Center as well as military vehicles accessing the Twentynine Palms Marine Corps Air
Ground Combat Center.

:Proje S S
Project benefits include increased pedestrian sa ety, increased pedestrian and vehicular visibiilty resuiting in a
potential reduction of vehicular conflicts, installation of ADA compliant curb ramps, signalization, elimination of
two way center left turn lane and construction of medians resulting in a reduction of vehicular turning
movements and expanding existing turn janes resulting in potential reduction in vehicular conflicts.

:Proposeé:
Projec
Begin Environmental (PA&ED) Phase 06/01/13
Circulate Draft Environmental Document |:DectimentIype N/A
Draft Project Report 08/01/13
End Environmental Phase (PA&ED Milestone) 08/01/13
Begin Design (PS&E) Phase 07/01/13
End Design Phase (Ready to List for Advertisement Milestone) 09/01/13
Begin Right of Way Phase
End Right of Way Phase (Right of Way Certification Milestone)
Begin Construction Phase (Contract Award Milestone) _ 03/01/14
End Construction Phase (Construction Contract Acceptance Milestone) 07/01/14
Begin Closeout Phase 07/01/14
End Closeout Phase (Closeout Report) 08/01/14

C13161
Page 8 of 9
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STATE ROUTE 62/DUMOSA AVENUE TRAFFIC SIGNAL PROJECT,

Description of Project and Milestones

ATTACHMENT B

TOWN OF YUCCA VALLEY

Funding Summary

Component

Total
Cost

AUTHORITY
SHARE* -
MLHP Funds

TOWN
Local
Measure I
Funds

All Phases

$521,000

$471,000

$50,000

$521,000

$471,000

$50,000

*AUTHORITY’s Share can be from sources under control of AUTHORITY including
but not limited to Measure I Major/Local Highways program, and State Transportation
Improvement Program (STIP), or Surface Transportation Program (STP) without

necessitating an amendment of this agreement.

C13161
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TOWN COUNCIL STAFF REPORT

To: Honorable Mayor & Town Council

From: Shane R. Stueckle, Deputy Town Manager
Alex Qishta, Project Engineer

Date: June 11, 2013

For Council Meeting: June 18, 2013

Subject: SR62 @ Dumosa Avenue Traffic Signal Project:
San Bernardino Associated Governments (SANBAG)
Project Funding Agreement C13161

Prior Council Review: There has been no prior review of this item.

Recommendation: That the Town Council approves the Project Funding Agreement
between the Town of Yucca Valley and the San Bernardino County Transportation
Authority, C13161, authorizing the Mayor and Town Attorney to sign all necessary
documents for the program.

Executive Summary: On May 16, 2013 the Town Council adopted Resolution No. 13-21,
amending the 2012/2013 FY Budget, and awarded a contract for professional design
services to Albert A. Webb Associates for the preparation of plans, specifications and
estimates, including bid ready documents, for the design of the traffic signal project at SR
62 and Dumosa Avenue.

The Measure | 2010-2040 Expenditure Plan and the Morongo Basin Subarea
transportation planning partners have identified projects eligible for funding from Measure |
2010-2040 Rural Mountain/Desert Subarea Major Local Highway Program "MLHP” funds.
The traffic signal at the intersection of SR62 and Dumosa Avenue is one of the pro;ects
identified as eligible for funding through the MLHP.

SANBAG, acting as the San Bernardino County Transportation Authority, requires the
Project Funding Agreement in order for the Town to access the funding resources.

Order of Procedure:
Request Staff Report
Request Public Comment
Council Discussion/Questions of Staff
Motion/Second
Discussion on Motion
Call the Question (Roll Call Vote, Consent Agenda)

rals
Reviewed By: S SRS
Town Manager Town Attorney Mgmt Services Dept Head
Department Report Ordinance Action Resolution Action Public Hearing
X Consent X Minute Action Receive and File Study Session
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Discussion: The project consists of the design, Caltrans Plan check review, permitting
and construction of a traffic signal at the intersection of SR62 and Dumosa Avenue. The
project also includes raised median construction on Dumosa Avenue south of SR62, as
well as modifications to the existing turn pockets for east and west bound traffic on SR 62.

On April 24, 2013, the Morongo Basin Subarea staff commit and recommended approval of
the allocation of $471,000 in MLHP funds for the design and construction of the traffic
signal at the intersection of SR 62 and Dumosa Avenue. The matter is scheduled for
consideration by the Mountain/Desert Measure | Committee in June, 2013, and by the
SANBAG Board in July, 2013.

SANBAG, acting as the San Bernardino County Transportation Authority, requires the
Project Funding Agreement in order for the Town to access the funding resources.

Alternatives: Staff recommends no alternative action. Approval of the Agreement is
necessary to obtain the funds.

Fiscal impact: The agreement when approved by SANBAG Board provides
reimbursement to the Town in the amount of $471,000 for design and construction of
the SR62 and Dumosa Avenue signal light project. The Town has expended
approximately $50,000 for the preliminary work prepared to date.

MLHP Funds $471,000.00
TOTAL FUNDS: $471,000.00
Attachments: Project Funding Agreement C13161
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YUCCA VALLEY TOWN COUNCIL MINUTES JUNE 18, 2013

an RFP before returning the information technology contract in the future. Council Member
Lombardo seconded. Motion carried 5-0 on a voice vote.

Item 9- SR62 @ Dumosa Traffic Signal Project: San Bernardino Associated Governments
(SANBAG) Project Funding Agreement C13161

Council Member Leone stated he was in favor of the funding agreement with SANBAG for the
Dumosa Signal, but was opposed to the closure of Antelope Trail.

Fritz Koenig, Yucca Valley spoke in opposition of the Dumosa traffic signal.

Council Member Rowe moved to approve Project Funding Agreement C13161 between the
Town of Yucca Valley and SANBAG. Council Member Huntington seconded. Motion carried on
a 4-1 voice vote.

AYES: Council Members Huntington, Lombardo, Rowe and Mayor Abel
NOES: Leone

ABSTAIN: None

ABSENT:  None

PUBLIC HEARING

12, Resolution No. 13-24, Annual Assessment Engineer’s report for Previously Formed
Street and Draining and Landscape & Lighting Maintenance Districts Levying
Annual Assessments Upon Real Property Within the Districts.

A RESOLUTION OF THE TOWN COUNCIL OF THE TOWN OF YUCCA VALLEY,
CALIFORNIA CONFIRMING THE ASSESSMENTS AS SET FORTH IN THE
ENGINEER’S REPORTS FOR LANDSCAPE AND LIGHTING MAINTENANCE
DISTRICTS AND STREET AND DRAINAGE MAINTENANCE DISTRICTS AND
DECLARING ITS INTENT LEVY AND COLLECT ASSESSMENTS UPON REAL
PROPERTY WITHIN SAID DISTRICTS FOR THE 2013-14 TAX YEAR

Mayor Abel opened the public hearing and questioned if the Town Clerk has any written
communication regarding the street vacation. Deputy Town Clerk Copeland advised no written
communication has been received.

Deputy Town Manager Stueckle presented the staff report and explained that before the annual
assessment can be established, Town Council approval is necessary following a public hearing.
The assessment of an annual fee upon properties within the district provides the revenue to offset

the cost of maintenance of the public improvements necessary to serve the development.

With no on wishing to speak on the item, Mayor Abel closed the public hearing.
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TOWN COUNCIL STAFF REPORT

To: Honorable Mayor & Town Council

From: Shane Stueckle, Deputy Town Manager
Alex Qishta, Project Engineer

Date: May 13, 2013

For Council Meeting: May 16, 2013

Subject: Resolution No. 13-
Budget Amendment
Professional Services Agreement, Design Services
SR 62 @ Dumosa Avenue Traffic Signal Project
Albert A. Webb Associates
San Bernardino Associated Governments
Major Local Highways Program Funding

Prior Council Review: There has been no prior Council review of this ltem.

Recommendation: That the Town Council adopts the Resolution, amending the
2012/2013 FY Budget, and awards a contract for professional design services to Albert A.
Webb Associates for the preparation of plans, specifications and estimates, including bid
ready documents, for the design of the traffic signal project at SR 62 and Dumosa Avenue,
in the amount of $72,262.00 and $3,738.00 for incidental charges (printing, mileage,
postage) for a total of $76,000, and authorizes the Town Manager, Town Attorney, and the
Mayor to sign all necessary documents to complete the project.

Executive Summary: The Measure | 2010-2040 Expenditure Plan and the Morongo
Basin Subarea transportation planning partners have identified projects eligible for funding
from Measure | 2010-2040 Rural Mountain/Desert Subarea Major Local Highway Program
"MLHP” funds. The traffic signal at the intersection of SR62 and Dumosa Avenue is one of
the projects identified as eligible for funding through the MLHP.

Order of Procedure:
Request Staff Report
Request Public Comment
Council Discussion/Questions of Staff
Motion/Second
Discussion on Motion
Call the Question (Roll Call Vote, Consent Agenda)

Reviewed By: %

Town Manager Town Attorney Mgmt Services Dept Head
Department Report Ordinance Action X Resolution Action Public Hearing
X Consent X Minute Action Receive and File Study Session
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Discussion: The project consists of the construction of a traffic signal at the intersection
of SR62 and Dumosa Avenue. The project also includes raised median construction on
Dumosa Avenue south of SR62, as well as modifications to the existing turn pockets for
east and west bound traffic on SR 62.

Prior to commencing construction of public facilities, plans and specifications must be
prepared for public works project bidding and construction. The Town solicited design
proposal from the following consultants, both of which are very experienced in the design
of traffic signal projects. Proposals and statements of qualifications from both firms are
attached.

= Albert Grover and Associates
= Albert A. Webb Associates

While both firms are highly qualified to provide design services for the project, based upon
review of the proposals and associated cost proposals, staff is recommending award of the
professional services agreement to Albert A. Webb & Associates.

On April 24, 2013, the Morongo Basin Subarea approved the allocation of $471,000 in
MLHP funds for the design and construction of the traffic signal at the intersection of SR 62
and Dumosa Avenue. The matter is scheduled for consideration by the Mountain/Desert
Measure | Committee in June, 2013, and by the SANBAG Board in July, 2013.

Because of the three-to-four month lead time required for manufacturing traffic signal
components once design is completed and approved by Caltrans, staff is recommending
that the Council award the Professional Services Agreement in advance of SANBAG Board
action.

SANBAG staff communication attached to this Staff Report indicates that while Board
action is not scheduled until July, 2013 and the Town is proceeding at its own risk, the
Agreement will include language that provides for complete project reimbursement,
including those costs incurred prior to Board action on the agreement.

The project schedule will generally follow the below timelines. A formal project schedule will
be developed when the design process is initiated.

Preliminary Design, 35% Plans: May - July, 2013

Final Design & Specifications: July - September, 2013
Caltrans, Three Plan Check Cycles: July - November, 2013
Caltrans Permitting: ' November — December, 2013
Project Bidding: January - March, 2014

Town Council Award: March, 2014

Project Construction: March - July, 2014

Project Close Out: July - August, 2014

P.20



Alternatives: Staff recommends no alternative action.

Fiscal impact: Total project costs are estimated at $471,000.00. On April 24, 2013, the
Morongo Basin Subarea approved the allocation of $471,000 in MLHP funds for the design
and construction the signal light at the intersection of SR 62 and Dumosa Avenue. The
matter is scheduled for consideration by the Mountain/Desert Measure | Committee in
June, 2013, and by the SANBAG Board in July, 2013.

Design, PS&E, Bid Ready Documents: $76,000.00
Caltrans Plan Check & Permits: $5,000.00
Traffic Signal Components: $200,000.00
Signal Construction & Installation: $96,000.00
Existing Median Island Modifications: $20,000.00
New Raised Median on Dumosa, South of SR 62: $20,000.00
Inspection/Administration/Testing: $10,000.00
Contingency: $20,000.00
Indirect Cost Recovery: $24,000.00

Total Project Preliminary Estimate of Probable
Construction Costs: $471,000.00

The Town solicited design proposal from the following consultants, both of which are very
experienced in the design of traffic signal projects. Proposals and statements of
qualifications from both firms are attached.

Albert A. Webb Associates: $76,000.00
Albert Grover and Associates: $147,500.00

This action will allocate funding from Fund 522, Measure I, Major Arterials, for purposes of
moving forward with the design activity prior to final action by SANBAG to award MLHP
funding.

Attachments: Albert A. Webb Associates Proposal
Albert Grover & Associates Proposal
SANBAG Correspondence
Caltrans Correspondence
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YUCCA VALLEY TOWN COUNCIL MINUTES MAY 16, 2013

"AYES: Council Members Huntington, Leone, Lombardo, Rowe and Mayor Abel
NOES: None
ABSTAIN: None
ABSENT: None

Item 5- Rejection of One (1) Claim
Town Manager Nuaimi introduced the item regarding the submission of one claim by
Friederich Koenig on April 25, 2013. Council Member Leone moved to take this item
into closed session for discussion. Council Member Huntington seconded. Motion
carried, 5-0 on a roll call vote.

AYES: Council Members Huntington, Leone, Lombardo, Rowe and Mayor Abel
NOES: None
ABSTAIN: None
ABSENT:  None

Item 8- Budget Amendment, Professional Services Agreement, Design Services, SR 62 @
Dumosa Ave Traffic Signal Project, Albert A. Webb Associates, San Bernardino
Associated Governments, Major Local Highways Program Funding, Resolution
Town Manager Nuaimi reported on the item, explaining the process for awarding the
professional services agreement for the design of the traffic signal slated for SR 62 at
Dumosa Avenue.

Mayor Pro Tem Lombardo questioned the cost involved if the alternative suggestion by Mr.
Cohen was implemented. Nuaimi explained the traffic flow patterns in the vicinity of the senior
housing project and the Town Hall complex.

Council Member Huntington inquired about the bidding process for the design services.

Council Member Leone voiced concern with the proposed changes in traffic flow patterns
around the Yucca Valley Community Center and expressed that this is the first time hearing that
the plan was to limit thru-traffic on Antelope Trail. Leone recommended not having a signal at
the Dumosa Ave location.

Council Member Rowe explained that Town Council has had prior discussion on the traffic on
Antelope Trail and has received input from residents living on the street. Rowe also asked for
clarification on the obligation toward the senior housing project related to the Dumosa signal.

Mayor Abel asked about the traffic signal synchronization program schedule. Deputy Town
Manager Stueckle explained that the project plans are approved, the project is fully funded, and
waiting for a federal funding letter to move forward. Abel mentioned that he supports the
Dumosa signal for additional pedestrian control, especially with the senior housing project, park
visitors, and shopping center visitors in this highly used area.
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YUCCA VALLEY TOWN COUNCIL MINUTES MAY 16,2013

Council Member Huntington commented that there are alternate traffic patterns being proposed
such as those included in the Compass Blueprint Civic Center Plan and expressed that he is not

concerned about SANBAG approval.

Council Member Leone moved to wait on approving the SR 62 at Dumosa Avenue signal until
approval is received from SANBAG. Motion died for a lack of second.

Council Member Leone moved to wait on approving the SR 62 at Dumosa Ave signal until the
public has more time to comment on the changes to traffic flow on Antelope Trail. Motion died

for a lack of second.

Council Member Huntington moved to Adopt Resolution No. 13-21 amending the 2012/2013 FY
Budget, and award a contract or professional design services to Albert A. Webb Associates for
the preparation of plans, specifications and estimates, including bid ready documents, for the
design of the traffic signal project at SR 62 and Dumosa Avenue, in the amount of $72,262.00
and $3,738.00 for incidental charges (printing, mileage, postage) for a total of $76,000, and
authorize the Town Manager, Town Attorney, and the Mayor to sign all necessary documents to
complete the project. Council Member Rowe seconded. Motion carried on a 4-1 roll call vote.

A RESOLUTION OF THE TOWN COUNCIL OF THE TOWN OF YUCCA
VALLEY, CALIFORNIA, APPROPRIATING MEASURE I FUND 522,
MAJOR ARTERIAL FUNDS, FOR THE PREPARATION OF PLANS,
SPECIFICATIONS AND ESTIMATES FOR THE SR 62 AT DUMOSA
AVENUE TRAFFIC SIGNAL FOR EXPENDITURES PRIOR TO SAN
BERNARDINO ASSOCIATED GOVERNMENTS PROJECT FUNDING

AYES: Council Members Huntington, Lombardo, Rowe and Mayor Abe]
NOES: Leone

ABSTAIN: None

ABSENT:  None

Item 9- Resolution in Support of H.R. 1676 the Johnson Valley National Off-Highway

Vehicle Recreation Area Establishment Act
Town Manager Nuaimi presented the staff report, explaining HR 1676.

Council Member Leone moved to approve Resolution No. 13-22 in support H.R. 1676, the
Johnson Valley National Off-Highway Vehicle Recreation Area Establishment Act. Council
Member Lombardo seconded. Motion carried 5-0 on a voice vote.

A RESOLUTION OF THE TOWN COUNCIL OF THE TOWN OF YUCCA
VALLEY, CALIFORNIA, IN SUPPORT OF H.R. 1676, THE JOHNSON
VALLEY NATIONAL OFF HIGHWAY VEHICLE RECREATION AREA

ESTABLISHMENT ACT
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TOWN COUNCIL STAFF REPORT

To: Honorable Mayor & Town Council

From: Curtis Yakimow, Administrative Services Director
Sharon Cisneros; Senior Accountant

Date: December 11, 2013

For Council Meeting: December 17, 2013
Subject: FY 2014-16 Budget Preparation Calendar
Recommendation: Review and approve the proposed Budget Calendar

Order of Procedure:
Request Staff Report
Request Public Comment
Council Discussion/Questions of Staff
Motion/Second
Discussion on Motion
Call the Question (Roll Call Vote — Consent Agenda ltem)

Discussion: For the upcoming 2014/15 and 2015/16 fiscal years, the Town will be
completing a budget plan identifying both the priorities and programs of the Town, as
well as the related financial resources required to accomplish these identified priorities.
The budget process specifically coordinates the proposed goals, objectives, and
programs with the Town’s existing General Plan, Town policies, and other strategic
planning guidance documents. As an additional component of the budget, a multi-year
forecast will also be incorporated into the budget process, thus presenting a long-term
financial planning horizon for the Town.

The development of the annual budget is completed in phases, with each phase subject
to a management review process. These phases are identified in the attached budget
calendar. Upon completion of the individual phases, the budget is then assembled as a
draft consolidated forecast of the Town's financial plan. Based on prior Council
guidance, the Town will be including multiple public study sessions as well as formal
public hearings on the proposed budget. The first of these study session is tentatively
slated for March 4' 2014, prior to the Town Council meeting. The calendar also
identifies a potential Saturday budget study session, with the date to be determined.
The final public hearing and budget adoption is scheduled for June 3, 2014.

Reviewed By: 6\“& %{_/

Town Manager Town Attorney Mgmt Services Dept Head
Department Report Ordinance Action Resolution Action Public Hearing
X  Consent X Minute Action Receive and File Study item
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As always, any member of the Council is invited to meet with staff at any time during the
budget process if there are questions or concepts that need further clarification. Such a
meeting may be beneficial in helping to understand the general language and structure
of the upcoming budget.

Alternatives: No alternative action is recommended.

Fiscal impact: None.

Attachments:
FY 2014-16 Budget Calendar
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Week of

Town of Yucca Valley
FY 2014-16 Budget Calendar

Topic

Responsibility

*January 17th

*January 21st
*February 13th

*February 28th
*March 4th
*March 14th

March 24th

*March 21st
April 1st
*April 11th

*May 1st

May 12th
*May 20th

*June 3rd

Strategic Planning Session

Budget Kick-Off
Distribution of Budget Material

General Fund Budgets Due
(incl Alternatives)

General Fund Budget Review #1
Budget Workshop #1
General Fund Budget Review #2

Special Revenue Budgets Due

Revised General Fund Budgets Due
Budget Workshop #2
(Possible Saturday Workshop)

Special Revenue Funds Budget Review

Goals & Objectives Due
Staffing Documents Due

Final Draft Budget Distribution
Proposed Budget Public Hearing

Budget Adoption

Town Council/Staff/Public

Administrative Services

Town Staff
Administrative Services

Town Management
Town Council/Staff/Public
Town Management

Town Staff
Administrative Services

All Departments
Town Council/Staff/Public
Town Management

Town Staff
Administrative Services

Administrative Services
Town Council/Stafi/Public

Town Councif

*Indicates confirmed due date. All other dates indicate "week of", with finalization to come.

PAADMSER\BUDGETIFY 2014-16\Forms\FY 14-16 Bup o goalendar.xlsx



TOWN COUNCIL STAFF REPORT

R

To: Honorable Mayor & Town Council

From: Curtis Yakimow, Director of Administrative Services
Sharon Cisneros, Senior Accountant

Date: December 9, 2013

For Council

Meeting: December 17, 2013

Subject: AB1234 Reporting Requirements

Prior Council Review: Current reimbursement policy for Council members and
Redevelopment Agency members reviewed and approved by Council August 2006.

Recommendation: Receive and file the AB1234 Reporting Requirement Schedule for
the month of November 2013.

Order of Procedure:
Request Staff Report
Request Public Comment
Council Discussion / Questions of Staff
Motion/Second
Discussion on Motion
Call the Question (Roll Call Vote, Consent Agenda)

Discussion: AB1234 requires members of a legislative body to report on “meetings”
attended at public expense at the next meeting of the legislative body. “Meetings” for
purpose of this section are tied to the Brown Act meaning of the term: any congregation
of a majority of the members of a legislative body at the same time and place to hear,
discuss, or deliberate upon any item that is within the subject matter jurisdiction of the
legislative body or the local agency to which it pertains. Qualifying expenses include
reimbursement to the member related to meals, lodging, and travel.

An example of when a report is required is when a Town Council member represents
his or her agency on a joint powers agency board and the Town pays for the official’s
expenses in serving in that representative capacity. Additionally, in the spirit of AB1234,
the Yucca Valley Town Council also reports all travel related to conference and training
attended at public expense.

Reviewed By: f\%\%\ (/'i,/;’f (EC/

Town Manager Town Attorney Admin Sel;yi’ces Finance
il
Depantment Report Ordinance Action Resolution Action Public Hearing
X Consent Minute Action X Receive and File Study Session
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Although the AB1234 report can be either written or oral, this report must be made at
the next meeting of the legislative body that paid for its member to attend the meeting.

