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.
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AGENDA
MEETING OF THE
TOWN OF YUCCA VALLEY COUNCIL
TUESDAY FEBRUARY 4, 2014
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

APPROVAL OF AGENDA

Action: Move ond Vote

CONSENT AGENDA

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



4-7

8-23

24-25

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

Renewable Energy Generation Facilities Ordinance- Adoption

AN ORDINANCE OF THE TOWN COUNCIL OF THE TOWN OF
YUCCAVALLEY, CALIFORNIA, AMENDING TITLE 9, ARTICLE 3 OF
THE YUCCA VALLEY DEVELOPMENT CODE, BY ADDING
CHAPTER 9.46 RENEWABLE ENERGY GENERATION FACILITIES.

Recommendation: Adopt the Ordinance

Program Offerings Review- Spring 2014

Recommendation: Review and approve the draft spring 2014 programs and
events to be organized and conducted by the Community Services
Department

Fiscal Year 2012-13 Single Audit Report on Federal Awards

Recommendation: Receive and file the FY 2012-13 Single Audit Report on
Federal Awards

Treasurer’s Report for the Quarter Ending December 31, 2013

Recommendation: Receive and file the Treasurer’s Report for the second
quarter of FY 2013-14

All items listed on the consent calendar are considered to be routine matters or are
considered formal 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 1-5)

Action: Move ond Roll Call Vote




PUBLIC HEARINGS

2642 | 6. 2013 Building Code Adoption

AN ORDINANCE OF THE TOWN OF YUCCA VALLEY CALIFORNIA,
AMENDING TITLE 8, CHAPTER 8.02, OF THE TOWNS MUNICIPLE CODE,
WHICH ADOPTS AS MODIFIED THE 2013 EDITION OF THE CALIFORNIA
BUILDING CODE VOLUMES 1, 2 INCLUDING THE APPENDIX AND
STANDARDS, THE 2013 EDITION OF THE CALIFORNIA ELECTRICAL
CODE, THE 20103 EDITION OF THE CALIFORNIA PLUMBING CODE, THE
2013 EDITION OF THE CALIFORNIA MECHANICAL CODE, THE 2013
EDITION OF THE CALIFORNIA GREEN BUILDING CODE, THE 2013
EDITION OF THE CALIFORNIA RESIDENTIAL CODE, THE 2012 EDITION
SOLAR ENERGY CODE AND OTHER REGULATIONS RELATING TO
BUILDING REQUIREMENTS.

Recommendation: Adopt the Ordinance

Action: Move nd Roll Call Vote

43107 | 7. Public Facilities Development Iimpact Fees
Annual Report & Public Hearing

Recommendation: Retain the current Public Facility Development Impact
Fee structure

Action: Move nd Vote

FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS

February 18, 2014
e Presentation- Southern California Edison
° Presentation- Town of Yucca Valley Emergency Preparedness Training and Coordination
e CDBG Annual Hearing
e Town Council Rules and Procedures
® Policy Discussion- FY 14-15 & 15-16 Budget: Strategic Priorities



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
8. Council Member Abel
9. Council Member Leone
10.  Council Member Rowe
11. Mayor Pro Tem Huntington

12.  Mayor Lombardo

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

6:00 p.m., Tuesday, February 18, 2014, Yucca Valley Community Center Yucca Room

CLOSED SESSION
13. CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL - EXISTING LITIGATION
Subsection (d)(1) of Section 54956.9, Mirage Front Properties, LLC. vs. Town of Yucca
Valley CIVDS1400401

CLOSING ANNOUNCEMENTS

ADJOURNMENT



Yuceca 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 "Ttems 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 Council, 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
IIPP

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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ORDINANCE NO.

AN ORDINANCE OF THE TOWN COUNCIL OF THE TOWN OF
YUCCA VALLEY, CALIFORNIA, AMENDING TITLE 9, ARTICLE
3 OF THE YUCCA VALLEY DEVELOPMENT CODE, BY ADDING
CHAPTER 946 RENEWABLE ENERGY GENERATION
FACILITIES.

The Yucca Valley Town Council ordains as follows.

WHEREAS, the Town of Yucca Valley desires to protect the character and value of the
community, neighborhoods, and the natural and scenic values of the landscape within
the Town from increased impacts of new commercial solar and wind energy generation
facilities and:;

WHEREAS, in protecting natural and scenic values of the landscape, the Town
recognizes not only the substantial intrinsic value of the desert’s natural and scenic
setting, but also the importance of this setting for the quality of life of area residents and
the economic value it creates for property owners and for the area’s tourism industry.

Section 1:

Chapter 9.46 Renewable Energy Generation Facilities

9.46.010 — Purpose
9.46.020 — Definitions
9.46.030 - Prohibited

9.46.010  Purpose

A. The provisions of this Chapter, as determined by the Council, are intended to be
in the best interest of the Town for the public health, safety and welfare of the
community through implementation of the General Plan through this Chapter.

9.46.020 Definitions

T i

A. “Commercial Solar Energy”, “Solar Power Plant” or “Solar Farm” means a utility
scale commercial facility that converts sunlight into electricity, whether by
photovoltaics (PV), concentrating solar thermal (CST) devices, or various
experimental solar technologies, with the primary purpose of wholesale or retail

sales of generated electricity.

B. "Wind Energy Facility” means a utility scale commercial facility that converts wind
into energy through the use of windmills or wind turbines, with the primary
purpose of wholesale or retail sales of generated energy.

P.1



C. For purposes of this ordinance, “solar energy generation project” or “wind energy
facility” shall not include accessory solar or wind energy equipment installed
primarily for onsite consumption.