Alternatives: None.

Fiscal impact: There is no anticipated financial impact associated with the
recommended approval of AB1234 reporting requirements.

Attachments: AB1234 Reporting Requirement Schedule
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Town of Yucca Valley

Councilmember AB1234 Meetings Schedule

Month of November 2013

Date of Travel Organization

Description

Location

Mayor Abel
No Reportable Meetings

Mayor Pro Tem Lombardo
No Reportable Meetings

Councilmember Huntington
No Reportable Meetings

Councilmember Rowe
No Reportable Meetings

Councilmember Leone
11/14/2013 San Bernardino County Department
of Public Health

Vital Signs Symposium

P.29
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TOWN COUNCIL STAFF REPORT

To: Honorable Mayor & Town Council

From: Curtis Yakimow, Administrative Services Director
Date: December 17, 2013

Council Meeting: December 17, 2013

Subject:  Warrant Register

Recommendation:
Ratify the Warrant Registers total of $ 285,360.71 for checks dated
November 27, 2013

Order of Procedure:
Department Report
Request Staff Report
Request Public Comment
Council Discussion
Motion/Second
Discussion on Motion ‘
Call the Question (Roll Call Vote, Consent Agenda ltem)

Attachments:
Warrant Register No. 27 dated November 27, 2013 total of $ 285,360.71

\

7t ; ;f‘
. Iy
Reviewed By: %\w ( M % _—
Town Manager Town Attorney Admin. S,étvices Finance
\
Department Report Ordinance Action Resolution Action Public Hearing
X  Consent X Minute Action Receive and File Study ltem
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WARRANT REGISTER # 27
CHECK DATE NOVEMBER 27, 2013

FUND DISTRIBUTION BREAKDOWN

Checks # 43767 to # 43858 are valid:

GENERAL FUND # 001

INTERNAL SERVICE FUND # 100

DEPOSITS FUND # 200

COPS-LLESA FUND # 511

AB2928-STATE CONSTRUCTION FUND # 513
STREET MAINTENANCE FUND # 515
MEASURE | MAJOR ARTERIAL FUND # 522
MEASURE 1 2010-2040 FUND # 524

PUBLIC LANDS FEDERAL GRANT FUND # 527
CDBG FUND # 560

CAPITAL PROJECTS RESERVE FUND # 800

GRAND TOTAL

Prepared by Shirlene Doten, Accounting Technician |l 7
Reviewed by Sharon Cisneros, Senior Accountant /Q’ v /E,
i

(=

Approved by Curtis Yakimow, Administrative Services Director /1~

3\

P.31

$131,020.49
$2,334.18
$1,866.90
$64.99
$108,320.99
$4,285.84
$7,689.33
$17,555.57
$862.50
$10,210.95

$1,148.97

$285,360.71




Town of Yucca Valley

Warrant Register
November 27, 2013

Fund Check # Vendor Description Amount
001 GENERAL FUND
43767  Accu Fund, Inc 2014 APC Suite Software Support 323.75
43768  Aleshire & Wynder, LLC 10/13 Professional Svs. 13,808.41
43769  Alsco/American Linen, Inc. Facilities Operating Supplies 150.52
43770 Janet Anderson Professional Svs & COBRA Liability 1,155.25
43771 AT & T Mobility Cell Phone Service 312.55
43772  Basin Wide Foundation 07-09/13 Brehm 1 Park Water 10,039.20
43773  Blue Shield of California COBRA Liability 1,407.56
43774  Jeff Brady Sports Referee 75.00
43775  Debra Breidenbach-Sterling Mileage Expense 67.80
43776  Brian's Lockshop Animal Shelter Key Service 323.25
43777  Builders Supply-Yucca Valley Maintenance Supplies 252.49
43778 CACEOC Membership Renewal 75.00
43779  Vanessa Cantu Professional Services 2,240.00
43780 CDW Government, Inc. Computer Maintenance 1,095.21
43781  Charles Abbott & Assoc, Inc. Plan Check Service 18,478.48
43782  Sharon Cisneros Mileage Expense 119.08
43783  Janine Cleveland COBRA Liability 104.90
43784  Lesley Copeland LOCC New Law Seminar 213.00
43785  Corelogics Information Solutions Property Search Fee 177.50
43788  C.S. Legacy Construction, inc. TCRP Retention 5,236.42
43789  Desert Pacific Exterminators, LLC Exterminator Services 251.00
43790 Desert Arc Park Maintenance Services 4,095.00
43791  Shirlene Doten Office Supplies 171.01
43792  Candy Drake COBRA Liability 437.66
43793  Farmer Bros. Co. Office Supplies 210.78
43795  Fulton Distributing Co. Animal Shelter Expense 45.40
43796 G & K Propane Shelter Propane Svs. 459.68
43797  Gaylord Bros, Inc. Museum Program Supplies 165.80
43800 Hajoca Corporation Facilities Maintenance 147.28
43801 Totalfunds by Hasler Postage 1,000.00
43803  Hi-Desert Water Water Service 589.78
43804  Hi-Desert Water 10/13 Brehm Park 1 3,730.58
43805  Hi-Desert Publishing Event Advertising 808.21
43808 Robert Kirschmann COBRA Liability 1,557.95
43809 Legacy Office Products Office Supplies 436.20
43810 Bob Leone Mileage Expense 77.97
43811  Miracle Playground Animal Shelter Expense 29,602.67
43812  Morongo Unified School District Fleet Vehicle Fuel 3,948.28
43813  National Notary Association Errors & Omission Insurance 33.00
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Town of Yucca Valley

Warrant Register
November 27, 2013

Fund Check # Vendor Description Amount
527 PUBLIC LANDS FEDERAL LAND GRANT FUND
43815 NRO Engineering Engineering Services S 862.50
Total 527 PUBLIC LANDS FEDERAL LAND GRANT FUND S 862.50
560 CDBG FUND
43807 JMJ Construction CC Playground Project S 10,210.95
Total 560 CDBG FUND $ 10,210.95
800 CAPITAL PROJECTS RESERVE FUND
43802  Heider Engineering Services, Inc. Animal Shelter Engineering Svs. S 900.00
43803  Hi-Desert Water Water Service 248.97
Total 800 CAPITAL PROJECTS RESERVE FUND S 1,148.97

HEX Report Total
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Town of Yucca Valley

Warrant Register
November 27, 2013

Fund Check# Vendor Description Amount
43814  Navitas Lease Corp. Shelter Phone Equipment 606.27
43815 NRO Engineering Engineering Services 287.50
43816  Oasis Office Supply, Inc. Office Supplies 1,071.18
43817  Public Agency Retirement Svs. Professional Services 300.00
43818  Pastperfect Software Museum Collection Support 540.00
43820 Phone Solutions Telephone Maintenance 332.50
43821  PlasticPlace Parks Maintenance Supplies 292.80
43822  Precision Garage Doors Animal Shelter Expense 450.00
43823  Pro Security Animal Shelter Expense 395.00
43824  QuarterMaster Shelter Uniform Expense 176.69
43825 Rogers,Anderson, Malody & Scott  Professional Services 4,500.00
43826  Rescue Connection Software Animal Shelter Software 899.97
43827  SBCO-Vehicle Services Fleet Vehicle Inspections 553.00
43828  SBCO-Office of the Assessor Assessor Disk 429.43
43829 SBCO - Information Services 10/13 Radio Access 2,058.11
43830  Office of the County Recorder Filing Fee 159.00
43832 SCE Electric Service 4,433.51
43833  Michael Schermer Sports Referee 75.00
43834  So. Cal. Gas Co. Natural Gas Service 1,427.77
43835  SoCal Body and Paint Fleet Vehicle Maintenance 409.40
43836  Southwest Networks, Inc. Technology Equipment & Maint. 3,585.60
43837  The Sun Runner Museum Advertising 100.00
43838  TFI Resources, Inc. Temporary Employment Svs. 1,857.62
43839 The Planning Center General Plan Update Svs. 2,002.89
43842  Trophy Express Engraving Service 216.00
43843  Delanford Truitt Sports Referee 150.00
43844  Turf Star, Inc. Parks Equipment Maintenance 49.38
43845  Unique Garden Center Facilities Maintenance 304.70
43846  Unisource Worldwide, Inc. Facilities Maintenance Supplies 369.73
43847  Vagabond Welding Supply YVHS Pool Expense 61.56
43848  VCA Yucca Valley Animal Hospital Veterinary Services 81.00
43849  Thomas Vincent Staff Event Expense 509.86
43850 Valley Independent Recreation Printing Expense 366.12
43851  Walmart Community Program Supplies 759.64
43854  Woods Auto Repair Fleet Vehicle Maintenance 786.64
43855  Guy Wulf Sports Referee 900.00
43856  Yucca Valley Quick Lube, LLC Fleet Vehicle Maintenance 35.62
43857 YV Chamber of Commerce Joint Marketing Partnership 1,286.21
43858  Yucca Valley Auto Parts, Inc. Parks Maintenance Supplies 13.59

Total 001 GENERAL FUND
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Town of Yucca Valley

Warrant Register
November 27, 2013

Fund Check # Vendor Description Amount
100 INTERNAL SERVICE FUND
43798  GE Capital Corporation Copier Lease S 1,933.08
43816  Oasis Office Supply, Inc. Office Supplies 401.10
Total 100 INTERNAL SERVICE FUND $ 2,334.18
200 DEPOSITS
43794  FedEx Delivery Service S 29.40
43809 Legacy Office Products Office Supplies 6.00
43815 NRO Engineering Engineering Services 1,807.50
43831  Office of the County Recorder Easement Filing Fee 24.00
Total 200 DEPOSITS FUND S 1,866.90
511 COPS-LLESA FUND
43840 Time Warner Cable Sheriff's Office Internet Svs. S 64.99
Total 511 COPS-LLESA FUND S 64.99
513 AB2928-TCRP FUND
43787  C.S. Legacy Construction, Inc. TCRP Hwy 62 Median/Sidewalk S 99,491.93
43809  Legacy Office Products Office Supplies 400.14
43815 NRO Engineering Engineering Services 862.50
43853  Willdan Associates TCRP Project 2,330.00

Total 513 AB2928-TCRP FUND

515 GAS TAX FUND

43769  Alsco/American Linen, Inc.
43786  Crafco, Inc.
43799  Gemini Specialized Machining
43806 ) Keller
43841  Tops n Barricades, Inc.
43858  Yucca Valley Auto Parts, Inc.

Total 515 GAS TAX FUND

522 MEASURE | MAIOR ARTERIAL FUND
43852  Albert A. Webb Assoc.
43830  Office of the County Recorder
Total 522 MEASURE | MAJOR ARTERIAL FUND

524 MEASURE | - 2010-2040 FUND
43819 Pavement Coatings Co., Inc.
Total 524 MEASURE | - 2010-2040 FUND

Streets Uniform Service
Asphalt Supplies

Streets Fuel Tank Repair
Safety Reference Materials
Street Signage Supplies
Fleet Vehicle Maintenance

Dumosa Traffic Signal Design
Filing Fee

13/14 Townwide Slurry Seal

$ 103,084.57

S 33.00
2,773.44
319.40
947.00
172.55
40.45

$  4,285.84

$  7,639.33

____ 5000

$  7,689.33

$ 17,555.57

$ 17,555.57



To:
From:
Date:

TOWN COUNCIL STAFF REPORT

Honorable Mayor and Town Council
Shane R Stueckle, Deputy Town Manager
November 21, 2013

For Council Meeting December 17, 2013
Subject Conduit financing for the Caritas Affordable Housing, Inc.

Tax Equity and Fiscal Responsibility Act” of 1982 (TEFRA)
Aztec Mobile Home Park

Prior Council Review: There has been no prior discussion by the Town Council on
this matter.

Recommendations

1)

2)

Conduct the public hearing under the requirements of TEFRA and the Internal
Revenue Code of 1986, as amended (the “Code”).

Adopt the resolution approving the issuance of the Bonds by the CMFA for the
benefit of Caritas Affordable Housing, Inc., a California nonprofit or by another
limited partnership or limited liability company to be formed by Caritas Affordable
Housing, Inc., or a related entity (the "“Borrower”), to provide for the financing of
the Project, such adoption is solely for the purposes of satisfying the
requirements of TEFRA, the Code and the California Government Code Section
6500 (and following). The resolution will also authorize the Mayor or any
designee thereof to execute the Joint Exercise of Powers Agreement with the
CMFA.

Executive Summary:

In order for all or a portion of the Bonds to qualify as tax-exempt bonds, the Town of
Yucca Valley must conduct a public hearing (the “TEFRA Hearing”) providing for the
members of the community an opportunity to speak in favor of or against the use of tax-
exempt bonds for the financing of the Project. Prior to such TEFRA Hearing, reasonable
notice must be provided to the members of the community. Following the close of the
TEFRA Hearing, an "applicable elected representative” of the governmental unit hosting
the Project must provide its approval of the issuance of the Bonds for the financing of
the Project.

The Joint Exercise of Powers Agreement provides that the CMFA is a public entity,
separate and apart from each member executing such agreement.

Reviewed By: %M/ cﬁj:/’ QE} /f

TowrmrManager Town Attorney Mgmt Services Dept Head
Department Report Ordinance Action X Resolution Action X Public Hearing
Consent Minute Action Receive and File Study Session
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The debts, liabilities and obligations of the CMFA do not constitute debts, liabilities or
obligations of the members executing such agreement.

The Bonds to be issued by the CMFA for the Project will be the sole responsibility of the
Borrower, and the Town will have no financial, legal, moral obligation, liability or
responsibility for the Project or the repayment of the Bonds for the financing of the

Project.

All financing documents with respect to the issuance of the Bonds will contain clear
disclaimers that the Bonds are not obligations of the Town’s or the State of California,
but are to be paid for solely from funds provided by the Borrower.

Caritas Affordable Housing, Inc. has requested that the CMFA serve as the municipal
issuer of the Bonds in an aggregate principal amount not to exceed $70,000,000 of tax-
exempt revenue bonds. The proceeds of the Bonds will be used as follows:

(1) to finance the acquisition and improvement of:

(a) a 164 space mobile home park known as the Aztec Mobile Home Estates
located at 7425 Church Street, Yucca Valley, California 92284,

(b) a 123 space mobile home park known as the Desert Sands Estates Mobile
Home Park located at 45111 25th Street East, Lancaster, California 93535;
and

(c) a 70 space mobile home park known as the Sterling Shores Estates
Manufactured Housing Community located at 5830 Robin Hill Road, Lakeport,
California 95453;

(2) To refinance all or a portion of the Borrower’s outstanding Independent Cities Lease
Finance Authority Senior Lien Mobile Home Park Revenue Bonds (Caritas Affordable
Housing, Inc. Project) Series 2003A, the proceeds of which were used to finance the
acquisition and improvement of:

a 464 space mobile home park known as the Friendly Village Mobile Home Park located
at 1301 E. Avenue |, Lancaster, California 93535;

a 264 space mobile home park known as the Hacienda Mobile Estates located at 2330
East Avenue J-8, Lancaster, California 93535;

a 100 space mobile home park known as the Rancho Brea Mobile Home Estates
located at 1414 West Central Avenue, Brea, California 92821;

a 107 space mobile home park known as Estrella de Oro located at 220 Camino Corto,
Vista, California 92083; and

a 159 space mobile home park known as the Vista Manor Mobile Home Park located at
200 Olive Avenue, Vista, California 92083;

(3)to establish a debt service reserve fund for the Bonds;
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(4)pay capitalized interest on the Bonds; and

(5) pay certain expenses incurred in connection with the issuance of the Bonds
(collectively, the “Project”).

Order of Procedure:
Request Staff Report
Open the Public Hearing
Request Public Comment
Close the Public Hearing
Council Discussion/Questions of Staff
Motion/Second
Discussion on Motion
Call the Question (Voice Vote)

Background: California Municipal Finance Authority (CMFA): The CMFA was created
on January 1, 2004 pursuant to a joint exercise of powers agreement {o promote
economic, cultural and community development, through the financing of economic
development and charitable activities throughout California. To date, over 175
municipalities have become members of CMFA.

The CMFA was formed to assist local governments, non-profit organizations and
businesses with the issuance of taxable and tax-exempt bonds aimed at improving the
standard of living in California. The CMFA’s representatives and its Board of Directors
have considerable experience in bond financings.

Execution Of The Joint Exercise Of Powers Agreement:

In order for the CMFA to have the authority to serve as the issuer of the bonds for the
Project, it is necessary for the Town of Yucca Valley to become a member of the CMFA.
Attached to this report is a copy of the Joint Exercise of Powers Agreement to be
executed by a designated signatory of the Town.

The Joint Exercise of Powers Agreement provides that the CMFA is a public entity,
separate and apart from each member executing such agreement. The debts, liabilities
and obligations of the CMFA do not constitute debts, liabilities or obligations of the
members executing such agreement.

The Bonds to be issued by the CMFA for the Project will be the sole responsibility of the
Borrower, and the Town will have no financial, legal, moral obligation, liability or
responsibility for the Project or the repayment of the Bonds for the financing of the
Project. All financing documents with respect to the issuance of the Bonds will contain
clear disclaimers that the Bonds are not obligations of the Town's or the State of
California, but are to be paid for solely from funds provided by the Borrower.

There are no costs associated with membership in the CMFA and the Town will in no
way become exposed to any financial liability by reason of its membership in the CMFA.
In addition, participation by the Town will not impact the Town’s appropriations limits
and will not constitute any type of indebtedness by the Town.
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Outside of holding the TEFRA hearing, adopting the required resolution and executing
the Joint Exercise of Powers Agreement of the CMFA, no other participation or activity
of the Town or the Board of Supervisors with respect to the issuance of the Bonds will
be required.

The Joint Exercise of Powers Agreement expressly provides that any member may
withdraw from such agreement upon written notice to the Board of Directors of the
CMFA. In the case of the proposed bond financing for the Borrower, the Town following
its execution of the Joint Exercise of Powers Agreement, could, at any time following the
issuance of the Bonds, withdraw from the CMFA by providing written notice to the Board
of Directors of the CMFA.

Fiscal Impact: There is no fiscal impact to the Town created by the recommended
action.

The Board of Directors of the California Foundation for Stronger Communities, a
California non-profit public benefit corporation (the “Foundation”), acts as the Board of
Directors for the CMFA. Through its conduit issuance activities, the CMFA shares a
portion of the issuance fees it receives with its member communities and donates a
portion of these issuance fees to the Foundation for the support of local charities. With
respect to the Town of Yucca Valley it is expected that a portion of the issuance fee will
be granted by the CMFA to the general fund of the Town. Such grant may be used for
any lawful purpose by the Town. The Borrower will be the beneficiary of the CMFA’s
charitable donation through a 25% reduction in issuance fees.

Attachments: Resolution No.
Joint Exercise of Powers Agreement
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RESOLUTION NO. 13-

A RESOLUTION OF THE TOWN COUNCIL OF THE TOWN OF YUCCA
VALLEY APPROVING THE ISSUANCE OF REVENUE BONDS BY THE
CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL FINANCE AUTHORITY FOR THE
PURPOSE OF FINANCING THE ACQUISITION OF MOBILE HOME
PARKS BY CARITAS AFFORDABLE HOUSING, INC. AND CERTAIN
OTHER MATTERS PERTAINING THERETO.

WHEREAS, pursuant to Chapter 5 of Division 7 of Title 1 of the Government Code of
the State of California (the “Act™), certain public agencies (the “Members”) have entered into a
Joint Exercise of Powers Agreement Relating to the California Municipal Finance Authority,
dated as of January 1, 2004 (the “Agreement”) in order to form the California Municipal Finance
Authority (the “Authority™), for the purpose of promoting economic, cultural and community
development, and in order to exercise any powers common to the Members, including the
issuance of bonds, notes or other evidences of indebtedness; and

WHEREAS, the Town of Yucca Valley (the “Town”) is a Member of the Authority; and

WHEREAS, the Authority is authorized to issue and sell revenue bonds for the purpose,
among others, of financing or refinancing the acquisition of housing projects such as the Project
(hereinafter defined); and

WHEREAS, Caritas Affordable Housing, Inc., a California nonprofit corporation and an
organization described in Section 501(c)(3) of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986, or a
subsidiary or affiliate thereof (the “Borrower™), has requested that the Authority issue and sell
revenue bonds in the maximum principal amount of $70,000,000 (the “Bonds™) for the purpose
of making a loan to the Borrower, to enable the Borrower to:

(1) finance the acquisition and improvement of:
5

(a) a 164 space mobile home park known as the Aztec Mobile Home Estates
located at 7425 Church Street, Yucca Valley, California 92284;

(b) a 123 space mobile home park known as the Desert Sands Estates Mobile
Home Park located at 45111 25" Street East, Lancaster, California 93535; and

(¢c) a 70 space mobile home park known as the Sterling Shores Estates
Manufactured Housing Community located at 5830 Robin Hill Road, Lakeport, California
95453,

(2) refinance all or a portion of the Borrower’s outstanding Independent Cities Lease
Finance Authority Senior Lien Mobile Home Park Revenue Bonds (Caritas Affordable Housing,
Inc. Project) Series 2003A, the proceeds of which were used to finance the acquisition and
improvement of:
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(a) a 464 space mobile home park known as the Friendly Village Mobile Home
Park located at 1301 E. Avenue I, Lancaster, California 93535;

(b) a 264 space mobile home park known as the Hacienda Mobile Estates located
at 2330 East Avenue J-8, Lancaster, California 93535;

(c) a 100 space mobile home park known as the Rancho Brea Mobile Home
Estates located at 1414 West Central Avenue, Brea, California 92821;

(d) a 107 space mobile home park known as Estrella de Oro located at 220
Camino Corto, Vista, California 92083; and

(e) a 159 space mobile home park known as the Vista Manor Mobile Home Park
located at 200 Olive Avenue, Vista, California 92083;

(3) fund a debt service reserve fund,
(4) pay capitalized interest on the Bonds; and

(5) pay certain expenses incurred in connection with the issuance of the Bonds
(collectively, the “Project™); and

WHEREAS, the facilities are to be owned and operated by the Borrower; twenty percent
(20%) or more of the residential units in each of the mobile home parks to be financed shall be
occupied by individuals whose income is fifty percent (50%) or less of area median gross income;
and the manager of the mobile home parks will be the Borrower, or another entity selected by the
Borrower; and

WHEREAS, the Borrower has requested the issuance of the Bonds in order to effect
savings in interest rate and/or issuance costs to effect significant public benefits pursuant to the
Act; and

WHEREAS, in order for the interest on the Bonds to be tax-exempt, Section 147(f) of
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986, as amended (the “Code™), requires that an “applicable
elected representative” of the governmental unit, the geographic jurisdiction of which contains
the site of facilities to be financed with the proceeds of the Bonds, hold a public hearing on the
issuance of the Bonds and approve the issuance of the Bonds following such hearing; and

WHEREAS, the Authority has determined that the Yucca Valley Town Council is an
“applicable elected representative” for purposes of holding such hearing because a portion of the
Project is located within the Town ; and

WHEREAS, the Authority has requested that the Town Council approve the issuance of
the Bonds by the Authority in order to satisfy the public approval requirement of Section 147(f)
of the Code and the requirements of Section 4 of the Agreement; and

WHEREAS, notice of such public hearing has been duly given as required by the Code,
and this Town Council has heretofore held such public hearing at which all interested persons
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were given an opportunity to be heard on all matters relative to the financing or refinancing of
the Project and the Authority’s issuance of the Bonds therefor; and

WHEREAS, it is in the public interest and for the public benefit that the Town Council
approves the issuance of the Bonds by the Authority for the aforesaid purposes;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE TOWN COUNCIL, AS
FOLLOWS;

Section 1. The foregoing recitals are true and correct.

Section 2. The Town Council hereby approves the issuance of the Bonds by the
Authority and finds the Project will effect the significant public benefits set forth in the recitals
above. It is the purpose and intent of the Town Council that this resolution constitute approval of
the issuance of the Bonds (a) by the “applicable elected representative” of the governmental unit
having jurisdiction over the area in which a portion of the Project is located in accordance with
Section 147(f) of the Code and (b) by the Town Council in accordance with Section 4 of the
Agreement.

Section 3. The issuance of the Bonds shall be subject to the approval of the Authority
of all financing documents relating thereto to which the Authority is a party. The Town shall
have no responsibility or liability whatsoever with respect to the Bonds.

Section 4. The adoption of this Resolution shall not obligate the Town or any
department thereof to (i) provide any financing to acquire or construct the Project or any
refinancing of the Project; (ii) approve any application or request for or take any other action in
connection with any planning approval, permit or other action necessary for the acquisition,
rehabilitation or operation of the Project; (iii) make any contribution or advance any funds
whatsoever to the Authority; or (iv) take any further action with respect to the Authority or its
membership therein.

Section 5. The executing officer, the Clerk and all other proper officers and officials
of the Town are hereby authorized and directed to execute such other agreements, documents
and certificates, and to perform such other acts and deeds, as may be necessary or convenient to
effect the purposes of this Resolution and the transactions herein authorized.

Section 6. The Clerk shall forward a certified copy of this Resolution to the
Authority in care of its counsel:

Ronald E. Lee, Esq.

Jones Hall

650 California Street, 18% Floor
San Francisco, CA 94108

Section 7. This resolution shall take effect immediately upon its passage.
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ADOPTED by the Town Council of the Town of Yucca Valley at a regular meeting of
the Town Council held on the 17" day of December , 2013, by the following vote:

MAYOR

ATTEST:

TOWN CLERK
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JOINT EXERCISE OF POWERS AGREEMENT
RELATING TO THE CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL FINANCE AUTHORITY

THIS AGREEMENT, dated as of January 1, 2004, among the parties executing this
Agreement (all such parties, except those which have withdrawn as provided herein, are referred
to as the “Members” and those parties initially executing this Agreement are referred to as the
“Initial Members™):

WITNESSETH

WHEREAS, pursuant to Title 1, Division 7, Chapter 5 of the California Government
Code (in effect as of the date hereof and as the same may from time to time be amended or
supplemented, the “Joint Exercise of Powers Act”), two or more public agencies may by
agreement jointly exercise any power common to the contracting parties; and

WHEREAS, each of the Members is a “public agency” as that term is defined in Section
6500 of the Joint Exercise of Powers Act; and

WHEREAS, each of the Members is empowered by law to promote economic, cultural
and community development, including, without limitation, the promotion of opportunities for
the creation or retention of employment, the stimulation of economic activity, the increase of the
tax base, and the promotion of opportunities for education, cultural improvement and public
health, safety and general welfare; and

WHEREAS, each of the Members may accomplish the purposes and objectives described
in the preceding preamble by various means, including through making grants, loans or
providing other financial assistance to governmental and nonprofit organizations; and

WHEREAS, each Member is also empowered by law to acquire and dispose of real
property for a public purpose; and

WHEREAS, the Joint Exercise of Powers Act authorizes the Members to create a joint
exercise of powers entity with the authority to exercise any powers common to the Members, as
specified in this Agreement and to exercise the additional powers granted to it in the Joint
Exercise of Powers Act and any other applicable provisions of the laws of the State of California;
and

WHEREAS, a public entity established pursuant to the Joint Exercise of Powers Act is
empowered to issue or execute bonds, notes, commercial paper or any other evidences of
indebtedness, including leases or installment sale agreements or certificates of participation
therein (herein “Bonds”), and to otherwise undertake financing programs under the Joint
Exercise of Powers Act or other applicable provisions of the laws of the State of California to
accomplish its public purposes; and
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WHEREAS, the Members have determined to specifically authorize a public entity
authorized pursuant to the Joint Exercise of Powers Act to issue Bonds pursuant to the Joint
Exercise of Powers Act or other applicable provisions of the laws of the State of California; and

WHEREAS, it is the desire of the Members to use a public entity established pursuant to
the Joint Exercise of Powers Act to undertake the financing and/or refinancing of projects of any
nature, including, but not limited to, capital or working capital projects, insurance, liability or
retirement programs or facilitating Members use of existing or new financial instruments and
mechanisms; and

WHEREAS, it is further the intention of the Members that the projects undertaken will
result in significant public benefits to the inhabitants of the jurisdictions of the Members; and

WHEREAS, by this Agreement, each Member desires to create and establish the
“California Municipal Finance Authority” for the purposes set forth herein and to exercise the
powers provided herein;

NOW, THEREFORE, the Members, for and in consideration of the mutual promises and
agreements herein contained, do agree as follows:

Section 1. Purpese.

This Agreement is made pursuant to the provisions of the Joint Exercise of Powers Act.
The purpose of this Agreement is to establish a public entity for the joint exercise of powers
common to the Members and for the exercise of additional powers given to a joint powers entity
under the Joint Powers Act or any other applicable law, including, but not limited to, the
issuance of Bonds for any purpose or activity permitted under the Joint Exercise of Powers Act
or any other applicable law. Such purpose will be accomplished and said power exercised in the
manner hereinafter set forth.

Section 2. Term.

This Agreement shall become effective in accordance with Section 17 as of the date
hereof and shall continue in full force and effect until such time as it is terminated in writing by
all the Members; provided, however, that this Agreement shall not terminate or be terminated
until all Bonds issued or caused to be issued by the Authority (defined below) shall no longer be
outstanding under the terms of the indenture, trust agreement or other instrument pursuant to
which such Bonds are issued, or unless a successor to the Authority assumes all of the
Authority’s debts, liabilities and obligastions.

Section 3. Authority.
A. CREATION AND POWERS OF AUTHORITY.
Pursuant to the Joint Exercise of Powers Act, there is hereby created a public

entity to be known as the “California Municipal Finance Authority” (the “Authority”),
and said Authority shall be a public entity separate and apart from the Members. Its
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debts, liabilities and obligations do not constitute debts, liabilities or obligations of any
Members.

B. BOARD.

The Authority shall be administered by the Board of Directors (the “Board,” or
the “Directors” and each a “Director”) of the California Foundation for Stronger
Communities, a nonprofit public benefit corporation organized under the laws of the
State of California (the “Foundation™), with each such Director serving in his or her
individual capacity as a Director of the Board. The Board shall be the administering
agency of this Agreement and, as such, shall be vested with the powers set forth herein,
and shall administer this Agreement in accordance with the purposes and functions
provided herein. The number of Directors, the appointment of Directors, alternates and
successors, their respective terms of office, and all other provisions relating to the
qualification and office of the Directors shall be as provided in the Articles and Bylaws
of the Foundation, or by resolution of the Board adopted in accordance with the Bylaws
of the Foundation.

All references in this Agreement to any Director shall be deemed to refer to and
include the applicable alternate Director, if any, when so acting in place of a regularly
appointed Director.

Directors may receive reasonable compensation for serving as such, and shall be
entitled to reimbursement for any expenses actually incurred in connection with serving
as a Director, if the Board shall determine that such expenses shall be reimbursed and
there are unencumbered funds available for such purpose.

The Foundation may be removed as administering agent hereunder and replaced
at any time by amendment of this Agreement approved as provided in Section 16;
provided that a successor administering agent of this Agreement has been appointed and
accepted its duties and responsibilities under this Agreement.

C. OFFICERS; DUTIES; OFFICIAL BONDS.

The officers of the Authority shall be the Chair, Vice-Chair, Secretary and
Treasurer (defined below). The Board, in its capacity as administering agent of this
Agreement, shall elect a Chair, a Vice-Chair, and a Secretary of the Authority from
among Directors to serve until such officer is re-elected or a successor to such office is
elected by the Board. The Board shall appoint one or more of its officers or employees to
serve as treasurer, auditor, and controller of the Authority (the “Treasurer”) pursuant to
Section 6505.6 of the Joint Exercise of Powers Act to serve until such officer is re-elected
or a successor to such office is elected by the Board.

Subject to the applicable provisions of any resolution, indenture, trust agreement
or other instrument or proceeding authorizing or securing Bonds (each such resolution,
indenture, trust agreement, instrument and proceeding being herein referred to as an
“Indenture™) providing for a trustee or other fiscal agent, and except as may otherwise be
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specified by resolution of the Board, the Treasurer is designated as the depositary of the
Authority to have custody of all money of the Authority, from whatever source derived
and shall have the powers, duties and responsibilities specified in Sections 6505, 6505.5
and 6509.5 of the Joint Exercise of Powers Act.

The Treasurer of the Authority is designated as the public officer or person who
has charge of, handles, or has access to any property of the Authority, and such officer
shall file an official bond with the Secretary of the Authority in the amount specified by
resolution of the Board but in no event less than $1,000.

The Board shall have the power to appoint such other officers and employees as it
may deem necessary and to retain independent counsel, consultants and accountants.

The Board shall have the power, by resolution, to the extent permitted by the Joint
Exercise of Power Act or any other applicable law, to delegate any of its functions to one
or more of the Directors or officers, employees or agents of the Authority and to cause
any of said Directors, officers, employees or agents to take any actions and execute any
documents or instruments for and in the name and on behalf of the Board or the
Authority.

D. MEETINGS OF THE BOARD.

(D) Ralph M. Brown Act.

All meetings of the Board, including, without limitation, regular,
adjourned regular, special, and adjourned special meetings shall be called,
noticed, held and conducted in accordance with the provisions of the
Ralph M. Brown Act (commencing with Section 54950 of the
Government Code of the State of California), or any successor legislation
hereinafter enacted (the “Brown Act™).

@) Regular Meetings.

The Board shall provide for its regular meetings; provided,
however, it shall hold at least one regular meeting each year. The date,
hour and place of the holding of the regular meetings shall be fixed by
resolution of the Board. To the extent permitted by the Brown Act, such
meetings may be held by telephone conference.

3) Special Meetings.

Special meetings of the Board may be called in accordance with
the provisions of Section 54956 of the Government Code of the State of
California. To the extent permitted by the Brown Act, such meetings may
be held by telephone conference.
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G Minutes.

The Secretary of the Authority shall cause to be kept minutes of
the regular, adjourned regular, special, and adjourned special meetings of
the Board and shall, as soon as possible after each meeting, cause a copy
of the minutes to be forwarded to each Director.

(5) Quorum.

A majority of the Board shall constitute a quorum for the
transaction of business. No action may be taken by the Board except upon
the affirmative vote of a majority of the Directors constituting a quorum,
except that less than a quorum may adjourn a meeting to another time and
place.

E. RULES AND REGULATIONS.

The Authority may adopt, from time to time, by resolution of the Board such rules
and regulations for the conduct of its meetings and affairs as may be required.

Section 4. Powers.

The Authority shall have the power, in its own name, to exercise the common powers of
the Members and to exercise all additional powers given to a joint powers entity under any of the
laws of the State of California, including, but not limited to, the Joint Exercise of Powers Act, for
any purpose authorized under this Agreement. Such powers shall include the common powers
specified in this Agreement and may be exercised in the manner and according to the method
provided in this Agreement. The Authority is hereby authorized to do all acts necessary for the
exercise of such power, including, but not limited to, any of all of the following: to make and
enter into contracts; to employ agents and employees; to acquire, construct, provide for
maintenance and operation of, or maintain and operate, any buildings, works or improvements;
to acquire, hold or dispose of property wherever located; to incur debts, liabilities or obligations;
to receive gifts, contributions and donations of property, funds, services, and other forms of
assistance from person, firms, corporations and any governmental entity; to sue and be sued in its
own name; to make grants, loans or provide other financial assistance to governmental and
nonprofit organizations (e.g., the Members or the Foundation) to accomplish any of its purposes;
and generally to do any and all things necessary or convenient to accomplish its purposes.

Without limiting the generality of the foregoing, the Authority may issue or cause to be
issued Bonds, and pledge any property or revenues as security to the extent permitted under the
Joint Exercise of Powers Act, or any other applicable provision of law; provided, however, the
Authority shall not issue Bonds with respect to any project located in the jurisdiction of one or
more Members unless the governing body of any such Member, or its duly authorized
representative, shall approve, conditionally or unconditionally, the project, including the issuance
of Bonds therefor. Such approval may be evidenced by resolution, certificate, order, report or
such other means of written approval of such project as may be selected by the Member (or its
authorized representative) whose approval is required. No such approval shall be required in
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connection with Bonds that refund Bonds previously issued by the Authority and appfoved by
the governing board of a Member.

The manner in which the Authority shall exercise its powers and perform its duties is and
shall be subject to the restrictions upon the manner in which a California general law city could
exercise such powers and perform such duties. The manner in which the Authority shall exercise
its powers and perform its duties shall not be subject to any restrictions applicable to the manner
in which any other public agency could exercise such powers or perform such duties, whether
such agency is a party to this Agreement or not.

Section 5. Fiscal Year.

For the purposes of this Agreement, the term “Fiscal Year” shall mean the fiscal year as
established from time to time by resolution of the Board, being, at the date of this Agreement, the
period from July 1 to and including the following June 30, except for the first Fiscal Year which
shall be the period from the date of this Agreement to June 30, 2004.

Section 6. Disposition of Assets.

At the end of the term hereof or upon the earlier termination of this Agreement as set
forth in Section 2, after payment of all expenses and liabilities of the Authority, all property of
the Authority both real and personal shall automatically vest in the Members in the manner and
amount determined by the Board in its sole discretion and shall thereafter remain the sole
property of the Members; provided, however, that any surplus money on hand shall be returned
in proportion to the contributions made by the Members.

Section 7. Bonds.

From time to time the Authority shall issue Bonds, in one or more series, for the purpose
of exercising its powers and raising the funds necessary to carry out its purposes under this
Agreement.

The services of bond counsel, financing consultants and other consultants and advisors
working on the projects and/or their financing shall be used by the Authority. The expenses of
the Board shall be paid from the proceeds of the Bonds or any other unencumbered funds of the
Authority available for such purpose.

Section 8. Bonds Only Limited and Special Obligations of Authority.

The Bonds, together with the interest and premium, if any, thereon, shall not be deemed
to constitute a debt of any Member or pledge of the faith and credit of the Members or the
Authority. The Bonds shall be only special obligations of the Authority, and the Authority shall
under no circumstances be obligated to pay the Bonds except from revenues and other funds
pledged therefor. Neither the Members nor the Authority shall be obligated to pay the principal
of, premium, if any, or interest on the Bonds, or other costs incidental thereto, except from the
revenues and funds pledged therefor, and neither the faith and credit nor the taxing power of the
Members nor the faith and credit of the Authority shall be pledged to the payment of the
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principal of, premium, if any, or interest on the Bonds nor shall the Members or the Authority in
any manner be obligated to make any appropriation for such payment.

No covenant or agreement contained in any Bond or related document shall be deemed to
be a covenant or agreement of any Director, or any officer, employee or agent of the Authority in
his or her individual capacity and neither the Board of the Authority nor any Director or officer
thereof executing the Bonds shall be liable personally on any Bond or be subject to any personal
liability or accountability by reason of the issuance of any Bonds.

Section 9. Accounts and Reports.

All funds of the Authority shall be strictly accounted for. The Authority shall establish
and maintain such funds and accounts as may be required by good accounting practice and by
any provision of any Indenture (to the extent such duties are not assigned to a trustee of Bonds).
The books and records of the Authority shall be open to inspection at all reasonable times by
each Member.

The Treasurer of the Authority shall cause an independent audit to be made of the books
of accounts and financial records of the Authority by a certified public accountant or public
accountant in compliance with the provisions of Section 6505 of the Joint Exercise of Powers
Act. In each case the minimum requirements of the audit shall be those prescribed by the State
Controller for special districts under Section 26909 of the Government Code of the State of
California and shall conform to generally accepted auditing standards. When such an audit of
accounts and records is made by a certified public accountant or public accountant, a report
thereof shall be filed as a public record with each Member and also with the county auditor of
each county in which a Member is located; provided, however, that to the extent permitted by
law, the Authority may, instead of filing such report with each Member and such county auditor,
elect to post such report as a public record electronically on a website designated by the
Authority. Such report if made shall be filed within 12 months of the end of the Fiscal Year or
Years under examination.

The Treasurer is hereby directed to report in writing on the first day of July, October,
January, and April of each year to the Board and the Members which report shall describe the
amount of money held by the Treasurer for the Authority, the amount of receipts since the last
such report, and the amount paid out since the last such report (which may exclude amounts held
by a trustee or other fiduciary in connection with any Bonds to the extent that such trustee or
other fiduciary provided regular reports covering such amounts.)

Any costs of the audit, including contracts with, or employment of, certified public
accountants or public accountants in making an audit pursuant to this Section, shall be borne by
the Authority and shall be a charge against any unencumbered funds of the Authority available
for that purpose.

In any Fiscal Year the Board may, by resolution adopted by unanimous vote, replace the
annual special audit with an audit covering a two-year period.
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Section 10. Funds.

Subject to the applicable provisions of any Indenture, which may provide for a trustee or
other fiduciary to receive, have custody of and disburse Authority funds, the Treasurer of the
Authority shall receive, have the custody of and disburse Authority funds pursuant to the
accounting procedures developed under Sections 3.C and 9, and shall make the disbursements
required by this Agreement or otherwise necessary to carry out any of the provisions of purposes
of this Agreement.

Section 11. Notices.

Notices and other communications hereunder to the Members shall be sufficient if
delivered to the clerk of the governing body of each Member; provided, however, that to the
extent permitted by law, the Authority may, provide notices and other communications and
postings electronically (including, without limitation, through email or by posting to a website).

Section 12. Additional Members/Withdrawal of Members.

Qualifying public agencies may be added as parties to this Agreement and become
Members upon: (1) the filing by such public agency with the Authority of an executed
counterpart of this Agreement, together with a copy of the resolution of the governing body of
such public agency approving this Agreement and the execution and delivery hereof; and (2)
adoption of a resolution of the Board approving the addition of such public agency as a Member.
Upon satisfaction of such conditions, the Board shall file such executed counterpart of this
Agreement as an amendment hereto, effective upon such filing.

A Member may withdraw from this Agreement upon written notice to the Board;
provided, however, that no such withdrawal shall result in the dissolution of the Authority so
long as any Bonds remain outstanding. Any such withdrawal shall be effective only upon receipt
of the notice of withdrawal by the Board which shall acknowledge receipt of such notice of
withdrawal in writing and shall file such notice as an amendment to this Agreement effective
upon such filing.

Section 13. Indemnification.

To the full extent permitted by law, the Board may authorize indemnification by the
Authority of any person who is or was a Director or an officer, employee of other agent of the
Authority, and who was or is a party or is threatened to be made a party to a proceeding by
reason of the fact that such person is or was such a Director or an officer, employee or other
agent of the Authority, against expenses, including attorneys fees, judgments, fines, settlements
and other amounts actually and reasonably incurred in connection with such proceeding, if such
person acted in good faith in a manner such person reasonably believed to be in the best interests
of the Authority and, in the case of a criminal proceeding, had no reasonable cause to believe the
conduct of such person was unlawful and, in the case of an action by or in the right of the
Authority, acted with such care, including reasonable inquiry, as an ordinarily prudent person in
a like position would use under similar circumstances.
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Section 14. Contributions and Advances.

Contributions or advances of public funds and of the use of personnel, equipment or
property may be made to the Authority by the Members for any of the purposes of this
Agreement. Payment of public funds may be made to defray the cost of any such contribution or
advance. Any such advance may be made subject to repayment, and in such case shall be repaid,
in the manner agreed upon by the Authority and the Member making such advance at the time of
such advance. It is mutually understood and agreed to that no Member has any obligation to
make advances or contributions to the Authority to provide for the costs and expenses of
administration of the Authority, even though any Member may do so. The Members understand
and agree that a portion of the funds of the Authority that otherwise may be allocated or
distributed to the Members may instead be used to make grants, loans or provide other financial
assistance to governmental units and nonprofit organizations (e.g., the Foundation) to
accomplish any of the governmental unit’s or nonprofit organization's purposes.

Section 15. Immunities.

All of the privileges and immunities from liabilities, exemptions from laws, ordinances
and rules, and other benefits which apply to the activity of officers, agents or employees of
Members when performing their respective functions within the territorial limits of their
respective public agencies, shall apply to the same degree and extent to the Directors, officers,
employees, agents or other representatives of the Authority while engaged in the performance of
any of their functions or duties under the provisions of this Agreement.