9.46.030 Prohibited

Commercial Solar Energy, including Solar Power Plant or Solar Farm and Wind Energy
Facilities shall be a prohibited use in all land use districts within the Town. No
Conditional Use Permit, Site Plan Review, building permit or other entitlement for use
shall be accepted, processed, approved or issued for the establishment of a Renewable
Energy Generation Facility.

Section 2:  Severability: If any provision of this Ordinance or the application thereof
to any person or circumstance is held invalid, such invalidity shall not affect other
provisions or applications of this Ordinance which can be given effect without the invalid
provision or application, and to this end the provisions of this Ordinance are

severable. The Town Council hereby declares that it would have adopted this
Ordinance irrespective of the invalidity of any particular portion thereof.

Section 3. Certification; Publication: The Town Clerk shall certify to the adoption
of this Ordinance and cause it, or a summary of it, to be published once within 15 days
of adoption in a newspaper of general circulation printed and published within the Town
of Yucca Valley, and shall post a certified copy of this Ordinance, including the vote for
and against the same, in the Office of the Town Clerk in accordance with Government
Code § 36933.

Section 4. Effective Date: This Ordinance shall become effective thirty (30) days
from its adoption.

pb.2



APPROVED AND ADOPTED this _4th day of _February , 2014,

MAYOR

ATTEST:

TOWN CLERK

P.3



TOWN COUNCIL STAFF REPORT

To: Honorable Mayor & Town Council

From: Curtis Yakimow, Director of Administrative Services
Sue Earnest, Recreation Supervisor

Date: January 29, 2014

For Council Meeting: February 4, 2014
Subject: Program Offerings Review— Spring 2014
Prior Council Review: None

Recommendation: That the Town Council:

e Review and approve the draft spring 2014 programs and events to be organized
and conducted by the Community Services Department.

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

Discussion:

The programming staff of both the Hi Desert Nature Museum and the Recreation division
of the Community Services Department has developed a schedule of programs and events
that will be offered in the spring of 2014 (March, April, and May). These activities will be
printed in the Experience Yucca Valley spring activity guide that is scheduled for
distribution throughout the community in late February. Attached for the Council’s review is
both the current and prior year spring listing, with eliminations highlighted.

Alternatives: None recommended.

Fiscal impact: Current schedule of spring 2014 activities is accommodated by the FY
2013-14 adopted budget.

Attachments: Community Services spring 2014 & 2013 program summary

Reviewed By: 6@&

Town Manager Town Attorney Mgmt Services Dept Head
Department Report Ordinance Action Resolution Action Public Hearing
X Consent X Minute Action X Receive and File Study Session
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TOWN OF YUCCA VALLEY
TOWN COUNCIL MEETING
February 4, 2014

Draft Spring 2014 & 2013 Activities Schedule

P.5



Community Services Department
Planned Recreation Programs - Spring 2014

Special Events

Special Events

Saturday, Aprit 19 !Easter Egg Hunt no charge
Fitness Fun Runs

Sunday, May 25 Grubstakes Run $20, $18
Grubstake Days

Saturday, May 24 Horseshoes Tournament $15/team

Saturday, May 24 Beard Contest no charge

Saturday, May 24 Youth Commission Booth no charge

Youth Programs

Classes

Beginning Guitar

14 & older, Tuesday evenings

$40/6 weeks

Bellydance (Beginning & Intermediate)

10 & older, Wednesday evenings

$35/6 weeks

Gymnastics (Beginning)

6 & older, Monday afternoons

$35/4 weeks

Gymnastics (Intermediate)

10 & older, Monday afternoons

$35/4 weeks

Gymnastics (Beg. Rythmic)

8 & older, Monday afternoons

$35/4 weeks

Kinder Gym

3-5 year olds, Monday afternoons

$25/4 weeks

Mommy, Daddy & Me

2-5 year olds, Monday mornings

$2 per session

Paradise Park After School Program

Ages 5 -16, Monday through Thursday , 3-5 pm no charge
Youth Basketball League
Ages 6-14, Weeknight practices, Saturday Games; December through early March. $60 per child

Adults & Seniors

Enrichment Classes

Bellydance

10 & older, Wednesday evenings

$35/6 weeks

Thursday Bridge

18 & older, Thursday afternoons

$2 per session

Yucca Valley Bridge Club

18 & older, Friday afternoons

$2 per session

Dog Obedience

18 & older, Thursday evenings

$135/6weeks

Pinochle

18 & older, Friday afternoons

$2 per session

Knit & Crochet

18 & older, Thursday mornings

$2 per session

Stretch N Tone

18 & older, Monday thru Friday mornings

$2 per session

Table Tennis

18 & older, Wednesday afternoons

$2 per session

Tai Chi Chuan

All ages, Wednesday evenings

330 per month

Open Art Studio Workshop

18 & older, Thursday mornings

$2 per session

Western Line Dancing {Instructional)

18 & older, Thurs afternoons

$3 per session

Western Line Dancing (social)

18 & older, Mon evenings

$2 per session

Woodcarving

16 & older, Tuesday mornings

$2 per session

Wil for Seniors

Wednesday afternoons & Thursday mornings

no charge

Walking Club

18 & older, ongoing

$15 one-time fee

Seniors & Adult Trips

Rose Bowl & Norton Simon Museum

Wednesday, April 30

$110 per person

Softball Leagues

Ladies Monday evenings 3400/ team
Mens Wednesday evenings 3400 / team
Co-ed Traditional Tuesday evenings $400 / team
Co-ed Casual Thursday evenings $400 / team