Section 16. Amendments.

Except as provided in Section 12 above, this Agreement shall not be amended, modified,
or altered, unless the negative consent of each of the Members is obtained. To obtain the
negative consent of each of the Members, the following negative consent procedure shall be
followed: (a)the Authority shall provide each Member with a notice at least sixty (60) days
prior to the date such proposed amendment is to become effective explaining the nature of such
proposed amendment and this negative consent procedure; (b) the Authority shall provide each
Member who did not respond a reminder notice with a notice at least thirty (30) days prior to the
date such proposed amendment is to become effective; and (c) if no Member objects to the
proposed amendment in writing within sixty (60) days after the initial notice, the proposed
amendment shall become effective with respect to all Members.

Section 17. Effectiveness.

This Agreement shall become effective and be in full force and effect and a legal, valid
and binding obligation of each of the Members on the date that the Board shall have received
from two of the Initial Members an executed counterpart of this Agreement, together with a
certified copy of a resolution of the governing body of each such Initial Member approving this
Agreement and the execution and delivery hereof.
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Section 18. Partial Invalidity.

If any one or more of the terms, provisions, promises, covenants or conditions of this
Agreement shall to any extent be adjudged invalid, unenforceable, void or voidable for any
reason whatsoever by a court of competent jurisdiction, each and all of the remaining terms,
provisions, promises, covenants and conditions of this Agreement shall not be affected thereby,
and shall be valid and enforceable to the fullest extent permitted by law.

Section 19. Successors.

This Agreement shall be binding upon and shall inure to the benefit of the successors of
the parties hereto. Except to the extent expressly provided herein, no Member may assign any
right or obligation hereunder without the consent of the other Members.

Section 20. Miscellaneous.

This Agreement may be executed in several counterparts, each of which shall be an
original and all of which shall constitute but one and the same instrument.

The section headings herein are for convenience only and are not to be construed as
modifying or governing the language in the section referred to.

Wherever in this Agreement any consent or approval is required, the same shall not be
unreasonably withheld.

This Agreement shall be governed under the laws of the State of California.
This Agreement is the complete and exclusive statement of the agreement among the
Members, which supercedes and merges all prior proposals, understandings, and other

agreements, whether oral, written, or implied in conduct, between and among the Members
relating to the subject matter of this Agreement.
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Town of Yucca Valley has caused this Agreement to be

executed and attested by its duly authorized representatives as of the __ day of ,
2013.
Member:
TOWN OF YUCCA VALLEY
By
Name:
Title:
ATTEST:
By
Name:
Title:
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TOWN COUNCIL STAFF REPORT

To: Honorable Mayor & Town Council
From: Shane R. Stueckle, Deputy Town Manager
Date: December 11, 2013

For Council Meeting: December 17, 2013

Subject:  Public Facilities Development Impact Fees
Annual Report
Set Public Hearing for January 21, 2014

Prior Council Review: Atits meeting of October 18, 2011, the Town Council established
subdivision single family residential public facility development impact fees at the maximum
level of $9,081 per unit.

Modified the development incentive program for infill single family residential public facility
development impact fees, setting the fees at $2,568 per unit with those fees dedicated to
Park facilities.

Retained multi-family residential public facility development impact fees at $3,600 per unit.

Modified the development incentive program for commercial, general office, and industrial
development projects as follows:

Up to 3,000 square feet: $1.00 per square foot
3,001 to 5,000 square feet: $2.00 per square foot
5,001 to 10,000 square feet: $4.00 per square foot
10,001 square feet or more: $7.85 per square foot

Approved the above public facility development impact fee levels through December 2013
or until thereafter as modified and amended by the Town Council.

At its meeting of October 5, 2010, the Town Council established revised maximum legally
defensible public facility development impact fee for the planning period through 2025;
maintained the public facility development impact fees at their then current levels; and
adopted the development incentive program, waiving public facility development impact
fees for infill single family residential development and for the first 10,000 square feet of
commercial, general office, and industrial development projects.

The Town Council made no changes to the Fees in 2012.

e .
W ) l/{ R
. > \ i < \ /\,\/
Reviewed By: K{\;(\( Uv/ Y
Town Manager Town Attorney Mgmt Services Dept Head
X Department Report Ordinance Action Resolution Action Public Hearing
Consent X Minute Action Receive and File Study Session
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Recommendation: That the Town Council receives and files the report and schedules the
public hearing for January 21, 2014.

Executive Summary: Pursuant to the Study prepared by MuniFinanical dated May 5,
2005, on October 27, 2005, the Town Council established Public Facilities Development
Impact Fees (DIF) for new residential development. The fees became effective on January
30, 2006. The Town Council implemented Public Facility Development Impact Fees for
non-residential development in 2008. Annual review of those Fees is required.

The Town Council, pursuant to Ordinance No. 173 annually receives the report and
reviews the fee levels.

Order of Procedure:
Request Staff Report
Request Public Comment
Council Discussion/Questions of Staff
Motion/Second
Discussion on Motion
Call the Question (Voice Vote)

Discussion: The Public Facilities Development Impact Fee Study (Study) evaluated and
established maximum legally defensible fee levels that could be imposed on new
development, based upon the impact to the Town’s public infrastructure system. The
infrastructure systems evaluated included the following.

General Facilities
Park Facilities
Trails

Storm Drains
Streets and Traffic

b oN =

The Study analyzed the need for public facilities and capital improvements to support
future development within the Town through 2025. As part of estimating facility needs, the
Study uses residential and household population data provided by the California
Department of Finance and internal projections developed for the Town by Stan Hoffman
and Associates.
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The Study identified the following parameters for the different impact fee categories.

* Identified the purpose of the fee;
* Identified the use to which the fee will be put;
* Determined that there is a reasonable relationship between the fee's use and the

type of development on which the fee is to be imposed;

* Determined how there is a reasonable relationship between the need for the
public facility and the type of development project on which the fee is to be
imposed;

* Demonstrated a reasonable relationship between the amount of the fees and the

costs of the public facilities or portions of the facilities attributable to the
development upon which the fees are imposed.

Infrastructure needs within the Town are extensive. Over $200 million for just streets and
flood control systems will be necessary to put into place adequate road and drainage
infrastructure to meet community needs. These needs cannot be funded by impact fees
alone as new development cannot pay for any existing infrastructure deficits.

The following table illustrates the maximum legally defensible public facility development
impact fees for the planning period through 2025, as established by the Town Council at
the meeting of October 18, 2011.

General Storm Street &

Proposed Facilities Parks Trnils Drains Traffic Total
;RES!DENT!AL (fee per dwelling unit)

SFR § 1,181 5 2668 § 458 $ 2832 2242 9,081

MFR 913 1,980 354 1,316 1,789 6,352
;NON-RES (per 1,000 sguare feet building area)
. Commercial § 264 NA MNA ¥ 1737 ¥ 5734 § 7735
- Office 352 NA NA 1816 4815 7,083
" Industrial 176 NA NA 1211 1,789 3,176
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The table below identifies the fee levels as established by the Town Council in 2011,

Dev. Type | 2005 Maximum | Pre-2010 | Oct-2010 | Prior 10-18-11 Established Fee
SFR, Subdiv. | §15,815 $5,200 $9,081 $5,200 $9,081
Infill NA NA $0 $2,568 to Park Development
MFR $10,820 $3,600 $6,352 $3,600 $3,600
Commercial | $19.49 sq. ft. $1.00 $7.74 sqft | $0 under Up103,0005sqft: $1sqft
sq.ft. 10K 3001-5000sq ft: $2sqft
$1sqftover | 5001-10,000 sq ft: $4 sq ft *
Office $17.54 sq. fi. $7.08 $0 under 10,001 + sq fi: $7.74%*
10K
$1 sq ft over
Industrial $7.50 sq. ft. $3.18 $0 under
10K
$1 sq ft over

*Industrial caps at $3.18
**QOffice caps at $7.08

Alternatives: No alternative action is recommended.

Fiscal impact: No modifications to the Fees are recommended at this time.

Beginning/Ending Balance(s) for the five individual Fee categories as of June 30, 2013,
are as follows.

CATEGORY 6/30/12 6/30/13 ‘12’13 Expenditures
General Facilities: $59,123 ($28,401) $87,524

Parks: $28,411 $6,114 $22,297

Streets: $369,698  $403,943

Drainage: $48,952 $264,326

Trails: $21,251 $21,251

Total: $527,138  $667,233

The above balances reflect the appropriations and transfers authorized by the Town
Council with the adoption of prior FY Budgets when all funds have been repaid.

Other Fund activity since inception includes interest earnings in the amount of $54,515
and indirect cost recovery of $16,320. Fund balance as of June 30, 2013 is $328,429.
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Attachments: Resolution No. 11-11, with Attachments
2005 Muni-Financial Study
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RESOLUTION NO. 11-11

A RESOLUTION OF THE TOWN COUNCIL OF THE TOWN OF
YUCCA VALLEY, CALIFORNIA, CONTINUING THE PUBLIC
FACILITY DEVELOPMENT IMPACT FEES FOR NEW
DEVELOPMENT WITHIN THE TOWN OF YUCCA VALLEY

WHEREAS, California Government Code Sections 66000 et seq. enables cities
to charge fees for public facilities; and

WHEREAS, Sections 66000 et seq. of the California Government Code contains
the provisions defining parameters of development impact fees, as well as
reporting and maintenance requirements to ensure the ongoing appropriateness
of the fees charged; and

WHEREAS, the Town of Yucca Val!ey established Public Facility Development
Impact Fees effective February 1, 2006 through adoption of Resolution No. 05-
59; and

WHEREAS, the first deposits into the Public Facility Development Impact Fees
occurred on March 27, 2006; and

WHEREAS, the Town of Yucca Valley (“Town") imposes certain development
impact fees ("Development Impact Fees”) upon development project applicants
(“Applicants”) to recover the costs to the Town for the future construction of
public infrastructure facilities and improvements (“Public Improvements”)
necessitated by increasing development within the Town; and

WHEREAS, the continuing growth of the Town, combined with the continued
expectation of infrastructure development by persons who live and work in the
Town, and historical and recent reductions by the State of California in property
tax allocations to local governments have been catalysts for the need for the
Town’s Public Improvements, made necessary by new development; and

WHEREAS, due to the increased need for Public Improvements caused by new
development, without Public Facility Development Impact Fees, other fees
charged to Applicants do not adequately recoup the Town'’s costs of constructing
Public Improvements and, therefore, a significant amount of these Public
Improvements would be paid for out of the Town's general fund and borne by the
general public unless Development Impact Fees are continued; and

WHEREAS, the Town Council finds that the approval of development projects is
of special benefit to Applicants and that development projects constructed by
Applicants impose a special burden upon Public Improvements separate and
apart from and in addition to that of the public; and therefore, in the interests of
fairness to the general public, the Town desires to better recover the costs of
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development impacts upon Public Improvements from Applicants who seek the
Town’s approval for development projects; and

WHEREAS, the Town has established infrastructure needs based upon the
Town'’s adopted General Plan, the General Plan Circulation Element, the General
Plan Park, Recreation, and Trails Element, the adopted Master Plan of Drainage,
the adopted Parks and Recreation Master Plan, the adopted Trails Master Plan,
the Caltrans SR 62 Route Concept Report, the Caltrans SR 247 Route Concept
Report, and based upon the population growth projections developed for the
Town by Stan Hoffman & Associates (“Plans & Projections”); and

WHEREAS, the continuation of Development Impact Fees is based upon the
information contained in the document prepared by MuniFinancial entitled “Public
Facilities Development Impact Fee Study”, dated May 2, 2005 (“Study”); and

WHEREAS, descriptions of each of the Public Improvements, their approximate
location, size, and their estimated costs are also set forth in the Study, in addition
to the Plans and Projections citied above; and

WHEREAS, the Study complies with the California Government Code Section
66001 by establishing the basis for the imposition of fees for new development;
and in particular, the Study accomplishes the following:

1. Identify the purpose of the proposed fees;

2. Identify the use to which the fees will be put;

3. Demonstrate a reasonable relationship between the fees’ use and the
types of projects on which the fees are imposed;

4. Demonstrate a reasonable relationship between the need for the public
facilities and the types of developments on which the fees are imposed:;
and

5. Demonstrate a reasonable relationship between the amount of the fees
and the cost of the public facilities or portions of the facilities attributable
to the developments on which the fees are imposed; and

WHEREAS, the Public Facilities Development Impact Fee Study prepared by
MuniFinancial, Dated May 2, 2005, identifies and contains findings identifying
items 1 through 5 above for General Facilities, Park Facilities, Trail Facilities,
Storm Drain Facilities, and Street and Traffic Facilities, in addition to those
findings contained in Attachment “B” to this Resolution; and

WHEREAS, the Development Impact Fee Report justifies the imposition and
continuation of each development fee on new construction by analyzing the
Town's needs for Public Improvements, assigning the costs on a fair share basis
to the various types of development, and assigning the resulting fee per dwelling
unit and/or commercial/office/industrial square footage, based on the anticipated
burden of such new dwelling unit and/or commercial/office/industrial area on
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Town Public Improvements and the need created by such dwelling unit and/or
commercial/office/industrial area for new and expanded facilities and
infrastructure; and

WHEREAS, the Development impact Fees collected pursuant to this Resolution
shall be used to finance the Public Improvements described or identified in the
Study; and

WHEREAS, the projects and fee methodologies identified in the Study are
consistent with the Town's General Plan; and

WHEREAS, after considering the types of projects to be funded by the
Development Impact Fees and the cost estimates contained in the Study, the
Town Council approves such projects and approves the cost estimates and finds
them reasonable as the basis for calculating and imposing the Development
Impact Fees; and

WHEREAS, copies of the Study are on file in the Town Clerk’s office and have
been made available for public review in accordance with state law, as more fully
described below; and

WHEREAS, copies of the Plans and Projections are on file in the Town Clerk’s
office and have been made available for public review in accordance with state
law, as more fully described below; and

WHEREAS, the Town Council considered the Public Facility Development
Impact Fees at a public hearing on October 5, 2010; and

WHEREAS, the Town Council adopted Ordinance No. 217 at its meeting of
October 18, 2010, amending section 3.40.070 B of Chapter 3.40 of the Yucca
Valley Municipal Code amending the methodology for evaluating and
establishing the maximum legally defensible public facility development impact
fees imposed upon new development and as attached to this Resolution as
Attachment “C”; and

WHEREAS, the Town Council adopted Resolution No. 10-26 at its meeting of
October 5, 2010, reducing the maximum legally defensible public facility
development impact fees contained in the 2005 MuniFinancial Study related to
the Town of Yucca Valley Development Impact Fee Schedule and as attached to
this Resolution as Attachment “D”; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to Government Code Section 66000, et. Seq., the Town is
empowered {o impose fees and other exactions to provide necessary Public
Improvements required to mitigate the effects of new development in the Town;
and
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WHEREAS, pursuant to Government Code Section 66006, the Town deposited
its Public Facility Development Impact Fees in separate funds in a manner to
avoid co-mingling of the Development Impact Fees with other revenues of the
Town, except for temporary investments, and to expend such Development
Impact Fees solely for the purpose for which the Development Impact Fees were
collected; and

WHEREAS, Government Code Section 66006 permits the Town to make inter-
fund transfers and loans between capital facilities accounts upon those
reasonable terms of repayment and interest rates as determined by the Town
Council; and

WHEREAS, the Town of Yucca Valley has made no inter-fund transfers or loans
between capital facility accounts contained Public Facility Development Impact
Fees; and

WHEREAS, California Government Code Section 66001(d) requires the Town
Council to make specified findings every five years with respect to any portion of
the Public Facility Development Impact Fees collected that remain unexpended
or uncommitted in its account and to identify the purpose to which the fee is to be
put and to demonstrate a reasonable relationship between the fee and the
purpose for which it was charged; and

WHEREAS, attachment “B” to this Resolution identifies the purpose(s) to which
the Public Facility Development Impact Fees are to be put for General Facilities,
Park Facilities, Trail Facilities, Storm Drain Facilities, and Street and Traffic
facilities; and

WHEREAS, Ordinance No. 217 adopted by the Town Council on October 19,
2010, amended the “Study” for determining the maximum legally defensible
public facility development impact fees; and

WHEREAS, the amendments to the Study enacted by Ordinance No. 217 are
found consistent with the purpose to which the fee is to be put and to
demonstrate a reasonable relationship between the fee and the purpose for
which it was charged; and

WHEREAS, the Town Council conducted the review of its Public Facility
Development Impact Fees required by California Government Code Section
66001(d) on an annual basis in conjunction with its review of the capital
improvement program as required by California Government Code Section
6600a02(b) and the annual accounting as required by California Government
Code Section 66006 (b)(1); and

WHEREAS, the purpose of this Resolution is to re-establish the Public Facility
Development Impact Fees based upon the 2005 MuniFinancial “Study” and to
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enable the Town to continue the Public Facility Development Impact Fee
Program; and

NOW, THEREFORE, THE TOWN COUNCIL OF THE TOWN OF YUCCA
VALLEY, CALIFORNIA, DOES ORDAIN AS FOLLOWS:

Section 1. The 5-Year Report identifies the purpose for each Public Facility
Development Impact Fee.

Section 2. The 5-Year Report identifies the amount of fees unexpended in
each Fund at June 30, 2010 and sufficient detail regarding the
expected use of the fees to demonstrate a reasonable relationship
between the fee and the purpose for which it is charged.

Section 3. The 5-Year Report includes the sources and amount of funding
anticipated to complete financing of incomplete improvements
identified in each program.

Section 4. The 5-Year Report includes the approximate dates on which the
funding is expected to be deposited into the appropriate account or
fund to finance the incomplete improvements.

PASSED, APPROVED AND ADOPTED this 1% day of March, 2011
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO

TOWN OF YUCCA VALLEY

I, Janet M. Anderson, Town Clerk of the Town of Yucca Valley, California do hereby
certify that Resolution No. 11-11 was duly and regularly adopted by the Town Council of the Town
of Yucca Valley, California, at a meeting thereof held on the_ 1% day of March ,2011, by the

following vote:

AYES: Council Members Hagerman, Luckino, Mayes, Rowe, and Mayor
Huntington
NOES: None

ABSTAIN: None

ABSENT:  None

TOWTERK
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ATTACHMENT “A”
PUBLIC FACILITIES DEVELOPMENT IMPACT FEE STUDY
PREPARED BY MUNIFINANCIAL
MAY 2, 2005
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TOWN OF YUCCA VALLEY

PUBLIC FACILITIES
DEVELOPMENT IMPACT FEE STUDY
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

This report summarizes an avalysis of the need for public facllities and capital
Impsovements to support future development within the Town of Yuccs Valley throngh
2025. Jtis the Town's intent that the costs representing foture development’s share of
these fanlities 20d improvements be imposed oo that development ig the form of 2
development impact fee, also known as 3 poblic facilities fee. The public facilities 20d

improvements inchoded in this analysis of the Town's public facilities fec program are
divided into the fee categories Eisted below. ) :

+  Genem! *  Stormm Drains
*  Parks ®  Shects and Tmffc
* Trmls
Backgrolnd and St BN

The primary policy objective of a public faclities fee Prograum is to ensure that new
development pays the capital costs assodiated with growth. To fulBl this objective
public agendies should review and vpdute their fee progmms pegodically to
incorporste the best avallable informabon. The prmary purpose of this rcport is 1o
adjust fees to incorporate current fadlity plans to serve a 2025 service populatios.

The Tows imposes public facilifies fees npder authog
contaived in Cofforma Government Code Sections 6600
necessary Aodings required by the
fee schedules contzined herein.

ty gracted by the Mitigorion Fee Aa,

0 ¢t seq. This report provides the
~Art for 2doption of the revised fees presented in the

DevelabHet Piajections IR

T

To estimate [acility needs, this study oses residential and househald population data
provided by the California Department of Finapce and woternal projections developed
for the Town of Yocea Valley by Stan Hoffman znd Assodiates. Current and projected
cmployment Fgores were based on data provided by Clasitas and the Southern Califarnia

Assotistion of Govemnments (SCAG). 'The development projectiops used o this
snalysis are summarized in Table E.0.

MyriFinancial
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Tewn of Yuen Vally Publir Facibies Fae Sty

Table £.0: Demographic Assumptions

2004 2025 Increase
Residents’ 18,410 33,880 15,470
Dwelling Units’
Single Family 5,710 41,230 4,520
Mulliamily 1,730 2,900 1.170
Tolal 8,440 14,430 5,650
Employment™
Commercial 3,040 - -5,080 2,050 —
Office 660 1,100 440
Industsii 600 1,000 400
Sublpial 4,300 7,150 7,880
Other® 1,840 2,750 1,110
Toial 5,940 9,840 4,000
Bullding Square Fast (000s)° )
Commerclal 7,800 12,730 5,130
Office 2,200 3,670 1470
Industrial 1,000 1,670 B70
Tetal 10,800 18,070 7.270

¥ Callfomia Depertment of Fisence [{DOF), Southem Galilomla Assodlation of Governmenls
{ECAB), Daiz brom Town of Yuces - Slan Hofimen and Assodleles Poputstion Projections,
March, 2005.

2 Assumes percantega of employess by land use remslns consiant lo totel iom 2804 o
2025.

? Eslimeles by ond use typa based & Clerlzs repo prapared jor the Town of Yuccs Velley,
February 2004. Prujecied employment iguras derived by 2ssuiming 3 eonstent ratls of Jobs
to housing.

° Repesents govemment end pthss Insilutonal,

® Baspd on employment by lsnd use end ocoupant density shown in Table 2.0,

Sources: Table 2.0; Cafifornia Bepariment of Finence {DOF), Tabls E-5, 2004; Town ol
Yuccz Veliey; Soulthem Callfomia Assodation of Governments [SCAG); Clariss 2004;
Munifinandsl

This fee analysis uses standards based on the Town's policy to determine the cost of
faciliies required to accommodate growth for public feciliies. A standard for each
facility category considered in ths study is derived from the Town’s facility plans for
2025, Depending on the {fadility standard, the Town currently may or may pot bave
sufbcient facilibes to serve existing development. 1f the Town's exsting facilities are
below stnndard, then s deficiency exists. In this case, the portion of the cost of planned
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fncihties assodated with comrecting the deficiency must be 2llocated to funding sources
other than the fee. Poblic focilities fees can only fand planned facilities needed to
sccommodate oew development at the sdopted standard.

Therefore, this study distinguishes between the shere of plenned faclites peeded to
sccommodate growth and the shire that serves existing residests aod businesses.
New developmesnt can only fucd its fair shaze of planoed fodlites. To ensure
compliance with the law, this study ensures that there is 1 repsonable rela Bonshi
berween new developrment, the amount.of the fee, and faclites fupded by the fee.

SHEEH R

233

gEeciSchedulesiaid Ravenuesiiun

‘Table EJ summadzes the schedule of maxinum justified public facilitics fees based o
the 2oalysis contained in this report.

Table E.1: Proposed Facllitles Fee Summary

General Storm Streels &

Land Uss Facllies Parka Tralls Dralns Trafflc Total
Resldenils) {Fea per Dweliing Unit)

Single Femily Unli 3 1200 § 2568 5 458 § 65,480 § 813713 15,8156

Mulksmily Linl) 808 1,080 354 2,581 4,800 10,820
Non-residential {Fee per 1,000 Bullding Squere Fesi)

Commercial $ 340 MN/A NA § 3407 5 15741|% 19,488

QOffice 452 NIA NJA 3,560 13,531 17.543

indusirisl 226 NIA NA 2,377 4,894 7487
Sourca; MuniFinencia)
MusiFinantiol d
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2

4. INTRODUCTION

This 3eport presents an analysis of the oeed for public facilities to sccommodate new
developmest in the Town of Yucca Valley. This chapier explains the stody approach
and summanzes resolts under the following secons:

*  Backgronod snd study objectives;

+ Public fadlities finandog in California;
® O}gini}.éﬁgﬂ- of the report; and

¢ Facility standards approach.

The primary poli¢y objective of a public feclives fee program is to ensure that new
development pays the capital costs assoaated with growth. To fulfill this objective
public agendes should review and updsie their fee programs pedodically to

incorporate the best available information. The primary purpose of this report is to

adjust fees 10 incorporate current facility plaps to sexve a 2025 service population ot
the Towsn of Yuoces Valley.

The Town imposes public facilities fees uoder zuthosty graoted by the Mifipation Fre Ad,
coptained in Colifornia Government Code Sections 66000 e seg. This report provides the

pecessary findings required by the Adg for adoption of the revised fees presented in the
fee schedules conteined herein.

The changing fiscal Jandscape in Califoroia dudng the past 30 years has steadily nodercut

the financial capadity of local governments to fond infrastructute. Three dominant
trends stand cut

*  The possage of 2 string of tax limitston measures, starting with Proposition 13
in 976 and coptinuing through the passage of Proposition 218 in 1996;

+  Declining popular support for bond measures to faance infrastrocture for the
nest generation of residents and busipesses; and

¢ Steep redurtons io federal and state assistence.

Faced with these trends, many cities and countes have bad to adopt 2 policy of "growth
pays its own wap”™. This policy shifts the burden of fuoding infrastractare expansion
from existing rate and mxpayers onto new development. This funding shift has been
accoroplished primarily through the imposition of assessmeants, special mxes, and

MsintFinannal
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Toon of Yuem Vally Pubkic Faokto Fue Jindy

development impact fees also known 25 poblic facilites fees. Assescrments and special
taxes require approval of property owners and are appropnate when the funded facllities
are directly selated to the developing property. Development fees, on the other band,
are an appropoiste funding soucce for facilities that benefit all development jurisdichion-
wide. Development fees need only 2 majosity vote of the legislative body for adoption.

ST

Evigy

The determination of a public fadlities fee begins with the sclection of 2 planning
horizon 20d development of projections for population and cmployment. These

projections ate used throughont the analysis of different facility categories, and are
summarized in Chapter 2.

Chapters 3 through 7 are devoted to dotumentiog the maximum justified puble facilites
fee for each of the following five Facility calegories:

*  Geneml + Stom Drains
¢ Pasks * Steets and Traffic
e Trails

The five statutory findings required for adoptios of the propesed public faglities fees in
accordance with the Mifigation Fes A1t (codibed in Colifornia -Government Code Sections
66000 through 66025) are summarized in Chapter 12

I
|

hl

il

TR

Facilityi Standards Abbroach HEI IR
A facility standard is 3 policy that indicates the smount of fadlites required to
accommodzte service demand. Examples of fadlity standards inclnde building square
feet per capits and park acres per capits. Standards also may be expressed in monctary
teams such as the replacerent valve of facilnies per capita. The sdopied fadlity standard
-is.2 cxitical component in determining new developmeot's peed for new faclities 2nd the
amouot of the fee. Standards determine new development’s fair share of plenoed
facilives nod ensure that new development does pot fund deficiendies associated with

existing development.

e
I

The most commonly accepted approsches to determining a fcility standard are
described below.

*  The existing inventory method uses a facility standard based on the mtio of
existing focilities to the existing development. Under this approach new
developmeot funds the expansion of facilities at the same sate that existing
development bos provided facilities to date. By definition, the existing
inventory method does not consider facility deficiendies atirbutsble io exusting
development To increase facility standards the judsdiction must secure
funding io 2ddition to development fees.

MrmFranoal s
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Towm of Yoo Volly - Pubbr Fagbties Frr Study

* The system plan method ca)ewlates the standard based op the zatio of all
exishing plus plaoned facilities to rotel future demand (existing and pew
drvelopmeni). This method is used when (1) the Jocal sgency anticipates
increasing jts faclity standard abuve the existop ioventory standard discussed
abave, and (2) planned facilities are part of 3 system that benefit botb existing
and new development. Using 2 facility standerd thatis higher thao the existing
iwventory standard creates a deficency for existing development. The
judsdiction must secure noo-fee funding for thet portion of plaaned facilites
required to correct the defhdeney.

¢ The planned facilities method caloulates the standard solely based op the
rabo of planned facilities to the increase in demand sssodated with pew
development. This method is appropriate when planned facllities ogly bepehit”
orw development, such a5 a sewer brunk lice extension to 2 previously
undeveloped area This method also may be used when there is excess
capadity in existing facilitics that can accommodate new development. 1n that
case pew developmest can fuod fadlities st 2 standard Jower than the existing
inventory standard and still provide ap acceptable level of [adlines.

This study uses the existing inventory approach to determine frcility standards for
general facilities. Fees for parks, trails, a0d stonm drains are based on the spstem plan
method. Finally, streers 2nd traffic fees are based oo the plnoed falitics stapdard.

MumFinonoal 7




2. GROWTH PROJECTIONS

Tb assist in determining the appropoiate fee stracture, new development growth
projections are used. Projected pew development is estimated using the existing service

population in 2004 25 2 base year with a Planning Horizon through the year 2025.

Estimates of the existing service population and projections of growth are critical
assumptions used thioughout this report. These estimates are used as follows:

* Estimates of total development at the 2025 Plinning Horizon aze used to
determine the total amount of public faclities requited 1o accommodate

growth and to ellocate those costs oo o per unit basis (for example, costs per
capita or per EDU).

* Estimates of servige populetion growth from 2004 to 2025 are vsed tp allocate
to new developmeot its fair share of total planned Faclity needs.

To measure the existing service population and futare growth, population 20d worker
dala, also jdeotibed as residents 2nd workens, respectively, are nsed for the General and
Parks aod Trails faclities. These measures 2re used because numbers of residents and
woilters are reasomable indicorors of the level of demand for public faclities. The Town
builds public facilities primazily to secve these populstions snd, typically, the greater the
population the larger the fadlity required 1o piovide & piven level of service. To messue
growth for storm drains, the impervious sutface area of 8 new development is inked to
EDUs, while tip generation by use dassificatiop is used for strects and traffic signals.

Different types of new development use public facliies at different rates in relstion to
each other, depending on the services provided 1o Chapters 3 through 5, a specific
service population is identified for each facility category to reBect total demand. The
service population weights residential lind use types against sop-residential land nses
based on the relative demand for services between residents 1ad workers. Chapter 6
uses an impervious surface area linked to 20 EDU factor that weights each Jand nse type
zprinst one single-faraily unit’s demand for services. Chapter 7 nses trp generation by
use chsshotion to detexmine the fees,

MumFinondiof L)
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Teom of Yuera Vol i Pobbi Foolities Fee Study

To eosure & reasonable relationship between each fec apd the type of development
paying the fee, growth projections distinguish between different land use types. The
land wse types used io this analysis are defined below.

* Single family: Atteched and detsched ope-family dwelling units; 20d

+  Multd-family: Al atiached single family dwellings such as duplexes and
condommniums, phus mobile bomes, apartmests, and dosmitodes.

¢ Commercial: All commerctal, setail, edocationsl, 268 hotel/motel
development.

*  Ofice: All gegenl, professional, and medical office development
*  lodustdal: Al mapufscturing and warehouse development.

Some developments mey include more thap ope Jand use type, such 25 an industral
warehouse with living quarters (a live-work designation) or a planaed unit development
with both single 20d mnlti-family uses. 1n these cases the public facilities fee would be
calculated separately for each land vse type.

The Town shonld have the discrction to impose the public fadlities {ee based op the
specific aspects of 2 proposed development regardless of zoning. The puidelne to wse is
the probable occupept deosity of the development, either residents per dwelling unit or
workers per buildidg squece foor. The fec imposed should be based on the land vse type
that most closely represents the probable occu—ﬁant density of the devclopment

Octcupant densities ensure a reasonable relabonship between the increase in service
population aod amount of the fee. To do this, they must vary by the estimated service
populaton geoerated by 2 particular developmest project. Developers pay the fee based
on the number of sdditional housing units or bullding square feet of noaresidential
development, 50 the-fee schednle must coovest service population estrmates to these
measures of project size. This conversion is dope with average occopant density factors
by Jand use type, shown in Table 2.0,

The residential occupaat density factors are derived Erom the 2000 U.S. Census Bureaw's
Tables H-31 through H-33. Tsble H-31 provides vacant housing units deta, while Table
H-32 prowides information relating to occupied honsing. Table H-33 docoments the
total 2000 population residing in occupied hovsing. The US Censos oumbers are
sdjusted by using the California Depastment of Finance ('DOF*) estimates for Jaovary
1, 2004 found on Tzble .5, and the most receat State of California dats available. The
pon-residential density factors are based on Employment Density Study Summary report,
prepared for the Southers Califomia Assocation of Govemments, October 2001 by The
Natelson Company. For example, the industral density factor represests an average for
ligbt ipdustrial, hesvy industnal, and warehovse uses likely to occur in the Town.

MzaiFinondol v
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Table 2.0: Density Assumptions
Land Use Denslty
Resldantlsl

Single Family 223 Resldenls per Dwelling Upit

Mullitamily 1.77 Residenis per Dwelling Unit
Non-residentiel

Commercigl 2.50 Employees per 1,000 square feet

Ofice 3.33 Employees per 1,000 squsrs fest

Industrial " '1.67 Employees per 1,000 square feel

Sourcs: 2000 Census, Tahise H3-H33: Cailorrie Daepsriment ol Finance {DOF), Teble E-3, 2094;
Southem Calliorats Associallon of Govemmenls {SCAG); MunlPnancial,

Lethis

H Rtojad

{iohg]

Glaitit

fOE Y ERE VaNEYI I
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[

The base year for this study is the year 2004, The existing facilities in 2004 combined
~with the planped focilities fn 2025 will make up the system plao standard in our study.

Base year residential estimate is caloulated using the California Departument of Fioance
(DOF) January 1, 2004 estimates and information provided by Town staff. Base year
employment estimates are based oo data from the Sevtbern California Association of
Govemnments (SCAG) and the California Employment Developmeat Department
(EDD). Furure 2025 population and dwelling units were provided by the Town of
Yucea Valley. Employment projections were interpolated from the cuarent employment
estimates (provided by Claritas) by maiotmining the jobs-bousing rotin. Building square
footage was computed by MuniFinancial using the dessity sssumpbons shown in Table
2.0.

Table 2.1 shows estimates of the prowth in terms of residents and workers,

AtwoiFinansa! 1o
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Table 2.1: Demographic Assumptions

2004 , 2025 Increase
Residenis’ 18,410 33,880 15,470
Dwelling Unils'
Single Family 6,710 11,230 4,520
Mull-family 1,730 2,900 1,470
Tolal B,440 14,130 5,680
Employment™
Commercial 3,040 - 5,080 2,050
Office 660 1,100 440
Industrial E00 1,000 400
Sublolal 4,300 7,190 2,880
Other’ 1,640 2,750 1,310
Tolal - 5,940 9,840 4,600
Bullding Square Feel {000s)®
Commercial 7,600 42,730 5,130
Office 2,200 3,670 1,470
industrial 1,000 1,670 670
Tolal 10,800 18,070 7.270

¥ Caliionda Depertment of Finence {DDF), Sovthem Caliomls Assodplion of Govermmenls
{SCAG), Dais from Town of Yores - Sien Hefiman and Associales Populalion Projeclions,
Majch, 2005.

? Assumes percentege of employeas by Isnd vse ramsins tonsient 10 Iotal from 2004 1o
2025, :

> Estimales by 1an0d uss lypa based 3 Giadles rapon prepsred lor the Town of Yucce Velley.
Februsry 2004. Projected employment hipures derjved by assuming a constani ratio of jobs
1o housing.

* Represents povemment end other insiiudanal

® Based on employmen! by lend use snd pecupanl densily shown In Tabls 2.0,

Sopurces: Table 2.0; Calilomin Depafiment of Finence {DOF), Toble £-6, 2004; Town of
Yuccs Valey, Southem Cellomls Assoclalion ol Govemments {STAG); Clarilas 2004;
MuniFinenoisl,

MunFiponaol 11




3. GENERAL FACILITIES

The purpose of the fee is to enbure that gew development funds jts fair share of general
public facilities. A fee schedulf is presented based on the cost of thesé facilities to
ensurc that new development .mvidcs adequate funding 1o meet its peeds.

efvice Poplilatisnil[l;

it

T

Geperal public faclities serve both residents and busipesses. Theréfore, demand for

services aod assodiated facilitick are based oo the Town's service population inclnding
residents and rorkers.

e

Table 3.0 shows the estimated service populstion in 2004 and 2025, In calculating the
service population, workers az¢ weiphted Jess than residents to reflect lower per capita
service demand. Nonregidentid] buildings are typically occupied less intensively then
dwelling units, so it is reasonsble to assume that ayerage per-worlter demnnd for services
is Jess than averape pu—ttsidcrit demand. The 0.24-weigbting factor for workers is based
on @ 40-bour warkweek divided by the tota) nnmber of bours in 1 week {168).

Table 3.0: General Faciliies Service Population

Service
Resldents Workers Populatlon
Exlsting {2004} 18,410 5,940 19,840
New Development (2004-2025) 15,470 4,000 316430
Total (2025) 33,3880 8,940 38,270
Welghting faclor 1.00 0.24

Soweea: Teble 2.1; lAvniFinanda)

L

Existing Town faclites housq the Town Conndl chambers, the Town Mz.nagcr and
Town Clerk’s offices aod othdr governance and administrative fopcdops. These existing
facllities, as well as, the eurrent facility standard are noted in Table 3.1

NMawFinovoal i7
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Table 3.1: General Facillties Existing Standard
Inveniory  Cost/Unijt Total Value

Existing Faciitles

Land {acres)
Town Hall Complex 8327 § 20,000 3 185,000
Calfornia Welcome Center 1375 20,000 35,000
Public Warks Complex 1.60 20,000 32,000
Sublolsi Land $ 252,000

Bulldings {sq. L)
_._.Jown Hall Gomplex

TownHallibrary 7 7 712840 s 2000 5 2528000
Community Centar 11,822 25D 2,581,000
Museum 5,108 200 1,022,000
Californiz Welcome Csnler 4,400 200 880,000
Sublota) Town Hall Complex 34,070 $ 7,411,000

Corporation Yard

Admin. Bullding 6,887 3% 200 3 1,379,000
Operalions Building 5623 200 1,925,000
Sublolzl Corporste Yard 16,520 L3 3,304,000
Total Fachilles ) 5 10,957,000
Exisling Service Population (2004} 18,840
Cosl per Capila 5 553
Facility Slendard per Resldant 5 553
Facility Slandard per Worker 133

Sowrces: Tebles 2.4 end 3.0; Town of Yuccs Vslley; MunlFinendsl

The contribution of sew development towards fanure general facilities expendirares is
captured io Table 3.2,

Table 3.2: New Development Development Contribution

Faciiity Standard Per Capils 3 553
Growth in Service Populallon {2004-2025) 16,430
New Development Conlribubion 3 9,082,000

Sources: Tables 3.0 end 3,1, MuniFinandel

MysiFmanosl i3
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Table 3.3 shows the proposed general facilities fees based on the existing ioventory
stapdard shown in Table 3.1. The cost pes capita.is converted to a fee pex uait of sew

development based on dwelling unit and building space densities (persons per dwelling

unit ('DU”) for sesidential development and warkers per 1,000 square feet ("KSF) of
building space for non-residential development).

Table 3.3: General Facllitles - Proposed Fee Schedule

Costs per Totsal Fe;é! =TT

Land Use Caplta _ Density Fes Admin® Fee Sq. FL.
Residentis!

Single Family $ 553 229 5 1266 § 25 3 1,280

Mult-family 553 177 876 20 986
Non-esidential ,

Commercial § 133 250 % 333 3§ 7% 340 5 034

Ofics 133 333 443 9 452 0.45

Industrial 133 1.67 222 4 226 0.23

! AdminlsboBon fee of 2.0 percenl

Sources: Tebles 2.0 and 3.3: MuniFinenclsl

MuniFinanciol 14
P.54
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The purpose of the fee is 1o eosuse that new development funds it fair shexe of patk

facilities. The Town would use fee revenues to expand park faclities 1o seyve new
development.

Residents are the primary users of parkland. Therefore, demand for pasks and essocated
fadlites are based on the Town's 1esidential population. Teble 4.0 provides eshimnates
of the resident populaton with a projection for the year 2025.

Table 4.0: Parks Facilities Servlee Population

Residents
Existing (2004) 18,410
New Development {2004-2025) 156,470
Tolal (2025) 33,880

Sowrea: Teble 2.1

This section deseobes the Town's existing facilify ioventory, standards, and Planned Park
facilities.

Existing Inventory
The Town owas and opertes, or has agreements with other agencies to vse varions patk

facilifes. The Town's inventory of improved park faclities inclodes approximately 2
total of 37.67 acres sumemerized in Table 41

A{uniFinencal

P.55
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Table 4.1: Exlsting and Planned Park Facllitles
Improved — Unimproved Total

Facillty Acres Acres Acres
Existing Paris
Community Cenler Park 12.94 12.94
Jacobs Park 5.00 5.00
Machris Park 12.00 12.00
Remembrance Park 0.20 0.20
Sunnyslope Perk 253 8.00 10.53
Paradise Valey Park 5.00 5.00
South Side Park © 80.DO 80.00
lenned Parks
West End Park 10.00 10.0D
East End Park 15.00 15.00
North End Park 10.00 10.00
Total Acres 37.867 123.00 160.67

Nole: Excludes BUM palenled open spsce lands

Sowrces: Todm Perie Mester Plsn by Puhies Ross-RS), Dec. 18, 1898; Town of Yuos Valley:
MunlFinendal

Park Facility Standards

To calculsic nesw development's need for new patks, municpalities commonly pse s ratio
expressed in teons of developed patk scres per 1,000 residents. The cument Town
Gesneral Plan policy standusd for parks 35 5.0 acres per 1,000 resideots. Additional
infonmation induded in this report was taken from the Town Parks Master plan
completed for the Town by Purkits Rose-RS] in December 1999. According to the
provided information, The Tows rugrently has 37.67 acres of improved perkland. To
reach the Town’s planning standard of 5.6scresper 1,000 residents, the acquisitino and
improvement of an 2dditional 8.33 acres and 131.33 acres, respectively, by 2025 is
sequired (a5 sbown in Table 4.2).

MymFinonaal 15
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Table 4.2; Parks Facilities General Plan Standard

Geneal Plan Standard (developad acres per 1,000 residen)s) 5.0D0
2025 Ssrvice Populabon 33,680
Tolal Fachilles Needs {acres) 169.00
Tolal Land Acquired 160.67
Deficit {8.33)
Tolal Improved Acrespe 37867
.. Defici (131.33)

Sowres: Table 4.0; Town of Yuooa Vabiey Comprehensive General Fian, Prepared by Town of
Yurea Valley Communily Development Depanimenl, Dec. 14, 1885; MuniFinanda)

Unit Gosts for Land Acquisition and Improvement

Unit costs represent the cumrent cost of park acquisibon end improvement. This
approach represents the land costs aod Jevel of improvements that existing development
bave provided to date. This appronch easures that the cost of facilties to serve new
development is not artificially incressed, and pew development nofairdy burdened,
compared to onsting development.

The unit costs used 1o estimate the total cost of parkiand facility needs are shown in
Table 6.4. All costs are oxpressed io 2004 dollars. Land scquisition costs and
improvement costs are based on the Town’s expencoce with park development.

Table 4.3: Park Facilitles Unit Cosis

Aversge
Cost
Par Acre
Land Acquisilion $ 20,000
Park Improvemen 200,000
Tolal $ 220,000
Source: Town ol Yuers Valley; MuniFinsnds]
MuniFinondol 17
F.57
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Total Needs and Costs

The total amonnt of park fadlities to serve growth is calculated by multiplying the Erlity
standards developed in Table 4.2 by the growth in residents. The total cost of these
oeeds for park facilities is based on the sverage unit costs for land acquisiion spd
improvements sbown in Table 43. To accommodate the increase ig seevice population
through 2025 new development or alternative sources would need to fund facilities
estimated to cost approximstely $17 milbon as shown in Table 4.4.