P.6



Community Services Department
Planned Recreation Programs - Spring 2013

Special Events

Special Events

Saturday, March 30 Easter Egg Hunt no charge

Saturday, May 4 Kid's Spring Dance $3 per child
Fitness Fun Runs

Saturday, May 5 |Run for the Arts $20, $18

Sunday, May 26 Grubstakes Run $20, $18
Senior Dances

Saturday, May 18 |Dance for Seniors & Adults | $3, $5
Grubstake Days

Saturday, May 25 Horseshoes Tournament $10/team

Saturday, May 25 Table Tennis Tournament $10/team

Saturday, May 25 Family Kickball Tournament no charge

Youth Programs

Classes
Beginning Guitar 14 & older, Tuesday evenings $40/6 weeks
Bellydance (Beginning & Advanced) |10 & older, Wednesday evenings $35/6 weeks
Gymnastics (Beginning) 6 & older, Monday afternoons $35/4 weeks
Gymnastics (Intermediate) 10 & older, Monday afternoons $35/4 weeks
Kinder Gym 3-5 year olds, Monday afternoons $25/4 weeks

Paradise Park After School Program

Ages 5 -16, Monday through Thursday , 3-5 pir | no charge

Youth Basketball League

Ages 6-14, Weeknight practices, Saturday Games; December through early March | R $58/NR $63 per child

Kids' Tinman Triathlon

Saturday, June 8, 2013 [Ages 4-12 [ $40 per child

Adults & Seniors

Enrichment Classes

Bellydance 10 & older, Wednesday evenings $35/6 weeks
Yucca Valley Bridge Club 18 & older, Friday afternoons $2 per session
Dog Obedience 18 & older, Friday evenings $135/6weeks
Harmonica 5 & older, Friday evenings $2 per session
Pinochle 18 & older, Friday afternoons $2 per session
Knit & Crochet 18 & older, Thursday mornings $2 per session
Stretch N Tone 18 & older, Monday thru Friday mornings $2 per session
Table Tennis 18 & older, Wednesday afternoons $2 per session
Tai Chi Chuan All ages, Wednesday evenings $30 per month
Open Art Studio Workshop 18 & older, Thursday mornings $2 per session
Western Line Dancing (Instructional) |18 & older, Mon evenings & Thurs afternoons $2 per session
Western Line Dancing (Intermediate) |18 & older, Mon evenings & Thurs afternoons $2 per session
Woodcarving 16 & older, Tuesday evenings $2 per session
Wii for Seniors Wednesday afternoons & Thursday mornings no charge
Walking Club 18 & older, ongoing $15 one-time fee

Seniors & Adult Trips

Endeavor, CA Science Center Wednesday, April 24 | $52 per person

Softball Leagues

Ladies Monday evenings $400 / team
Mens Wednesday evenings $400 / team
Co-ed Traditional Tuesday evenings $400 / team
Co-ed Casual Thursday evenings $400 / team




TOWN COUNCIL STAFF REPORT

To: Honorable Mayor & Town Council

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

Date: January 28, 2014

For Council

Meeting: February 4, 2014

Subject: Fiscal Year 2012-13 Single Audit Report on Federal Awards

Prior Council Review: [n the Staff Report presented at the December 10, 2013
Council meeting regarding the Comprehensive Annual Financial Report, the
requirement for the Single Audit for the Town for the FY2012-13 fiscal year was
disclosed.

Recommendation: Receive and File the FY 2012-13 Single Audit Report on
Federal Awards

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 Single Audit Act and Office of Management and Budget (OMB)
Circular A-133, Audits of States, Local Govemments, and Non-Profit Organizations,
requires non-federal entities that expend equal to or in excess of $500,000 in a fiscal
year in federal awards (grants) to have an audit performed in accordance with the
Single Audit Act. Single Audit reporting packages are due nine months after the entity's
fiscal year end.

For the FY 2012-13, the Town of Yucca Valley expended greater than $500,000 in
federal funds and therefore required an audit of the Fiscal Year 2012-13 expenditures of
Federal Awards. The audit was conducted by Rogers, Anderson, Malody and Scott,
LLP, a firm of independent CPAs appointed by and reporting to the Town Council. The
purpose of the audit is to state an opinion with regards to the accuracy of the Town's

Reviewed By: Z/\)\F\D\K ( \t ,b/\/ >7C_/

Town Manager Town Attorney Mgmt\éerﬂces Finance
\
\\
Department Report Ordinance Action Resolution Action Public Hearing
X  Consent Minute Action X Receive and File Study ltem
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financial statements and in doing so, perform tests of compliance with certain provisions
of laws, regulations, contracts, and grant agreements.

The following table identifies the projects and fiscal year expenditures subject to the
Single Audit requirement:

Town Total
Federal Program Project/Project | Expenditures

Com Center

Playground/Teen

Center at Boys &
HUD/Pass Thru CDBG Girls Club 14,735
HUD EDI Spec Proj Essig Park 294,877
DOJ Public Safety Policing School Resource
Grants Officer 41,667
DOJ/Pass Thru SB Co Public
Safety Policing Grants Public Safety 97,578
DOT/Pass Thru CA DOT
Highway Planning and
Construction 62/247 Medians 243,655
Homeland Security/Pass Thru Emergency
SB Co Emergency Mgmt Mgmt Equipment 16,337
Total Federal Expenditures $708,849

After completing their audit of the Town’s records, Rogers, Anderson, Malody and Scott,
LLP has issued a Single Audit opinion that states:

“.the Town complied, in all material respects, with the ...compliance requirements
...that could have a direct material effect on each of its major federal programs for
the year ended June 30, 2013.

The auditors also consider the Town’s internal control over compliance and the opinion
states:

“We did not identify any deficiencies in internal control over compliance that we
consider to be material weaknesses.”