Table 4.4: Park Facllitles to Accommodate Growth

Land Acaulsition
General Plen Standard {(acres/1,000 resjdents) 5.00
Resident Growth (2004-2025) 15470
Facility Needs. (acres) 71.35
Averape Unit Cosl (per scie) 5 20,000
Tots! Cosl of Faciliies 3 1,647,000
d Ve
General Plen Slandard (scres/1,000 resldents) 5.00
Resident Growth (2004-2025) 15470
Facility Needs {acres) 7735
Average Improvement Cest {per acre) $ 200,000
Total Cost of Fecllities $ 15,470,000
Total 3 17,017,000

Spurces: Tables 4.0, 4.9, end 4.3; MursFnandal

If the Town cannot acquire afl 77.35 acres calculated in Table 4.4 because of land
constraints, the Town may apply the same fuods to sehabiliteting, repovading, or
rebuilding facilities in existing parks. The §15.47 millios in Ioprovement faciliies mnst
be nsed for enhancing, npgradiog, 2dding, or expanding new patk faclities. Renovating
and intensifying development of existinp parks is another reasonsble method for
accommodating prowth that could be used in conjunction with expanding improved
patk screage. The nse of fec revenues would be identified through planoed parkland
acquisitiop and improvement projects described in the most recently adopred version of

2noua] capits] improvespent budget.

The Town anticipates that the patk fees would be the primary revenve sowce to fund
the plaoned facilides zequired 10 serve new development. Table 4.5 shows the sbere of

MunFiponnal &
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costs that could be atirboted to pew development. This amount represents the balznce
after allocatiog to new develppment its share of those planned Park faalites.

Table 4.5: Parks Facilities Costs per Capita for New Development

Land Land
Acqulsition Improvement

Cosi Per Acre 3 20,000 3 200,000
Fagillty Stzndard {acres per 1,000 residenis) 5.00 5.00
Cost Per 1,000 caplia 100,000 1,000,000
1,000 1.00D

Cosl Per Rasident 5 100 % 1,000

‘Sources; Tables 4.3 and 4 4; MunlFinanclal

The Town o obtain the funding eeded to complerhent facilities fee revenues over the
Planning Horzon throngh noo-fee revenue sources. This fupding is pecessary to justify
the fee imposed on new development using the standard shown bere. 1 this funding is
ot obtaised, the new development will have paid too bigh a fee by the end of the
Plapning Horizon.

Park facility cost per resident is shown in Table 4.6.

ManiFinonniol 19
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Table 4.6: Parks Facillles Fees
Cosi per Totisi
Land Use Caplta _ Density Fes Admin' Fee
Resldential
Single Femily
land Acqulsition $ 100 229 § 228 % 5 3 233
Park Improvement 1,000 229 2,288 48 __ 2335
Tolal § 2,568
Mull-family
Land Acquisition 5§ 100 177 % 177 % 4 3 180
Parh ]mp'wemenl 1,000 177 1,765 35 11800
Total $ 1880

! Adminisiretion fee uf 2.8 percent

Sowrces: Tahles 2.0 snd 4.5, MuniFinencal

The fee schedule in Table 4.6 includes separale composents for land scquisiion and
improvement so that the Town can calenlate 2 credit if 1 developer dedicates patklapd or
provides improvements. An average per-acee seimbursement js teasonable becanse the
fees collected may oot be used in the same area rom which they wese collected. The
costs provided in this report represent the turrent Towo-wide valve.

M rniFanpndal
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B. TRAILS

The purpose of the fee is to ensure that pew developmest funds its fzir share of trails.
The Tows would use fee revenues to expand the town's network of trails to serve new
development

Residents are the poimary users of Yucea Valley’s trails. Therefore, demand for hiking
and bike trails, and their assodiated Ihdlities, ere based on the Town's residential

populebon. Table 5.0 provides esumates of the resident population with 2 projection
for the year 2025.

Table 5.0: Treils Facllitles Service Population

Resldents
Existing (2004) 18,410
New Development (20D4-2025) 15,470
Total {2025) 33,880

Source: Table 2.1

This sechon descobes the Town’s existng faclity inventory, stendecds, and planned
Trals facbbes.

Proposed Inventory

The Town hes 2 comprebensive Trail Master plaa completed by RHA Landseape
Arschitects — Planners, Inc. The Trails Master Plan was completed in June 2002. The
Towm has since made amendments to this Trals Master Plan aod the information in this

report refects those changes. The proposed Trails facilies are summarized in Table
51

MuniFinsnrial
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Table 5.1: Trall Inventory (Proposed)
Estimated Estimatied Estimated
Consirucion Easement T olal
Cosl Cost® Cosl
Yucca Wash Trall - Reach 1 218,000 S - % 218,000
Yucca Wash Trall - Reach 2 310,500 . 310,500
Yucca Wash Tral - Reach 3 234,000 [21300) 234,880
Californla Rliding & Hiklng Trall - Yuccs Wash - Reach 4 214,500 - 214,500
-Californla-Riding 8 Hiking Trafl - Manin Drive 85,800 3,300 BB,100
Callfornia Rlding & Hiking Tiall - Hadends Drive - Reach 3
Z18,900 1,320 278,220
Calllornls Riding & Hiking Trel - Haclenda Drive - Reach 2
: 191,100 4,290 165,380
California Riding & Hiklng Tralt - Chipmunk Tral) 218,400 6,600 225,000
California Riding & Hiking Tr - Skyline Ranch Rd - Reach 1
280,800 2310 283,110
Calfornis Riding 8 Hiking Tr - Skyline Ranch Rd - Reach 2
93,600 2,640 86,240
Csllfomnia Riding & Hiking Tr - Skyline Ranch Rd - Reach 3
189,000 4280 183,280
Kickapoo Trsll 144,300 2,640 146,840
1 ¥le Mosongo Canyon Road - Reach $ 187,200 1,320 188,520
LIts Morongo Canyon Road - Reach 2 138,500 680 137,180
Royal Springs Wash Trall 280,800 1,650 282,450
Bleck Rock Canyon Trall 148,200 10,230 158,430
Esst Bumi Mountsin Wash Tiall - Reach 1 144,300 2,640 148,940
Essl Burnt-Mountain Wash Trail - Rasch 2 226,200 8,250 234 450
Easl Bumil Mountain Wash Trall - Resch 3 261,300 - 251,300
San Andress Roed Trail - Reach 1 488,520 8,250 507,770
Sean Andress Rosd Trell - Reach 2 472,760 3,860 476,720
Sen Antdreas Road Trall - Reach 3 472,760 5,610 478,370
Sen Andrees Road Tral} - Reach 4 148,200 880 148,180
Carmelita Wesh Trail 202,800 - 202,800
Black Rock Wash Trail 148,200 - 148,200
Covington Wash Trall - Reach 1 183,800 1,650 165,450
Covington Wsash Trall - Resch 2 728,200 3,850 230,180
Cavinglon Wash Trall - Reach 3 265,200 3,860 288,160
Covingion Wash Trzll - Reach 4 214,600 4,280 21B,7BD
Totals: § 6,653,340 3§ B5800 § 6,738,140
Tots] Trall Miles: 2775
Eslimated CostMlia: 238753 § 3092 3 2428604

¥ Epsemen! Costs Inflaled by 40 percen over tosts povided I the Town of Yuces Valley Tralls Bike Rovle Masisr Plan

Sowres: Town ol Yvcra Valley Adrpied Trolle/Bihe Roule Mosler Plan, March 10, Z005; Town of Yucca Vslizy Phanlng

Dappotmerd; MuniFinenclal

MymFinanao!
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Linit Costs for Land Acquisition and lmprovement

Unit costs represent the cagent cost of construcion aod ensement acquisition. By
dividing the total costs over the 2025 service population, this approsch eosures that
there 35 an equitable distobution of costs between new and existing development.

Table 5.2 summarizes the per capita cost for completion of the Trmils System faclities.
Al costs are expressed in 2004 dollars.

Table 5.2: Trails Facilitles Cost per Capita

Constructlon Easement
Costs Acquisition Costs®
Cosl $ 65553340 % 85,800
2025 Service Populalion 33,880 33,880
Cost Per Resldent 3 196 % 3
Total Cosi-per Resident 5 188

Sourcas: Tables 5.0 snd 5.1; MunFinencisl

The Town apbicipates that the trall fees would be the pom=ry revenoe sowre to fund the
planaed faclities required to serve new development. The allocation of costs {or trails
facilifes betweeg the existiop service population and pew devdopmesnt is shown io Table

3.3. The trails impact fee would be sed in conjunction with alternative fusding sonrees
to close the defidency.

MuniFinonao/
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Table 5.3: Costs Atitributable io New Development
Deficlency To
Ba Funded By
New Non-Fee
Developmsnt  Total Planned Revenus
Contribuilon Facllitles Sowrces
Cosi per Resident 5 198
New Devslopmenl (2004-2025) 15470
New Developmeni Contribution 3 3077188

$§ 3,071,169. 8 6,739,940 5 (3,861,971)

Sowces: Tables 5.0 snd 5.2; MuniFinandial

FegSthedile

811N !

AT

i

T

Table 5.4 shows the maxitoum allownble trails faclites fees based on the Mastes Plan

standard. These cost factors are based op the cost pet capita dedved from the unit cost
estimates.and fanlity standagds..

Table 5.4: Trails Facilitles Fee

Cost per Toial
Land Usa Capita'  Densily Fee Admin’ Fee

Residsntisl
Single Family
Construclion 3 4186 229 § 449 3 8 3 458
Easement 3 2.28 6 0 5
Sublolal 5 464

Muit-family
Construction 13 196 177 % 347 3 7 % 354
Easement 3 1.77 4 0 5
Sublotel ¥ 358

Y Administration fes of 2.0 parcent

Sovrces: Tabdes 2.0 ead 5.2; MuniFinancial

MpymFinoscol 29

P.64

P.106
P.91




Town of Yoo Voley

Pubbr Foalties Fre Jody

The fer schedule in Table 5.4 includes separzte compepents for copstruction and
easemment scquisifion so that the Tows cen calenlate a credit if 3 developer dedicates trail

easements or other improvements. This fee rredit plan conld be strschared similar to the
one discussed for Patks facilides in the previows chapter.

MmniFinenool
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This chapter documents a reasonable relationship between new development and the
handing for proposed Storm Diin facllities. Information incloded in this chs
from the Yuces Valley Master Plan of Drsinage (the “Storm Drain Study™) completed in
June 1999 by Jobs M. Tettermer & Assodates, Inc.

PlCJ ToImes

i

i

i

Table 6.0 calculates the equivalent dwelling unit (EDU) for each land nse using average
deosities shown in the December 1995 Yoces Valley General Plag and imperviops
surface valoes dedived from United States Depattroent of Agticulbure. ‘Table 6.1 shows
the total cxisting 20d foture EDUs for storm drinage facilities by leod vse.

Table 6.8: Slorm Drains - Impervious Surfacé

DUlAcre Avarage Equlvalent

or Percent Dwslling Unit  Acves/ EDW
Acre'  Impervious®  (EDU) KSF® KSF’
Residential {dwellipg unils)

Single Famiy 278 35% 1.00
Mulli-Family 10.85 68% 0.50
oa-185ide:
Commercis) Space 1.00 30% 7.18 0.09 0.66
Office Space 1.00 85% 7.55 .08 0.69
Industyial 1.00 75% 5.88 0.08 0.4G6

" Dwaling wnlis per sore jor restdentis) uszge snd scres for Non-rasldentis] usaga. Resldsntin} sverags based on
midpoint of dwelling ualls par-otre - Yuoom Veliey Generd Plon, Decomber 1505,

? Percent Impenvows Service derved rom USDA dola,

* Fipor Ares Rello (FAR") per 2cre besed upon Nor-residenllsl spece clessiicotion 25 for ORlce, Rst=l & Sendce and

30 for Imdustial spece and derived by ihs following formua: {143580° 25)/1,000) tor Commercia) and Olfice Spaca and
1{43580°.30)/1,000 tor ndustial and Iuted I KSF,

Smerces: Yurea Velley Ganersl Plan, December 1285, MunFhanda)

MrmFincaoal 25
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Table 6.1: Storm Drain Facililies Total Equivalent Dwelling Unils

Projecied
EDU Existing  Growth { Exlstng GrowthlIn
Foclor | (DU/KSF) [DU/KSF){ EDUs EDUs Totai
Residantisl
Single Famlly 1.00 6,710 4,520 6,710 4,520 11,230
Mullk-Family D50 1,730 1,170 865 585 1,450
Total Dwelling Unils B,440 5,690 1,575 5,105 12,680
Mon-residepiial
Commercis! Space 0.66 7,600 5,130 5,016 3,385 8,402
Office Spacs ... . . ..0689) .-.2200.-. 1470} - 3538 . 4,044 2532 -
Indvsistal 0.46 1,000 670 460 308 768
Tolal KSF Commescial 10,800 7,270 5,854 4,708 14,702
Tolal 14,568 8,813 24,382
Percert of Tolal 50.8% 40.2%  100.0%

Souwrres Tebles 2.1 and 8.0, ManlFinands!

Hydrologic modeling uses 2 "design storm” to estimate the rainfall mooff peediog to be
accommodated by Stomn Drain faclities. The measnee of 2 design storm is typically
expressed in terms of the probability of a particular storm in any ppe year. For example,
2 100-year storm is the storm thar would occar on sverape opce during 100 years.
Facilitics designed 1o accommodale runoff from this type of storm provide 100-year
Bood protecton.

Thr modeling completed for the Storm Drain Study was based on 100 year-and 25-year
peak discharges using an approved watershed sub-area delineation roap with defined
Bow paths. Selected peak discharges resulting from the camputations were nsed in
siziag the drainage faciliies.

The Yucea Valley Master Plan of Drainage developed two different types of storm drain
systems, 2 nop-getained system, with an estmated cost of $121,303,000, 204 2 detained
system with an esbmated cost of §102,016,000. Based upon information provided by the
Town, the detained system was selected a5 the preferred system.

The storm drainape facilities fec wses a [acility standard (Table 6.Z) 1o demonstrate 2
rezsonsble relationship between pew development and the peed for pew fadlities. The
Encility standard is based on the planned facilities investment into the Town’s system of
storm drainage facilities on a per EDU basis. The need for new storm drainage facilities
is determined by maintaining the same investment on a per EDU basis as pew
development occurs.

MurFinanro/ . 27

F.&7

P.109
P.94



Teowm of Yo Vally Pubsc Fecbities Fer Sudy

Table 6.2: Storm Drain Facllities Standard
Cost {2004)

Delalned Flood Coniro] System Projected Cosl’  § 102,016,000
Cosl Escalolor? 1.21

Escalaled Dslalnsd Flood Conbrol System Cost 3 123,439,360

Tolal EDUs {2026) 24,382

Equityper EDU —  © - - 5 7 5083

! Town of Yuces Velley Masler Plan of Drelnage - Finst Repori Prepared by John M.
Tetiemer & Assodaies, Jnc. A Divislon of Kslth Compenles, Inc. Jone 1809,

? Enpinrering News Recond ConstrucBon Cosl Indea - Juns 1982 t0 Novamber 2005,

Sources; Teble 8,1; Town of Yuces Valioy; MuniFinandal

Table 6.3 presents the cost of upgraded, expanded, or pew storm drainage
improvements peeded to accommodste pew development. The new development

contribution shown in the table represents the total revenue that the stonm drain
facibities fec would generate.

Table 6.3: Storm Drain Faciliies to Accommodate Growth

Total
Facillty Standerd Per EDU % 5,083
Growih in EDUs (2005-2025) 9,813
New Development Contribution § 40,681,428

Soumres: Tebles B.2 pnd 8.3; MuniFinendsl

Tt R

Tsble 6.4 shows the sewer facilities fec based on the cost per EDU shown in Table 6.2.
The cost per EDU 1s converted to a fee per nnit of development based on dwelling vrits
for residenbal and 1,000 buildiog square feet for nonresidential devclopment.

MewFinznaol 25
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Tazble 6.4; Storm Draln Facilities Fee

Costper Total Feal

Land Use EDU EDU Fee Admin’ Fee 8g. Fi.
Residentiol

Single Family $ 5,083 1.00 § 5060 % 101 § 5,161

Mulll-Famlly 5,063 0.50 2,530 51 2,581
Non-residenlisl

Commerclal ® 5083 066 § 3,340 § 67 5 3407 § 341

Office 5,063 0.69 3,450 70 3,560 3.56

Ingustnal 5083 - 046 - 2,330 47 2,371 -2.38-

} Adminisiralien les of 2.0 percent

Sowrces: Tables 6.0 and 6.2; MuniFnands!

MiiFinandol! ]
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7. STREETS AND TRAFFIC

This chapter summarizes an analysis of the peed for streets and related tansportation
facilibes to accommodate growth within the Town of Yucca Valley. It documents a
reasonable relabionship between new development and 2 traffic fee to fund streets and
related transportation facilities that serve new development

R Téin! Dainaidll

S L

Estmstes of existing and new developrment provide the basis for calculating the traffic
facllitics fee, Estimates of existing developmeot provide the busis for the fadlity
standard. The facllity standard is vsed 10 determine the rate at which pew development

ronst increase the velve of the Town’s equily in its system of street improvements.

Estimates of new development are used 10 caloulate the total amount of fee revenves
that wonld be penerated.

il

e

The peed for street improvements is based on the tip demand placed on the systern by
development. A feasonsble measure of demand is the number of averape daily velsde
trips, adjusted for the type of trip. Vehicle wip generation rates are a reasonable measure
of demand o the Town’s system of steet improvements across all modes because
altemate modes (transit, bicycle, pedestrian) often substituic for vehicle tops.

The two types of irips adjustments made to tdp generation rates to calcalate top dernand
aze descnbed belows

* Pass-by trips are deducted from the trip peneration rate. Pass-by tdps are
wtermediates stops between 20 origin and 1 final destinstion that requite na
diversion from the route, such as stoppiog to get ges on the way to work.

* The mip generation mate is adjusted by the eversge Jength of wips for 2 specihe

land use category compared to the average length of all tdps on the street
sysiem

Table 7.0 shows the calculation of tdp demand factors by Jand use category based on
the 2djustments descrbed above. Dsta is based o extensive and demiled hip surveys
conducted in the San Diego region by the San Diego Assocation of Governments. The
surveys provide one of the most comprehensive databases sveilable of thp generation
Tates, pass-by trps factors, a0d average tdp Jength for » wide moge of Jand uses. Urban
development patterns are similwr epough among the San Diego aod Southern

California/Los Angeles regions to make the use of the San Diego data applicable to the
Town of Yucea Vailey.

MuniFanoncol 30
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Table 7.0: Trip Rate Adjustment Facior

Non-Pass-by Trips
Totsl Average Average  Trp

Primary Diverled Exciuding Tip  Adpstmeni  Delly Demand
Trips'  Tilps’ Pass-by’  Lenpth’  Fecto?  Trips' Faclor®

Residaniisl®
Sihgle Family B&%» 11% % 1.8 1.04 10 10.4
Mull-lamily B6% 11% B87% 78 1.04 8 8.3
Nopresidantial”
Commerdsl 47% 3% 76% 3.6 0.3B 70 26.6
Offica 71% 1B% BA%: B8 1.44 2G 22.8
Indusirial 92% 5% g7% 99 1.18 7 8.3

! Perceni of tota) ips. Primary bips are bips with no imidwey stops, &7 “Bris”. Divened Yips ars Bnked bips whoss distence zdds al
\oss) pna mia W he pimany Mp, Pass-by kips mro knks thal do kol sdd moro then ane mie 1o B ot bip pnd therefoe plowe Hilo
sddiional burden on the sleel syslem. As 8 resull the bip adjustment foctor iclndas 2 meduction ios the share of pass-by bipe.

7 in mbea

3 Tho vip sdustmant hettot eqush the percent of non-pass-by Yrips mmulipiad by the svnrags Wp lengith and dvided by the systamwido
gvemps tip lengh of 8.8 mlles.

* Trips per dwalbnp el or per 1,890 buliding squers fest

® Tha ip dessant dextor Is the prmtucs of tha bip egustment lactor end the eversgs dally bips.