P.9



at the Town of Yucca Valley. Staff anticipates the completion of a Single Audit report
for the next three to five years as the Town's federally funded projects move forward.

Alternatives: None.

Fiscal impact:  While there is no direct fiscal impact, receiving an unqualified audit
opinion and compliance with Federal Grant requirements is an indicator to external
parties such as Federal granting agencies of the Town'’s financial policies and practices,
and assist the Town in meeting its eligibility requirements for continued receipt of
awarded grant funds.

Attachments:
Fiscal Year 2012-13 Single Audit Report on Federal Awards

P.10



Town of Yucca Valley
Yucca Valley, California

Single Audit Report on Federal Awards

Year Ended June 30, 2013
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Town of Yucca Valley
Single Audit Report on Federal Awards
Year Ended June 30, 2013

TABLE OF CONTENTS

Independent Auditor's Report on Internal Control Over Financial Reporting and
on Compliance and Other Matters Based on an Audit of Financial
Statements Performed in Accordance with Government Auditing Standards

Independent Auditor's Report on Compliance for Each Major Program and on
Internal Control Over Compliance Required by OMB Circular A-133

Schedule of Expenditures of Federal Awards
Notes to the Schedule of Expenditures of Federal Awards
Schedule of Findings and Questioned Costs

Summary Schedule of Prior Audit Findings

P12
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735 E. Carnegie Or. Suite 100
San Bernarding, CA 92408
409 689 0871 T

0% 889 5361 F

ramsepa.net

ROGERS, ANDERSON, MALODY & sCOTT, LLP
CERTIFIED PUBLIC ACCOUNTANTS, SINCE 1948

To the Honorable Mayor and Town Council
Town of Yucca Valley
Yucca Valley, California

INDEPENDENT AUDITOR'S REPORT ON INTERNAL CONTROL
OVER FINANCIAL REPORTING AND ON COMPLIANCE AND
OTHER MATTERS BASED ON AN AUDIT OF FINANCIAL
STATEMENTS PERFORMED IN ACCORDANCE WITH
GOVERNMENT AUDITING STANDARDS

We have audited, in accordance with the auditing standards generally
accepted in the United States of America and the standards applicable to
financial audits contained in Government Auditing Standards issued by the
Comptroller General of the United States, the financial statements of the
governmental activities, each major fund, and the aggregate remaining fund
information of Town of Yucca Valley (the Town), as of and for the year ended
June 30, 2013, and the related notes to the financial statements, which
collectively comprise the Town's basic financial statements, and have issued
our report thereon dated November 21, 2013.

Internal Control Over Financial Reporting

in planning and performing our audit of the financial statements, we
considered the Town's internal control over financial reporting (internal
control) to determine the audit procedures that are appropriate in the
circumstances for the purpose of expressing our opinions on the financial
statements, but not for the purpose of expressing an opinion on the
effectiveness of the Town’s internal control. Accordingly, we do not express
an opinion on the effectiveness of the Town's internal control.

A deficiency in internal control exists when the design or operation of a
control does not allow management or employees, in the normal course of
performing their assigned functions, to prevent, or detect and correct,
misstatements on a timely basis. A material weakness is a deficiency, or a
combination of deficiencies, in internal control, such that there is a
reasonable possibility that a material misstatement of the entity's financial
statements will not be prevented, or detected and corrected on a timely basis.
A significant deficiency is a deficiency, or a combination of deficiencies, in
internal control that is less severe than a material weakness, yet important
enough to merit attention by those charged with governance.

STABIITY., ACCURACY. TRUSTP 13



To the Honorable Mayor and Town Council
Town of Yucca Valley
Yucca Valley, California

Our consideration of internal control was for the limited purpose described in the first paragraph
of this section and was not designed to identify all deficiencies in internal control that might be
material weaknesses or, significant deficiencies. Given these limitations, during our audit we did
not identify any deficiencies in internal control that we consider to be material weaknesses.
However, material weaknesses may exist that have not been identified.

Compliance and Other Matters

As part of obtaining reasonable assurance about whether the Town's financial statements are
free from material misstatement, we performed tests of its compliance with certain provisions of
laws, regulations, contracts, and grant agreements, noncompliance with which could have a
direct and material effect on the determination of financial statement amounts. However,
providing an opinion on compliance with those provisions was not an objective of our audit, and
accordingly, we do not express such an opinion. The results of our tests disclosed no instances
of noncompliance or other matters that are required to be reported under Government Auditing
Standards.

Purpose of this Report

The purpose of this report is solely to describe the scope of our testing of internal control and
compliance and the results of that testing, and not to provide an opinion on the effectiveness of
the entity’s internal control or on compliance. This report is an integral part of an audit
performed in accordance with Government Auditing Standards in considering the entity’'s

internal control and compliance. Accordingly, this communication is not suitable for any other
purpose.

/{yu\u ﬂuwabwmg ¢ {mrj /P

November 21, 2013
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The Honorable Mayor and Town Council
Town of Yucca Valley
Yucca Valley, California

INDEPENDENT AUDITOR’S REPORT ON COMPLIANCE FOR
EACH MAJOR PROGRAM AND ON INTERNAL CONTROL OVER COMPLIANCE
REQUIRED BY OMB GIRCULAR A-133

Report on Compliance for Each Major Federal Program

We have audited the Town of Yucca Valley's (the Town) compliance with the
types of compliance requirements described in the OMB Circular A-133
Compliance Supplement that could have a direct and material effect on each
of the Town's major federal programs for the year ended June 30, 2013. The
Town’s major federal programs are identified in the summary of auditor's
results section of the accompanying schedule of findings and questioned
costs.

Management’s Responsibility

Management is responsible for compliance with the requirements of laws,
regulations, contracts, and grants applicable to its federal programs.

Auditor’s Responsibility

Our responsibility is to express an opinion on compliance for each of the
Town's major federal programs based on our audit of the types of compliance
requirements referred to above. We conducted our audit of compliance in
accordance with auditing standards generally accepted in the United States
of America; the standards applicable to financial audits contained in
Government Auditing Standards, issued by the Comptroller General of the
United States; and OMB Circular A-133, Audits of States, Local Governments,
and Non-Profit Organizations. Those standards and OMB Circular A-133
require that we plan and perform the audit to obtain reasonable assurance
about whether noncompliance with the types of compliance requirements
referred to above that could have a direct and material effect on a major
federal program occurred. An audit includes examining, on a test basis,
evidence about Town's compliance with those requirements and performing
such other procedures as we considered necessary in the circumstances.
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To the Honorable Mayor and Town Council
Town of Yucca Valley
Yucca Valley, California

We believe that our audit provides a reasonable basis for our opinion on compliance for each
major federal program. However, our audit does not provide a legal determination of the Town's
compliance.

Opinion on Each Major Federal Program

In our opinion, the Town complied, in all material respects, with the types of compliance
requirements referred to above that could have a direct and material effect on each of its major
federal programs for the year ended June 30, 2013.

Report on Internal Control Over Compliance

Management of the Town is responsible for establishing and maintaining effective internal
control over compliance with the types of compliance requirements referred to above. In
planning and performing our audit of compliance, we considered the Town’s internal control
over compliance with the types of requirements that could have a direct and material effect on
each major federal program to determine the auditing procedures that are appropriate in the
circumstances for the purpose of expressing an opinion on compliance for each major federal
program and to test and report on internal control over compliance in accordance with OMB
Circular A-133, but not for the purpose of expressing an opinion on the effectiveness of internal
control over compliance. Accordingly, we do not express an opinion on the effectiveness of
Town's internal control over compliance.

A deficiency in internal control over compliance exists when the design or operation of a control
over compliance does not allow management or employees, in the normal course of performing
their assigned functions, to prevent, or detect and correct, noncompliance with a type of
compliance requirement of a federal program on a timely basis. A material weakness in internal
control over compliance is a deficiency, or combination of deficiencies, in internal control over
compliance, such that there is a reasonable possibility that material noncompliance with a type
of compliance requirement of a federal program will not be prevented, or detected and corrected,
on a timely basis. A significant deficiency in internal control over compliance is a deficiency, or a
combination of deficiencies, in internal control over compliance with a type of compliance
requirement of a federal program that is less severe than a material weakness in internal control
over compliance, yet important enough to merit attention by those charged with governance.

Our consideration of internal control over compliance was for the limited purpose described in
the first paragraph of this section and was not designed to identify all deficiencies in internal
control over compliance that might be material weaknesses or significant deficiencies. We did
not identify any deficiencies in internal control over compliance that we consider to be material
weaknesses. However, material weaknesses may exist that have not been identified.
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To the Honorable Mayor and Town Council
Town of Yucca Valley
Yucca Valley, California

Report on Schedule of Expenditures of Federal Awards Required by OMB Circular A-133

We have audited the financial statements of the governmental activities, each major fund and
the aggregate remaining fund information of the Town of Yucca Valley as of and for the year
ended June 30, 2013, and the related notes to the financial statements, which collectively
comprise the Town's basic financial statements. We issued our report November 21, 2013,
which contained unmodified opinions on those financial statements. Our audit was conducted
for the purpose of forming opinions on the financial statements that collectively comprise the
basic financial statements. The accompanying schedule of expenditures of federal awards is
presented for purposes of additional analysis as required by OMB Circular A-133 and is not a
required part of the basic financial statements. Such information is the responsibility of
management and was derived from and relates directly to the underlying accounting and other
records used to prepare the basic financial statements. The information has been subjected to
the auditing procedures applied in the audit of the financial statements and certain additional
procedures, including comparing and reconciling such information directly to the underlying
accounting and other records used to prepare the basic financial statements or to the basic
financial statements themselves, and other additional procedures in accordance with auditing
standards generally accepted in the United States of America. In our opinion, the schedule of
expenditures of federal awards is fairly stated in all material respects in relation to the basic
financial statements as a whole.

Purpose of this Report
The purpose of this report on internal control over compliance is solely to describe the scope of
our testing of internal control over compliance and the results of that testing based on the

requirements of OMB Circular A-133. Accordingly, this report is not suitable for any other
purpose.

/{ﬂw ﬁzwobﬂa/ody ¢ §00er LLP

January 28, 2014 (except for the Schedule of Expenditures of Federal Awards, as to which the
date is November 21, 2013.)
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Town of Yucca Valley
Schedule of Expenditures of Federal Awards
Year Ended June 30, 2013

Federal Grantor/ Federal Pass-through Entity Federal
Pass-through Grantor/Program Title CFDA Number Identifying Number Expenditures

U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development
Pass-through from San Bemardino County

Community Development Biock Grant 14.218 123-35102/3280 $ 14,735
Total CFDA 14.218 14,735
Direct award
Economic Development Initiative - Special Project™ 14.251 B-06-SP-CA-0136 138,077
Economic Development Initiative - Special Project* 14.251 B-08-SP-CA-0409 156,800
Total CFDA 14.251 294,877
Total U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development 309,612

U.S. Department of Justice

Direct award
Public Safety Partnership and Community
Poalicing Grants 16.710 2012UMWX0042 41,667
Total Direct award 41,667

Pass-through from San Bemardino County
Public Safety Partnership and Community

Poalicing Grants 16.710 ATX11COPS-C15 96,158
Public Safety Partnership and Community
Policing Grants 16.710 ATX12COPS-J16 1,420
Total Pass-through from San Bernardino County 97,578
Total U.S. Department of Justice 139,245