® Trip perentapes, ovempe bip langihs, ond sverags dely bips bosod on “vesldsniial” cotépory. See SANDAG I sourca, below,

? I1ip percontages, Bynjops bip longthe, end svorape delly ips for.commescia) bosed op "eomramlly shopping c2mer” calepory, or
ofice based on “stenderd commenclel office” talegory, Bnd for Indes s based on "ndustrial pask (o sommerdal]” aategory. See

Soures: 5en Dlego Asstcdslion of Govarmmends, Brief Bulde of Vehiculer Treffis Generslion Rales for the Szpn Dlego Reglon, July
1858; MuniFinendsl,

Table 7.1 estimates the top demand for existing zad pew development on the Town’s
system of sireet improvements. Total trip demand is based on the top demand factors
calenlated in Teble 7.0 and the growth estimates in Table 2.1. As shown 1o the table,
new developmest would represent zbout 40.5 percent of total trip demand.
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Table 7.1: Trip Demand From Existing and New Development
TAp Domand Exlating Trip Trip Demznd Total
Factor Existing  Growih Demand __ From Growth Trip Demand
Residential
Single Famlily 10.38 6,710 4,520 65,485 46,808 116,291
Murlti-family 828 1,730 1,170 14,332 9,693 24,025
Svblotal 5,440 5,690 B3,817 56,469 140,316
residentis/
Commsrcis! 28.58 7,600 5,130 201,872 136,264 338,136
Oifce © 22.83 2,200 1,470 50,231 33,564 'B3,795
Industrial 8285 1,000 67D B,258 5,533 13,781
Subtotal 10,800 7,270 260,362 175,361 435,722
Tolal ) 344,179 231,860 576,038
Percent of Jotal 58.7% 40.3% 100%

Sourres: Tetlea 2,1 and 7.0; MunlFinancial

2[99
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The cost of streets and tnffie faclities attributed to new development (Table 7.2) are
used to develop o Streett sod Trafhe Signals facility standard io Table 7.3, This
approach allows the town 1o use fee revenves only to those projecis that add oew
facilities and otherwise expand capadities for new development and exclude projects that
upgrade existing faciliies. This standard calculates and existing £quity per twp that
becornes the standard vsed in fer determination.
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Table 7.2: Streets & Trafiic Fachiities Master Plan Cost Summary for New Developmenl

Cosi
Straely
ROW Cosls Ib widen SR 62- Wast Town Boundary io Kithapoo Trall, 288 AC 5 1.346,408
Widen SR 62 Ip 6 Lanes - Wesl| Town Boundary Io Kickspoo Trall, 1.42 miles 2,237,500
ROW Cosis to widen SR 62 - Kickapoo Trell to Acoma/Mehawk Trall, 1.32 AC 1,033,511
Widen SR B2 lo & Lanes - Kickepoo Trafl io Acoma/bohswh Trafll, 1.08 miles 1,707,750
ROW Cosis lo widen 5R 62 - Acoma/Mohawk Tralt 1o SR 247, 1.B3 AC 1,427,100
Widen SR 82 lo B Lenes - Acornaf8ohawk Trall o SR 247, 1.51 miles 2,361,150
ROW Cosls o widen 5R 62 - BR 247 1o Hilon Avenue, 1,03 AC 802,775
Widen SR 62 to 6 Lanes - SR 247 1o Hilon Avenue, 0.85 miles 1,335,500
ROW Cesis lo widen SR 52 - Hillon Avenue lo Avalon Avenue, 1.03 AC B0G 575
. Widen SR 67 lo6 Lanes - Hiton Avenue 1o Avaion Avenue, 0,85 miles B 1,336,500
ROW Costs 1o widen SR 52 - Avalon Avenue 1o Yucca Mesa Road, 1.26 AG ’ "~'B84,820
Widen SR B2 lo 6 Lanes - Avalon Avenue o Yucca Mess Road, 1.04 miles 4,633,500
ROW Costs 10 widen SR 247 - Stete Roule 52 b San Jusn Road, 1218 AC 2,804,775
Widan SR 247 1o 4 Dividad Lanes - Stals Rla. 62 \o San Juan Rd, 1.57 miles 12,322,412
ROW Cosis 1o widen 8R 247 - 8en Juan Rd. io Buene Visla Dr., 12,18 AC 2,804,775
Widen SR 247 lo 4 Divided Lanes - Sen Jusn Rd. o Buena Vists D1, 1.57 miles 12322412
ROW Casl 1o widsn SR 247 - Buena Vists Dr. to N. Town Boundery, 17.8D0 AC 4,093,113
Widen SR 247 lo 4 Divided Lanes - Buena Visie Dr. to N. Town Brdry., 2.18 mL 13,543,200
Widen Onaga Trall, 4 Lane Anerial Divided - Kickapoo Ti. jo Joshus Lane 7,437,150
Widen Yucea Trall, 4 Lene Arteriel Divided - Sage Ave. fo Avalon Avenue 5,883,584
Widen Joshus Lene, 4 Lene Arlerls! Divided - Onppe Tr. Io Stals Routs B2 2,621,388
Widen/Caonstrucl Camino del Clslo, 4 Lsne Collecior - Onaga Tr. to Sunnyslope {2 Lenes) 851,941
WidenyConsini Sunnysiopa Dr., 4 Lens Collector - Camino del Clelo to Pioneeriown 2L 1,186,400
Widen Kichapoo Trall, 4 Lena Collecior - Onaga Trell 1o Stele Rouls 82 387,318
Widen Plonezriown Road, 4 Lens Collacior - Bisle Rle. 62 lo Sunnyslops Ditve 1,402,235
Widen Acoma Trall, 4 Lene Collecior - Goldan Bee Drive to Steie Rie. 82 3,327,726
Widen Sege Avenue, 4 Lane Colleclor - Golden Bee Drive to Stata Roule 62 3,371,126
Widen Joshus Lens, 4 Lene Collecior - Golden Bee Drive I Onape Trall 2,085,485
Widen La Conlenla Road, 4 Lens Collecior - Yuees Trall Jo Siele Roule 62 . 3,174,245
Widen Palormnat Avenue, 4 Lane Colecior - Joshus Lane fo Yucca Trel 3,877,871
Widen Avalon Avenue, 4 Lanz Collecior - Yuees Teah 1o Stals Rouls 82 2,830,329
Widen Yores Tizll, 4 Lane Coecior - Avalon Avanwe to Yucra Mess Road 4,031,342
Widen Onsga Trall, 4 Lane Collzclor - Joshua Lane In Palomar Avenve 2.883,478
Conslruet Onaga Trell, 4 Lane Colleclor - Caming del Clelo 1o Kickapon Tralt 1,703,882
Widen Joshua Drive, 4 Lans Collacior - Acoma Tiall io Joshus Lenz 2,485 232
Widen Warren Vista Avenue, 2 Lens Collzclor - Yurcs Tiall o Siaie Rie. 82 414,884
Widen Golden Bee, 2 Lane Coileclor - Acoma Trzil lo Joshua Lene 1,587,805
Widen Joshua Lane, 2 Lane Collecior - Golden Bee Drive to Warnen Vista 783,406
Sublolal - Steels - 5 117,555,292
AdwuniFinoonn! 33
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Table 7.2: Streets & Trafic Facllites Master Plan Cost Summary for New Devslopment

Cosi

Trafiic Safely

Ralsed Madlans on SR B2 - West Town Boundsry lo F alwey Drive
Ralsed Medlens on SR 62 - Falrway Drive lo Caming del Clelo

Ralsed Medlans on SR 62 - Comino del Clelo 1o Kickepoo Trail
Ralsed Medians on SR 62 - Kickapoo Trell to Elk Trad

Reiaed Medizns on SR 62 - Cherphee Trall to Acome/Mohewh Trafl
Raised Medians on SR 82 -.AcomaMohawk Trall to Palm Avenus
Rsised Medians on SR 82 - Palm Avenws lo Sage Avenue

Ralsed Medlzns on SR 62 - SR 247 Io Warren Viste Avenus

Ralsed Medlans on SR 62 - Warren Visie Avenue to Hillon Avenue
Raked Medians on SR B2 - Hilton Avenus 1o Balss Avenus

Rakzed Medlsns on SR 52 - Bakp Avenue lo Avalon Avenus

Raisad Madians on SR 62 - Avalon Avenve lo Indio Avenus

Ratsed Medisns sn SR 62 - Indlo Avenus lo Yucca Mesn Rogd
Sidewslks on both sides SR 62 - West Town Boundary to Folrway Di.
Sidewslks on both sides SR &2 - Felwsy Driva 1o Cemine del Clels
Sldewslks on both sidea BR B2 - Camino d2) Glelo 1o Kickapoo Trell
Sldewslks on both sldes SR 62 - Kickapoo Trall to Elk Tralt

Sldewalks on bath sides SR 62 - EX Trall 1o Cherokes Trall

Sldewslks on both sides SR 82 - Chejokes Trall lo AcomaMohawk Tzl
Sidewz ks on bath gldes SR 82 - Acoma/Mohawk Trell to Palm Avenue
Sidewaks on both skdes SR 62 - Pabm Avanue to 5598 Avenus
Sldewaxs on both skiss SR 62 - Sags Avenus lo 5R 247

Sidews ke on bolh sides SR 62 - SR 247 1o Wenen Visiz-Avenus
Sldewalks on both sldes SR 62 - Werren Vists Avanue Jo Hillon Avenus
Sldewalha on bolh sides SR 52 - Hlon Avenue 1o Balss Avense
Sidewslks on bolh sldes SR 62 - Bakss Avenua to Avelon Avenua
Sideyvaks on both skdes SR 82 - Avalon Avenee o Indlo Avenve
Sidewslks on both sides SR 62 - Indlo Avsnue to Yoces Mesa Rosd

Subtols! - Trieflc Sefety

b¥ als

Yucea TraB & Joshse Lane

Hwy62/Cemino Cleko

Hwy 52/Sape Avenue

Hwy 82/Joshus Lena

Hwy B2/Yucea Mesa Road/La Conlenla Rosd
Yuens TraiVAvalon Avenue/Palomar Ave nua
Onags TraliAroms Trai)

Sublctsl - Trafllc Signels

Tolal

3 810,000
1,114,000
1,114,000
1,335,000
516,000
4,025,000
794,000
1,198,000
508,000
§40,000
1,178,000
1,094,000
1,126,000
278,000
380,000
3B0,000
156,000
130,000
210,000
350,000
378,000
370,000
408,000
208,000
218,000
402,000
373,000
384,000

3 17,576,000

5 500,000
500,000
500,000
500,000
500,000
500,000
500,000
$ 3,500,000

$ 438,534,282

Smrces: Town of Yucrs Vallmy, Exhibii T, of the General Plon EIR Trallic Study prapared by Robert Ketom, John Haln & Associoles, B/95
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Table 7.3: Streets & Traffic Facilities Standard

Cosi
Planned Projecls
Streel Improvements $ 117,555,202
Trafiic Sslety 17,576,000
Traffic Signals 3,500,000
Tolal Slhreels & Tiafiic Faclites $ 138,631,292
Less: Other Funding Sources (2004-2025)’ 4,015,000
T Net Facility Needs % 134,616,292- . .
Prglected Trip Demand for Future Growih (2004—2025) 231,880
Sisnderd Per Trip ] 581

' Represents porilon o} Mepsvre | funding syallabls For reglonal brefiic plojects. Estimaled sl
182,500 per year.

Sources: Town of Yuccs Vslley, Tables 7.1 snd 7.2; MunFinanclsl

The maximurm justfied fee for taffic facilities js shown in Table 7.4. The Town may
adopt any fee vp to that shown io the teble. If the Town adopts a Jower fee then it
should copsider redodog the fee for each land use by the same percentage. This
approach wonld ensure that each sew developmest project funds the same fair share of
costs to improve the Town’s system of street improvements.
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Table 7.4: Streeis & Traffic Faclliies Fees
Trp
Standard Demend Feal
Land Usa PerTrip  Factor Fee Admin'  Total Fee Sq. FL
Residenilal
Single Femily 3 589 104 $ 6016 5 120 § 6,137
Mull-family 581 83 4813 96 4,508
Nop-residentlsl
Commercial 3 581 266 5 15433 3 309 3 15741 § 15.74
Dffice - BB1 22.8 13,266 265 13.531 1353
Indusinal BB1 B.3 4,798 86 4,894 4,89
} Administrabon fee of 2.0 percenl
Sowres: Teblss 7.0 nnd 7.3: MuniFinencial
MsuiFrnaacol 35
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8. IMPLEMENTATION

Programming Revenues and Projects with the CIP

The Tows CIP should be ameoded to identily fer revenve with specifc projects. The
vse of the CIP in this manper documents 2 reasonable relatinnship between new
development and the use of those revenpes.

The Town may decide to alter the scope of the planned projects or to substitate pew.
Projects =5 lang a5 those new projerts continve to represent an expansion of the Towa's
feclives. 1f the total cost of facilities varies from the total cost vsed as a basis for the
fres, the Town sbould consider revising the fees accordingly.

For tbe five-year planning period of the CIP, the Tawn should consider allocating
txisting fund balaces and projected fee revesve to spedfic projects. The Town can
hald funds in 2 project sccoust for Jonger than five years il necessary Io collect suffcient

mdnies 1o complete s project.

ldentify Non-Fee Revenuve Sources

The use of the method for calculsting facility standards can identify revenve Deficendies
attobutsble to the existing service populaton. As fees are only imposed under the Act
to fond new development’s fair portion of fachides, the Town should consider bow
Deficendes might be supplemented througb the nse of alternative funding sources.
Potentia) sources of revenue include existing or new geoeral fund revennes or the use of
existing of Dew taxes. Any new tax would require two-thirds voter approval, while pew
assessments or property-relsted charges wonld require majority property-owner
approval.

Inflation Adjustment

Appropuiste inflation indexes should be identifed in 2 fee ardinance incloding an-
autpmasc pdjustmenl to the fee anpually. Separate indexes for Jand and construction
costs should be used. Caleuloting the Jand cost index may reguire the periodic use of a
property appraiser. The construction cost index can be based on the Town's recent
capital project experience or can he taken from any reputable sonrce, such as the
Engineering news Record. To cakonlate prospective fee increases, each index shoudd be
weighed against jts share of total plaaced faclity costs represented by land ar
Copstruchon, &s appropoate

Reporling Requirements

Thbe Town should comply with the 2novel 208 fve-year reporiing requirements of the
Act For facilities to be funded by a combination of public fees and otber revenues,
identibcation of the sowce 20d amount of these non-fee revepves is essential,

MurniFinonnal 37
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Idennfication of the timing of receipt of other tevenues to fund the facilities is also
importent.
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9. MImeATION FEE AcT FINDINGS

Fees are assessed and typically paid whev 3 building permit is issved and imposed on
new development projects by local agendies responsible for regulating land use (cbes
and counties). To gnide the imposition of fadlities fees, the Californin State Legiclatore
adapted the Act with Assebly Bill 1600 in 1987 and subsequent amendments. The
Act, coptaived in Californio Government Code §§66000 — 66025, establishes requirements op
local agendies for the imposition and administration of fees. The Act tequires Jocal
agencies to document five starutory findings when adopriog fees. -

The bve Bodings in the Act required for sdoption of the maximue justbed fees
dorumented jn this report are: 1) Purpose of fee, 2) Use of fee Revenuves, 3) Benebt
Relationship, 4) Burden Relationship, and 5) Propostionzlity. They are each discussed
below and are supported throughout the rest of this seport.

°  Identify the purpoie of the fer (§66001 {a)(1} of tht Ad).

We understand that jt is the palicy of the Town that new development will not butden
the existing service population with the cost of fadlities required to sccommodate
growth. The purpose of the fees proposed by this report is to implemesnt this policy by
providiog 2 fooding source from new development for capital improvements to serve
that development The fecs sdvance a legitimate Town interest by enabling the Town to
provide municpal services to new development.

* Tdeniify the use to which the fees 530l be put. 1f ihe wse is financing forilities, the facilities sholl be
sdentified. Thot identificonon may, but need not, be made by referenne Jo a eapitol improversent
Plan o3 specifred in [65403 or §66002, may bt mode in applivable generl or shecifie plan
rquirements, or may bt modk in other public documents thot identify the foribities for which 1he
Jies are chorged (§66001 (a)(2) of 1he Ax).

Fees proposed in this report, if enacted by the Town, would be svailsble to fund
expanded facllities to serve new development. Facilites funded by these fees are
designated to be Jocated within the Town. Fees addressed in this report have been
identificd by the Town to be restricted to funding the following facility eategories:
Geoeral fadlities, Park facilities, Trails facilifes, Storm Dirain foedlifies, and Shects and
Traffic Signals.

MeniFinancal 39
F.79
P.121
P.106




Towa of Yuno Va{lg - Publis Foribtias Fee Study

Summary descriptons of the planned faciliSes such s size 20d cost estmates were
provided by the Town and are included in Chapters 4 through B of this report. More
thorough descoptions of certin planoed facilities, including their specific Jocation, if
knowp at this time, are incdlnded in master plans, capital improverent Pplans, or other
Town planning documents or arc available rom Town staff. The Town may change the
list of planned facibities 1o meet changing needs and cirrurstances, as it decms necessary.
The fees should be updated if these amendments resultin 2 significant change in the fir
share cost allocated to pew development

Planped facibities to be fuoded by the fees are descabed in the faniEites, Inentonies, Plons
and signdands sections in each faclily catepory chapter,

A

BehefitiReldtionsHib:

A S
s Determine the reasonable relotionsbip between ihe fers' sur and the type of deselopment
project on which the fees v smmposed (§66001{a)(3) of ibe Ar).

We expect that the Town will restrict fee reveove to the acquisiton of land, construction
of fudlives and buildings, and purchase of related equipmeat, famishings, vehicles, and
services used to serve firw development Fadlities fanded by the fees are expected to
provide s Towo-wide network of fedliies accessible 1o the additional residents and
workers assodiated with pew developmeot. Under the Act, fees are not intended 1o fund
planoed faclities needed to correct existing Defidencies. Thus, a reasonsble relationship
can be shown between the use of fer revenue and the pew development residential and

pop-residential use classifications thot will pey the fees.

LR L A

*  Determuine ihe reosonable relotionsbip beiwesn ibe need for the pubbic foclities and the typer
of development on whith ibe fees ora toapond (66001 (3)3) of the Aui)

Fadlities need is based on 2 fadlity standard thet represeats the demand geoerated by
new development for those facilides. Faalities demand is determined as follows:

0 The service population is established based upop the number of
residents and workers, which correlates to the demand for General
facilities, Park facilities and Tras facilities;

0 Storm water geoeration is directly related 1o the impervious susface
nres of 3 pew development and is Jinked to the pumber of EDUs
and copesponds to an increased demand for Storm Draio facilities;

>

0 The nomber nf vehicular trps generated per use classification
determines Streets and TrafBe Signals fhalites demand.

Moy aiFinnasol 10
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For each Bality category, demand is messured by 3 single Tadlity standard that can be
applied scross lend nse types to ensure 2 reasonable relzbonship to the type of
development. Service population standards are calouleted based upoo the number of
residents associated with residential development and the number of workers assodated
with poo-residential development. To caloulate & single, per capim standard, one worker
is weighted Jess thao ope resident based on an analysis of the relative use demand
berween residential and pon-residential development. For Stom Drain facilities, facility
standards are based oo the impervious surface area of 2 development and linked to the
oumbers of EDUs as compared to ope single-family dwelling vnit.

The standards used to identify growth peeds are alsp vsed to determine if planned
facilies will partially serve the existing service population by correcting cxisting
Debcenges. This approach ensures that new development will only be responsible for
its fair sbare of planned facilities, and that the fees will not unfairly burden new
development with the cost of facilities assodiated with serving the existing service
populabon.

Chaprer 3 Growth Projections provides a deseripBon of bow service populstion and growth
projections are calculated. Facility staodards are described in the Foakties, Inventorses,
Plons and stendords sections of in each fadlity category chapter.

*  Deterroine bow thent 35 o reasonchle relotiopship betoeen the fees pmount and the eart of the
Janikiies or portion of the focilities ativibutoble fo the development on whith the fee iy orposed
{166001(2) of 1be Axi).

The reasonable relationship berween each facilitics fee for a specific new development
project and the cost of the faciliies attributable 1o that project is based on the estimated
new development growih the project will accommodate. Fees for a specific project are
based on the project’s size oz increases in the number of EDUs ar vehicle toips. Larper
new development projects cao sreswk io a higher service population, larger Impervious
surface zreas, or 2. higher top proention rate.resuliing io higher fee revenne than smaller
projects 1o the same Jand vse dassification. Thus, the fecs can eosore a.reasonsble
relationship between a specific pew development project and the cost of the faclities
atiributable to thet project

Sec Chapter 3, Growth Projictions, or the senare poprlation, Equivalent Dwelling Unit or Trip Rare
Adpustment Fodlor sections in each fadlity category chapter for 2 desedption of bow
service population, EDUs or Tip Rate Adjustment Factors are determined for different
types of land vses. Ser the Fee Soheduir secbon of each facility category chapter for 2
presentation of the proposed facilities fees.
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ATTACHMENT “B”
ADDITIONAL FINDINGS

GENERAL FACILITIES: Additional Findings

Purpose:
The purpose of the general facilities fee is to provide funding for the construction and or

expansions of existing general facilities within the Town. These include the Town Hall
Complex, the California Welcome Center, and the Commumty Development/Public
Works Complex. Specifically, these include the areas of Town Hall, Library,
Community Center, Museum, Califomia Welcome Center, the Community Development
Administration Building, the Public Works Operations Building, and the future Animal
Shelter. These facilities and their specifics are identified in Table 3.1 of the Study.

Use of Fee Revenues:
The revenue generated from this fee will be used to furnish the funding required to erect

new municipal buildings or expand existing municipal buildings as described in the
foregoing section. These facilities will provide centralized, efficient, and expanded
public service facilities to accommodate the projected increase in the Town’s population

due to new development.

Benefit Relationship:
The new residential, commercial, office, and industrial development which are

anticipated to occur during the planning period will generate significant additional
demand for the administrative, management, professional, technical and para-
professional services provided by the staffs of the Town’s non-emergency services. This
demand will occur among all components of the community and will require adequate
provision for office expansion to accommodate the new growth. The fee recommended
will apply to each of these community components, since all will contribute to the
demand for new and expanded municipal services.

Burden Relationship:
New development will require the services supplied by the administrative offices of the

Town’s non-emergency services. These services will require adequate, convenient and
efficient workspace to fulfill their public service requirements. Chapter 3 of the Study
addresses General Facilities. Specifically, Tables 3.0, 3.1, and 3.2 establish the rational
and methodology for determining the fee for new development, as identified in Table 3.3.

Proportionality:
Chapter 3 of the Study addresses General Facilities. Specifically, Tables 3.0, 3.1, and 3.2
establish the rational and methodology for determining the fee for new development, as

identifed in Table 3.3.

Development Impact Fee Resohuition P.124 Pepe 12 of 18
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PARK FACILITIES: Additional Findings

Purpose:
The purpose of this fee is 1o provide funding for the acquisition and improvement of

those park facilities and projects identified in the Parks Master Plan, and that are required
to augment the Town’s current park system to accommodate the needs of projected new

growth and development in the Town.

Use of Fee Revenues:
The revenve generated from this fee will be used to purchase land and develop new

community, neighborhood and specialized parks within the Town of Yucca Valley
pursuant to the goals and objectives of such facilities contained in the General Plan and

the Parks Master Plan.

Benefit Relatiorship:
The new residential development which is anticipated to occur duning the planning period

will generate significani need to improve and expand the Town’s basic park facilities.
This fee will be used to finance such improvements and additions. These new park
facilities will be needed in order to accommodate the projected growih from new
development which will be occurnng during the planning period as well as maintain

existing service levels.

Burden Relationship:
As noted previously, new development will require additional, improved or expanded

park facilities 10 mainiain existing service levels. Growth from new development will
require adding five acres of new park facilities per 1,000 population to accommodate
such growth and to maintain current service levels. Further, the new facilities will
enhance the community’s quality of live and living environment to the benefit of all i1s

citizens.

Proportionality:

Chapter 4 of the Draft Study, including Tables 4.0, 471, 4.2, 4.3, 4.4, and 4.5, identify the
methodology and basis for calenlating the maximum fees that may be imposed for park
facilities as identified in Table 4.6. No fees are recommended for commercial, office or

industrial type development.
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TRAILS FACILITIES: Adgitional Findings

Purpose:
Chapter 5 addresses the Town’s trails system as identified in the Master Plan of Trails.