U.S. Department of Transportation
Pass-through from California Department of Transportation

Highway Planning and Construction (Federal-aid Program)* 20.205 PHL04-5466(015) 33,695
Highway Planning and Construction (Federal-aid Program)* 20.205 SRTSLNI-5466(016) 4,420
Highway Planning and Construction (Federal-aid Program)* 20.205 HSIPLN-5466(018) 184,900
Highway Planning and Construction (Federal-aid Program)* 20.205 CMLN-5466(019) 20,640

Total U.S. Department of Transportation 243,655

See accompanying notes to schedule of expenditures of federal awards

-6-
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Town of Yucca Valley
Schedule of Expenditures of Federal Awards
Year Ended June 30, 2013

Federal Grantor/ Federal Pass-through Entity Federal
Pass-through Grantor/iProgram Title CFDA Number Identifying Number Expenditures

U.S. Department of Homeland Security
Pass-through from San Bemardino County
Emergency Management Performance

Grants 97.042 HSGP-2012 16,337
Total U.S. Department of Homeiand Security 16,337
Total Expenditures of Federal Awards $ 708,849

* - Major Program

See accompanying notes to schedule of expenditures of federal awards

-7
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Town of Yucca Valley
Notes to the Schedule of Expenditures of Federal Awards
Year Ended June 30, 2013

1. Summary of Significant Accounting Policies Applicable to the Schedule of
Expenditures of Federal Awards

(a)

Scope of Presentation

The accompanying schedule presents only the expenditures incurred by the
Town of Yucca Valley that are reimbursable under federal programs of federal
awards. For the purposes of this schedule, federal awards include both federal
awards received directly from a federal agency, as well as federal funds received
indirectly by the Town from a non-federal agency or other organization. Only the
portion of program expenditures reimbursable with such federal funds are
reported in the accompanying schedule. Program expenditures in excess of the
maximum federal reimbursement authorized or the portion of the program
expenditures that were funded with state, local or other non-federal funds are
excluded from the accompanying schedule.

Basis of Accounting

Funds received under the various grant programs have been recorded within the
general fund and special revenue funds of the Town. The Town utilizes the
modified accrual method of accounting for the general fund and special revenue
funds. The accompanying Schedule of Expenditures of Federal Awards
(Schedule) is presented in accordance with the requirements of Office of
Management and Budget (OMB) Circular A-133, Audits of States, Local
Governments, and Non-Profit Organizations. Therefore, some amounts
presented in the Schedule may differ from amounts presented in, or used in, the
preparation of the Town’s basic financial statements.

Subrecipients

The Town of Yucca Valley did not subaward any federal awards to subrecipients
in the year under audit.

P.20



Town of Yucca Valley
Schedule of Findings and Questioned Costs
Year Ended June 30, 2013

. SUMMARY OF AUDITOR'S RESULTS
Financial Statements

Type of auditor's report issued: unmodified
Internal control over financial reporting:

Material weakness identified? Yes X No

Significant deficiencies identified

that are not considered to be
material weaknesses? Yes X None reported

Noncompliance material to financial
statements noted? Yes X No

Federal Awards
internal contro! over major programs:

Material weakness identified? Yes X No

Significant deficiencies identified
that are not considered to be
material weaknesses? Yes X None reported

Type of auditor's report issued on compliance for major programs:  unmodified

Any audit findings disclosed that are
required to be reported in accordance with
section 510 (a) of OMB Circular A-1337 Yes X No

|dentification of major programs:

CFDA Number Name of Federal Program
14.251 Economic Development Initiative - Special Project
20.205 Highway Planning and Construction (Federal-Aid Programs)

Dollar threshold used to distinguish
between type A and type B programs: $ 300,000

Auditee qualified as low-risk auditee? Yes X No
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Town of Yucca Valley
Schedule of Findings and Questioned Costs
Year Ended June 30, 2013
1. FINDING — FINANCIAL STATEMENT AUDIT
No matters to report.

Ill. FEDERAL AWARD FINDINGS AND QUESTIONED COSTS

No matters to report.

-10-
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Town of Yucca Valley
Summary Schedule of Prior Audit Findings
Year Ended June 30, 2013

CURRENT STATUS OF PRIOR YEAR FINDINGS:

No prior year findings to report.

-19-
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To:

From:

Date:

For Council Meeting:

Subject:

Recommendation:

Order of Procedure:

TOWN COUNCIL STAFF REPORT
Honorable Mayor & Town Council

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

January 28, 2014
February 4, 2014
Treasurer's Report for the Quarter Ending December 31, 2013

Receive and file the Treasurer's Report for the second quarter of
FY 2013-14.

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 investment policy and Town Code of the Town of Yucca Valley
requires that quarterly Treasurer's reports be filed with the Town Council. The attached
Treasurer's Report is for the 2nd Quarter of FY 2013-14.