The purpose of the fee is to ensure that development funds its fair share of the trails
system.

Use of Fee Revenues:
The Town will use fee revenues to expand the Town’s network of trails to serve new

development. The continued implementation of the trails system will further encowage
the use of this altemative transportation mode consistent with the General Plan’s stated

goals and objectives.

Benefit Relationship:

The projected residential development which is anticipated to occur during the planning
peried will generate significant additional demand and need for the trails network. The
fee will be used 1o finance such improvements and additions that are necessary to serve
new development that is projected to occur during the planning period.

Burden Relationship:
As noted above, new residential development generates additional pedestrian and multi-

use traffic which will require additiona or improved and/or expanded trail facilities 10
maintain existing service levels as new growth occurs.

Proportionslity:
Chapter 5, specifically Tables 5.0, 5.1, 5.2, and 5.3, identify the methodology and basis
for calculating the fee Jevel identified in Table 5.4.

Development Impact Fee Resolution Pege 14 of 1B
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STORM DRAIN FACILITIES: Additional Findings

Purpose:

The purpose of this fee is to provide funding for the acquisition and improvement of
those storm drain facilities and projecis identified 1n the Master Plan of Drainage, and
that are required to augment the Town’s current flood control system to accommodate the

needs of projected new growth and development in the Town.

Use of Fee Revennes:
The revenue generated from this fee will be used to purchase land and develop new storm

drain facilities within the Town of Yucca Valley pursuant to the goals and abjectives of
such facilities coniained in the General Plan and as identified in the Master Plan of

Drainage, as well as within Chapter 6 of the Study.

Benefit Relationship:
The new residential, commercial, office and industrial development which are anticipated

10 occur during the planning period will generate significant need to improve and expand
the Town’s storm dram office. This fee will be used to finance such improvemenis and
additions. These new storm drain facilities will be needed in order 1o accommeodate the
projected growth from new development which will be occurring during the planning
period as well as maintain existing service levels.

Burden Relationship:
Chapter 6, specifically Table 6.2, establishes and demonstrates a reasonable relationship

between new development and the need for new facilities. The facility standard is based
on the planned facilities investment into the Town’s system of storm drainage facilities

on a per EDU basis.

Proportionality:
Chapter 6 of the Drafi Study, including Tables 6.0, 6.1, 6.2, and 6.3, identify the
methodology and basis for calculating the maximum fees that may be imposed for storm

drain facililies as identified in Table 6.4

Devclopment Impsct Fee Resalition Poge 15 of J8
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STREETS AND TRAFFIC: Additional Findings

Purpose:

Chapter 7 summarizes an analysis of the need for streets and related transportation
facilities to accommodate growth within the Town of Yucca Valley. It documents a
reasonable relationship between new development and a traffic fee to fund street and
related transportation facilities that serve new development. The purpose of this fee is 1o
provide funding for the constrction of those improvements to the Town’s street facilities

as identified in Chapter 7.

Use of Fee Revennes:
The revenue generated from this fee is to provide funding for the construction of those

improvements to the Town'’s street facilities as identified in Chapter 7, which are required
1o augment the Town’s current street system to accommodate the needs of projected new
growth and development in the Town.

Benefit Relationship:

The new residential, commercial and industrial development which is projected to occur
duning the planning period and to build out will generate significant additional traffic and
the need to improve and expand the Town’s street facility system. The fee will be used 1o
provide for those capacity improvements and traffic and pedestrian safety improvements
required by growth projections to maintain existing Jevels of service and to accommodate

new growth and development.

Burden Relationship:
As noted in the previous section, each type of new residential, commercial, office and

industrial development will generate additional traffic, which will create an incrementa)
need 10 add 1o roadway capacity, and to improve traffic and pedestrian safety.
Specifically in Chapter 7, Tables 7.0, 7.1, 7.2 and 7.3 establish the methodology and
basis for the fees identified in Table 7.2

Proportionality:

The recommended fee is demand or trip generation based. Based upon trip generation
rates, Chapter 7 identifies the costs attributable to new development including residential,
commercial, office, and industrial. Specifically in Chapter 7, Tables 7.0, 7.1, 7.2 and 7.3
establish the methodology and basis for the fees identified in Table 7.2
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ATTACHMENT “C”
DEVELOPMENT IMPACT FEE SCHEDULE

Subdivision, single family residential development: 59,081 Per Unit

Infill, single family residential development: $2,568 Per Unit allocated to Park Facilities
Multi-Family residential development: $3,600 Per Unit

Commercial, Office and Industrial development: Up to 3,000 sq. ft. $1.00 Per Sq. Ft.

3,001t05,000sq. fi.  $2.00 Per Sq. Ft.

5,001 to 10,000 sq. ft  $4.00 Per Sq Ft.*

Over 10,000 sq. ft. $7.74 Per Sq. Ft.**
*Industrial Development is capped at: $3.18 Per Sq. Fi.

**Office Development is capped at: $7.08 Per Sq. Ft.
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ATTACHMENT A
GENERAL FACILITIES

i}
!
1

| Table 3.1 General Facilities Existing Standard

|Existing Facilities Inventory  Cost / Unit Total Value

iLand {Acres)

I Public Works Complex 1.6 20000 § 32,000

fBUlldmgs (sq-fi)

: Town HalliLibrary 12640 3§ 200 § 2 528,000

i Community Center 11,922 250 § 2,880,500

i Museum 5,108 200 % 1,021 600
Corp. Yard Operations 9823 - 200 § 1,924 600
Animal Shelter (Fulure)™ 10,000 150 § 1,500,000

[Total Facilities : 3,966,700

iExisting Senice Population ‘ 18,640

iCostPerCapHa § 503

.F acility Standard per Resident 3 503

iFacmty Standard per Worker 103

i

{2 Animat Shelter costs applied to residential users only

3Tab!e 3.2: New Development Contribution

;Facrlﬂy Standard per Resident 5 503

iGrowth in Residents (2005-2025) 15,470

1Facxﬁly Standard pet Worker 103

]Growlh in Workers (2005-2025) 4,000

$ 8,189 063

jNew Development Conlribution
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‘Table 3.3: General Facilities Fee

Fee/
Total Fee Sg.-fi

- Standard

:-!_am! Use Per EDU

{RESIDENTIAL

. Single Femily § 503

i Mulli Family 503

|NON-RE SIDENTIAL

. Commercial § 103
Ofiice 103

Industrial 103

{per dwelling unit)

(per 1,000 square feet building araa)

5 1.8
913

§ 24 3 0B
352 B.35
176 0.18




ATTACHMENT B
STORM DRAIN FACILITIES

i

gTabIe 6.2: Storm Draln Facllities Standard

{2004 Costs)
fDetained Fload Conirol System Projected Cost 3 102 016,000
{Cost Escalator 121%
iEscalated Detained Flood Control System Cost 123,439,360
;{Facilities Standard Cost Allocation: 50% § B1,718 860
Total EDUs (2026) 24 982
|

|Equity Per EDU $ 253

Il

;fTable 6.3: Development Share of Storm Drain Facilities

l
IFacility Standard Per EDU 5 2531
iGrowth in EDUs (2005-2025) 8813
!New Development Contribution 5 24,840 260
{Table 6.4: Storm Drain Facllity Fees )
Standard EDU Fee/
!Land Use Per_EDU Faclor Fee Admin Total Fee Syt
{RESIDENTIAL (per dwelling uni)
Single Family ¥ 2531 1.00 § 25N LI H] ¥ 2532
Multi Family 253 0.50 1,266 51 1,316
‘NON-RESIDENTIAL (per 1,000 square feet building area)
' Commercial § 2531 0.66 5 1670 5 E7 $§ 1737 5 174
Oflice 2531 0.69 1,746 70 1,816 1.82
Industrial 253 D.46 1,164 47 1211 1.21
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ATTACHMENT C
STREETS AND TRAFFIC

|
i

ETable 71.2: Sweets 3 Trafiic Facllities Master Plan Cost Summoary for New Development

iStreets Comt
ROW Costs to wigen SR 62 - Wes! Town Boundary 1o Kickapoo Trail, 2.89 AC § 1346406
Widen SR 6210 6 Lanes - West Town Boundary 1 Kickapoo Trail, 1.42 miles 2277 500
{ROW Costs to widen SR B2 - Kickapoo Trail 1o Acoma/Mohawk Trail, 1.32 AC 1,033 511
iWiden SR 5210 b Lanes - Kickspoo Trail io Acoma/Mohawk Treil, 1.03 miles 1,707 750
ROW Causts 1o widen SR 62 - Acoma/Mohawk Trail o SR 247, 1.83 AC 1427 180
Widen SR 62 10 6 Lanes - Acoma/Mohawik Trail 1o SR 247, 1.51 mileg 2361150
ROW Costs o widen SR 62 - SR 247 1o Hillen Avenve, 1.03 AC B02,775
Widen SR 6210 6 Lanes - SR 247 1o Hillon Avenue, 0.85 miles 1,336,500
ROW Costs to widen SR 62 - Hiltan Avenue to Avalon Avenue, 1.03 AC BOB 575
Widen SR 6210 6 Lanes - Hilon Avenue 1o Avalon Avenue, 0.85 miles 1,336,500
ROW Custs io widen SR 62 - Avalon Avenue 1o Yucca Mesa Road, 1.26 AC 984 629
¥Widen SR 6210 6 Lanes - Avalon Avenue to Yurce Mesa Road, 1.04 miles 1,633 500
ROW Coels 1o widen SR 247 - SR B2 to San Jusn Road, 12.19 AC 2804 775
Widen SR 247 10 4 Divided Lenss - S8R B2 to San Juen Rosd, 1.57 miles 3,140,000
ROW Costs 1o widen SR 247 - San Juan Road lo Buena Visia Drive, 12.13 AC 2804 775
Widen SR 247 1o 4 Diided Lanes - San Juan Road {o Buena Vista Drive, 1.57 miles 3,140,000
ROW Cos! 1o widen SR 247 - Busns Vista Drive 1o N. Town Boundary, 17.60 AC 4083113
Widen SR 247 10 4 Divided Lanes - Buena Visla Drive to N. Town Boundary, 2.15 miles 4320000
Widen Onans Trzil, 4 Lene Astsrial Divided - Kickapoo Trall 1e Joshua Lene 7 437 150
Widen Yucca Treil, 4 Lane Arterial Divided - Sege Avenue 1o Avslon Avenue 5 B83 584
Widen Joshua Lane, 4 Lane Arterial Divided - Onsga Trail to SR 62 2621358
Widen Kickapoo Trail, 4 Lang Collsctor - Onaga Trsil 1o SR 62 307 318
VWidsn Acoms Treil, 4 Lane Collscior - Golden Bee Drive o SR 62 3327726
‘Widsn Ssge Avenue, 4 Lane Collector - Golden Bee Drive to SR 52 3337 ,72%
iWidan Joshua Lane, 4 Lane Collector - Gelden Bee Drive 10 Onaga Trail 2065 485
Widen Ls Cordenia Road, 4 Lane Cellecior - Yucea Trail o SR 52 3,174 245
Widen Palomnsr Avenue, 4 Lane Collector - Joshus Lane io Yucca Trail 3877 871
Widen Avalon Avenus, 4 Lans Collacior - Yuece Trail to SR 62 2830323
Widen Yuccs Trsil, 4 Lane Collector - Avalon Avenue 1o Yucts Mesa Road 4037 342
Widenh Onags Trail, 4 Lene Collector - Joshua Lane 1o-Palomar Avenus 2,883,479
Widen Jushua Drive, 4 Lane Collsclor - Acoma Trail 16 Joshua Lans 2485232
Widen Wernen Wiols Avonwo, 3 Lona Rolloctor Yucee Troil te ©F 63 AT 4,864
Widen Joshua Lana, 2 Lane Collector - Golden Bee Drive 1o Wairen Vista Drive 793,406
Widen Sage Avenue, 4 Lane Collactor - SR 62 o Sunnyslope Drive 1,147 492
Widen Deer Trail, 4 Lene Collecior- Onsge Trsll o SR 62 1,032,743
Widen Balsa Avenue, 4 Lane Colleclar - Yucea Trail 1o SR 62 1,338,740
:Widen Yucca Mesa Road, 4 Lane Collector - SR 62 1o N. Town Boundary 4 350 ABS
{Widen Buena Viste Drive, 4 Lane Colleclor - SR 247 10 Yoccs Mesa Rosd 6,186 455
iConstrucl Sunnyslops Drive, 4 Lsne Collector - Balsa Avenue to Ls Contenla Roed 3858 B74
4 578 468

?Cuns!mct Indio Avanue, 2 Lens Industrisl - Yuces Trait io SR 52
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iTable 7.2: Streets & Traffic Fadilities Master Plan Cost Summary for New Davelopment

Traffic Safety

lRalssd Medisans on SR 62 - Wast Town Boundary 1o Fairway Drive 3

iRaised Mediens on SR 52 - Camino del Cielo to Kickapoo Trail 3

{Raisad Medians on SR 62 - Cherokes Trail 1o Acoma/Mohawk Trail 3

iRaised Medisns on SR 62 - Palm Avenue lo- Sage Avenue $

‘Rsised Madians on SR 62 - SR 247 to Warren Visla Avenus )

‘Reised Medians on SR 62 - Wamen Visla Avenue 1o Hilton Avenue 3

'Ralssd Medins on SR 62 - Hillon Avenue to Balsa Avenus [

tRaised Mediane on SR 62 - Balsa Avanue to Avelon Avenue 5

‘Raised Madians on SR 62 - Indio Avenue 1o Yucca Mesa Road 5
iSidewalks on both sides SR 62 - Wesl Town boundery 1o Fainway Drive § 276,000
‘Sidewalks on buih sides SR B2 - Fairway Drive to Camino del Cielo § 380,000
$ 380000

§

$

3

H

3

$

3

s

]

H

§

g

Cost
810,000
1,114,000
516,000
794 000
1,198,000
608 000
640,000
1,178,000
1,126 000

'Sidewalks on both sides SR 652 - Camino del Cielo 1o Kickapoo Trsil

‘Sidewalks on bolh sides SR B2 - Kickapoo Trail 10 Etk Trail 456 000
:Sidewalks on both sides SR B2 - Elk Trail o Charakee Trail 130,000
:Sidewslks on buth sides SR B2 - Cherokee Traill to Acormna/Mohawk Trail 210,000
‘Sldewaiks on both sides SR B2 - Acoma/Mohawk Trail 1o Palm Avenue 350,000
:Sidewalks on both sides SR 62 - Palm Avenue 1o Sage Avanue 378,000
iSidewslks on both sides SR 62 - Sepe Avenue 1o SR 247 370,000
iSidewalks on bolh sides SR 62 - SR 247 10 Warren Vista Avenue 408 000
‘Sidewslks on both sides SR 52 - Warren Visla Avenue 1o Hillon Avenue 208,000
'Sidewalks on both sides SR 62 - Hillon Avenue 1o Balsa Avenue 218,000
:Sidewalks on bolh sides SR B2 - Balsa Avenve to Avalon Avenue 402000
‘Sidewalks on bolh sides SR 62 - Avalon Avenue io Indio Avanue 373,000
‘Sidewslks on both sides SR B2 - Indio Avenue 10 Yucca Mess Ropad 384 000

Subtotal - Traffic Sefety $13,007 000

;Iraflic Sianals Cost

Yuccea Trail @ Joshua Lene § 500,600
'BR 62/Camino del Cislo § 500000
‘SR B2/Sage Avenue § 500600
‘SR B2/pshua Lane . § 500000
iSH 62/Yucce Mesa Road/Lz Conienla Road $ 500,000
:Yuees Trail/Avalan Avenue/Palamar Avenue. AN
iOnaga Trail/Acome Trail . i3 500,000

Subtotal - Traffic Signals § 3,500,000

TOTAL: $16,507,500
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'Table 7.3: Streets & Traffic Facilities Standard

fPlannsd Projects

; Stresl Improvements 3 106,029,446
Traffic Safety 13,007,000
Treffic Signals 3,500,000
Totel Streets & Traffic Facilities § 122,536,446
!Less: Other Funding Sources 2004-2025 (4,015,000)
|
{Net Facility Needs § 11B521,446
'Development Share: 40% 47 ADB 578
EProjected Trips Demend for Fulure Growth 231,860

{Stendard Per Trip 5 204
i

‘Table 7.4: Streets & Traffic Facility Fees
: Trip

: Standard Bemand Fee/s
flmad Use Per Trip Factor Fee Admin Total Fee Sqft
IRESIDENTIAL (per dwelling unit)
Single Family $ 204 10.4 § 212 § 120 § 27242
Multi Family 204 8.3 1,693 86 1,789
ENON-RESIDENT!AL (per 1,000 square feel building area)
i Commercial § 204 6.6 § 5426 § 308 § 8734 § 573
Ofiice 204 228 4 b1 264 4815 491
Industria) 204 8.3 1893 96 1,789 1.78
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TOWN COUNCIL STAFF REPORT

To: Honorable Mayor & Town Council
From: Lesley Copeland, Town Clerk
Date: December 12, 2013

For Council Meeting: December 17, 2013
Subject: Town Council Public Agency Board/Committee Liaison Assignments
Prior Council Review: None for this particular action.

Executive Summary: Council Members represent the Town of Yucca Valley on
various regional Boards, Joint Powers Authorities (JPAs), and Ad-Hoc committees with
local agencies. The Town Council annually reviews assignments.

Recommendation: Review and select representatives to the various Public Agency
Boards, and direct the Town Clerk to notify the agencies of any changes in
representation.

Order of Procedure:

Request Staff Report

Request Public Comment

Council Discussion/Questions of Staff
Motion/Second

Discussion on Motion

Call the Question (Voice Vote)

R e

Discussion: The Town of Yucca Valley has representation from Council Members on
San Bernardino Associated Governments (SANBAG), the Mojave Desert and Mountain
Solid Waste JPA, the League of California Cities Desert Mountain Division, Morongo
Basin Transit Authority (MBTA), Morongo Basin Regional Economic Development
Consortium, San Bernardino County Homeless Partnership and Interagency Council on
Homelessness, Sports Council, and the Mojave Desert Air Quality Management District
(MDAQMD).

fn addition to these regional/intergovernmental committees, two Council Members sit as
members of the Animal Services JPA with San Bernardino County, a Legislative Team
consisting of two Council Members who periodically visit Sacramento and/or
Washington D.C. to discuss issues with our state and federal representatives, and a
voting delegate and alternate are appointed annually to attend the Southern California
Association of Governments (SCAG) annual meeting.

| i
5\ o g = VA
Reviewed By: /Qi,\ L‘7‘§_/ Qiéf
Town Manager Town Attorney Mgmt Sérvices Dept Head
X Department Report Ordinance Action Resolution Action Public Hearing
Consent X Minute Action Receive and File Study Session
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Ad Hoc committees are also formed as needed to gather information for such issues as
senior housing, audit, sewer financing, Council rules and procedures, Morongo Unified
School District, Brehm Park, County Budget Committee as well as others as needed.

The Mayor is the legislative delegate to the League of California Cities.

Alternatives: Do not select representatives at this time, and schedule the item for a
future agenda.

Fiscal impact: Some of the Agencies provide a stipend for attendance at their
meetings to cover the cost of attendance. The Town reimburses Council Members for

their mileage to travel to and from the meetings, for those agencies that do not offer a
stipend.

Attachments: Current Committee representatives, days, times and locations

P.122



A9][B A BOONX 100 “1dag ‘aung ‘yosep

K3[[BA BOONA sany 1 ise] wed goiz1

"AIBSS929U UaUM SI103B[SIS9] 3im Funesw 1o8euey
UMOT UM 310Mm 03 JoqUISJA [1ouno)) 10} pasodoid

S[JIAJOIIA UOIN Y}y We 00:0 [
9047, enysof syl yy wd go:g

Alaourenb g yip
SUO1}BO0] STIOEB A We 00:01]

19qo190) 2 [udy

pue[ySiH POM €
AON “Bny ‘AeIN ‘Qo]

9[]IAIODI A S puz Wepo:o|
Karep ojddy LI pIE€ We 6

ouipJeulag ueg POA\ IST We Ogi0]

NOILVDO1 SHIILL

NOIONILNNH
OMIAVHNOT
NOLONLLNNH

dMOd
NO.LONLLNNH
HOAVIN

(LTV) AMO0d
149V

(LTV) Mo
NOLONILLNNH
19V

(1L7TV) g4mod
OIVINOT

NOLONILNNH

(1L7V) OIVENOT

NOLONLLNNH

(L1V) dmO0d
NOLONILNNH

(11Vv) AMOY
NOLONILLNNH

HALLV INHASHAdHY

"TIONNOD SLYOdS

VdI SHOIAYES TVININY ALNNOD/ALID

WVHL dALLVISIOHT]

dLVOATHd AALLVISIOAT

SHILID VINYO4ITTVYD 40 dNOVAT

LONLLSIA ALITVNO ¥V GAVIONW

AITIOHLNY LISNVYL NISYd OONOYOW

NOISIAIA NIV.INNOW/1L¥dsdd

SHILLID VINYOAITVYD 40 dNOVAT

dO0YO0d 2ISV.L AYOSIAQY 41SvMm dIT10S

Vdl HLSVM dI'TOS 1YdSdd

1 FIN0SVIN

DVEANYVYS

HILLINNOD

SHIALL ONLLHHN TELLIANINOD TIDNOOD

P.123



oulpreuwlag ueg

PeM E.v ‘we 006

ANOAT
NOLONILNNH

NOLDNILNAH
4MO0Y

OMIVINOT
1449V

AMOY
OqdVdINOT1
NOLONILNNH

HNOAT
dMOY

AmOY
NOIONILNNH

(LTV) O@aveanNo1
ANOHA1

JHLLININOD NOISIAIQANS

JILLININOD 1Ld5dndg ALNNOD

AdVd WHAHL

L1dny

LOMLSIA TOOHDS ddIAINN OODNOJYONW

SHANAIDO0Ud % SATNY TIONNOD

ONIONVNIA ¥aMmAS

ONISIOH YOINAS

SHILLININOD DOH aVv

SSANSSATANOH NO TIONNOD ADNADVIALNI
ANV dIHSYINLY VI SSHTIWOH 004dS

P.124