Attachments:

Treasurer's report 2" quarter FY2013-14

Reviewed By: w (/‘ Ovjﬁ.j

Department Report

Town Manager Town Attorney AdminSe, (rq Finance
Qrdinance Action Resolution Actlon Public Hearing
Minute Action X Receive and File Study Session

X Consent
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Town of Yucca Valiey
Treasurer's Report

As of December 31, 2013

Market Percent of Maturity
Institutionllnvestment Value Portfolio Yieid Date
Pacific Western-Checking Acct $ 1,615,855 9.13% 0.00% Liquid
Local Agency Investment Fund (LAIF) 9,422,392 53.22% 0.26% Liquid
Pac Western-Successor Agency 6,664,283 37.64% 0.00% Liquid
Petty Cash 3,390 0.02% 0.00% Liquid
Total Cash & Investments $ 17,705,920 100.00% 0.14% Fully Liquid

I certify that to the best of my knowledge, this report accurately reflects all pooled investments, and is in conformity with
the Town's investment policy effective February 2010, which complies with the California Government Code. A copy of
this investment policy, along with the supporting banking and investment statements, is available in the office of the Town
Clerk. This investment program provides sufficient cash flow liquidity to meet the next six months of budgeted

expenditures.
7
LV 4
A
( /Z
f

Curtis Yakimow /
Administrative Seré%ces Director

Investment Portfolio Performance —Portfolio Return
-=-90 Day T-Bill

: ‘,‘%\0

Return
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TOWN COUNCIL STAFF REPORT

To: Honorable Mayor & Town Council

From: Shane R. Stueckle, Deputy Town Manager
Patrick Carroll, Building Official

Date: January 28, 2014

For Council Meeting: February 4, 2014

Subject: 2013 California Building Codes
Ordinance Adoption

Prior Council Review: The Town Council set this matter for Public Hearing at its
meeting of December 10, 2013. The public hearing was originally scheduled for
January 21, 2014, and the Town Council continued the matter from January 21, 2014 to
February 4, 2014.

Recommendation: That the Town Council adopts the Ordinance.

AN ORDINANCE OF THE TOWN OF YUCCA VALLEY CALIFORNIA, AMENDING
TITLE 8, CHAPTER 8.02, OF THE TOWNS MUNICIPLE CODE, WHICH ADOPTS
AS MODIFIED THE 2013 EDITION OF THE CALIFORNIA BUILDING CODE
VOLUMES 1, 2 INCLUDING THE APPENDIX AND STANDARDS, THE 2013
EDITION OF THE CALIFORNIA ELECTRICAL CODE, THE 20103 EDITION OF
THE CALIFORNIA PLUMBING CODE, THE 2013 EDITION OF THE CALIFORNIA
MECHANICAL CODE, THE 2013 EDITION OF THE CALIFORNIA GREEN
BUILDING CODE, THE 2013 EDITION OF THE CALIFORNIA RESIDENTIAL
CODE, THE 2012 EDITION SOLAR ENERGY CODE AND OTHER REGULATIONS
RELATING TO BUILDING REQUIREMENTS.

Executive Summary: The State of California updates building codes on a three year
cycle. The current Codes are the 2010 California Building Codes.

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 (Roll Call Vote)

N\ -
Reviewed By: (%X_(, e
Town Manager Town Attorney Mgmt Services Dept Head
v . . . . X . .
Department Report A Ordinance Action Resolution Action Public Hearing
Consent Minute Action Receive and File Study Session
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Discussion: The 2013 Building Code includes the following changes that will impact
single-family residential construction projects. A majority of the changes are related to
energy efficiency. As indicated in the alternatives section of this staff report, the state
codes are the minimum standards which may be established and become effective without
any local action.

California Electrical Code, 2013 Edition
o Annex A. Product Safety Standards
o Annex B. Ampacity Calculations
o Annex C. Conduit Fill
o Annex |. Torque Tables (UL Standard 486-B)

California Plumbing Code, 2013 Edition
o Appendix A, B, C & D Sizing Plumbing Systems.
o 403.0 Water Conserving Fixtures (consistent with Green Code)

California Mechanical Code, 2013 Edition
o Appendix B, D & F. Sizing, Installation and Inspection of Mechanical
Systems.

California Energy Code 2013 Edition. Mandatory Requirements (Largest
fiscal impact)
o 110.1 Appliances. (California Certified)
o 110.2 Equipment. (California Certified)
o 110.3 Water Heating. (California Certified)
o 110.6 Fenestration. Doors and Windows
o 110.7 Leakage. Caulked, Gasketed and Weather-stripped
o 110.8 Roofing and Radiant Barriers. (California Certified)
o 110.9 Lighting. High Efficiency (California Certified)
o 110.10 Solar Ready. Subdivision maps of > 10 after 01/01/2014.

California Residential Code 2013 Edition
o Appendix G. Pool Barriers (Clarification) 48" for single family residential.
o Appendix H. Patio Covers. Expanded from Appendix I, CA Building Code

California Green Building Standards Code 2013 Edition
o 301.1.1 Additions and Alterations. Mandatory measures apply to
residential additions and alterations. Water conserving plumbing fixtures.

The 2013 Building Code includes the following changes that will impact commercial and
industrial construction projects.
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California Building Code, 2013 Edition,
o Chapter 11B. Accessibility. Entire chapter rewritten for consistency with
the ADA.
California Electrical Code, 2013 Edition
o Annex A. Product Safety Standards
o Annex B. Ampacity Calculations
o Annex C. Conduit Fill
o Annex l. Torque Tables (UL Standard 486-B)

California Plumbing Code, 2013 Edition
o Appendix A, B, C & D Sizing Plumbing Systems.
o 403.0 Water Conserving Fixtures (Consistent with Green Code)
California Mechanical Code, 2013 Edition
o Appendix B, D & F. Sizing, Installation and Inspection of Mechanical
Systems.

California Energy Code 2013 Edition. Mandatory Requirements. All
occupancies. (Largest fiscal impact)

o 110.1 Appliances. (California Certified)

o 110.2 Equipment. (California Certified)

o 110.3 Water Heating. (California Certified)

o 110.6 Fenestration. Doors and Windows

o 110.7 Leakage. Caulked, Gasketed and Weather-stripped

o 110.8 Roofing and Radiant Barriers. (California Certified)

o 110.9 Lighting. High Efficiency (California Certified)

o 110.10 Solar Ready. Subdivision maps of > 10 after 01/01/2014.

o 120.0 through 120.9. Establishes requirements for nonresidential design
and installation of building envelopes, ventilation, space-conditioning and
service water heating.

o 130.0 through 130.5. Establishes requirements for lighting and electric
power distribution.

o 140.0 through 141.1 Prescriptive and performance compliance. (new)

California Green Building Standards Code 2013 Edition
o 303.3 Nonresidential additions and alterations. Mandatory measures
apply to commercial additions and alterations of 1000 sq. ft. or greater
and or with a valuation of $200,000.00 dollars or more. (Water
conserving plumbing fixtures)
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Within the building codes profession, there continues to be disagreements regarding
California moving towards what are called the “international codes”. California is
continuing with the 2013 Building Codes to stay with California provisions and not move
towards the “international codes.

At the meeting of December 10, 2013, several questions were raised regarding
thresholds for grading permits. As follow up to that discussion, the following information
is provided.

The 2001 California Building Code was the last edition that exempted grading meeting
all of the following standards:

o <2 cuté&

° cut slope < 5’ high &
° <66.7% &

° <1 fill &

° fill slopes < 3’ high &
o <20 % &

° < 50 cubic yards

The 2007 California Code introduced Appendix J and removed Appendix Chapter 33
and this exemption effective 2008. Although the current "Appendix J” is not adopted by
the Building Standards Commission, it is adopted by State Housing and Community
Development (HCD) in its entirety. Enforcement falls under the local authority. The
Town amended Appendix J by adding Section J101.3 defining "Engineered Grading”
and “Regular Grading” to replace "Appendix Chapter 33" Section 3309.3 that was
deleted in the 2007 California Code. Again, there is no exemption from grading permits
except through the discretion of the Building Official, which is highly limited.

Alternatives: None. The 2013 codes become state law as of 1/1/2014. Failure to
amend and adopt would forfeit option of local amendment based on climactic,
geographic and topographic conditions.

Fiscal impact: Cost increases will be determined by the scope of individual projects.

Attachments: Ordinance No.
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ORDINANCE NO.

AN ORDINANCE OF THE TOWN OF YUCCA VALLEY
CALIFORNIA, AMENDING TITLE 8, CHAPTER 8.02, OF
THE TOWNS MUNICIPLE CODE, WHICH ADOPTS AS
MODIFIED THE 2013 EDITION OF THE CALIFORNIA
BUILDING CODE VOLUMES 1, 2 INCLUDING THE
APPENDIX AND STANDARDS, THE 2013 EDITION OF
THE CALIFORNIA ELECTRICAL CODE, THE 20103
EDITION OF THE CALIFORNIA PLUMBING CODE, THE
2013 EDITION OF THE CALIFORNIA MECHANICAL
CODE, THE 2013 EDITION OF THE CALIFORNIA GREEN
BUILDING CODE, THE 2013 EDITION OF THE
CALIFORNIA RESIDENTIAL CODE, THE 2012 EDITION
SOLAR ENERGY CODE AND OTHER REGULATIONS
RELATING TO BUILDING REQUIREMENTS.

WHEREAS, Title 8 of the Municipal Code (the “Code”) of the Town of Yucca
Valley (the “Town™) has provided minimum standards to safeguard life or limb, health,
property and public welfare by regulating the construction, quality of materials, use, and
occupancy, location and maintenance of all buildings and structures within this
jurisdiction and certain equipment; and

WHEREAS, Title 8 - Building and Construction has not been comprehensively
updated since January 1, 2010 and

WHEREAS, it is deemed to be in the best interest of the Town to update and
amend a portion of Title 8 of the Code to incorporate the newly adopted standards
adopted by the State of California Building Standards Commission and to account for the
new building construction standards; and

WHEREAS, the 2013 California Building Standards Code, contained in the
California Code of Regulations, Title 24, parts 1-12, incorporate public health, life safety,
and general welfare standards used in the design and construction of buildings in
California. ~ The California codes incorporate the latest national standards for
construction, including the 2012 International Building Code, the 2012 International
Residential Code, the International Fire Code, the 2011 National Electrical Code, the
2012 Uniform Plumbing Code, the 2012 Uniform Mechanical Code and the California
Green Building Standards Code; and

WHEREAS, the Town also desires to make certain amendments to the above

State codes based on local climatic, geologic and topographic conditions as outlined in
the resolution accompanying this ordinance; and
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WHEREAS, Government Code Section §50022.1, et seq., provides that
ordinances and codes of the Federal, State, or any agency of either of them, may be
adopted by reference, provided that prior to such adoption by reference a notice public
hearing has been held.

The Town Council of the Town of Yucca Valley does ordain as follows:

SECTION 1. Section 8.02.010 of the Yucca Valley Municipal Code, “Findings™, is
hereby repealed in its entirety and restated as follows:

“(a) Government Code sections 50022.1 et. Seq., provide that ordinances
and codes of the federal, state or any agency of either of them may be adopted by
reference, provided that prior to such adoption by reference a noticed public
hearing has been held.

(b) Pursuant to Section 17958.5 of the Health and Safety Code of the State
of California, The Town Council of the Town of Yucca Valley hereby finds that
the amendments of the building standards contained in the California Building
Code, Volumes 1, 2, 2013 Edition are necessary do to:

(1) Local Climatic Conditions.

(A) The Town is subject to extremely strong winds, commonly
known as “Santa Ana Winds” which can reach speeds in excess of 90 miles per
hour. Extensive damage frequently accompanies these winds, such as blowing
sand and debris, downed power lines, fallen trees, overturned vehicles and
structural damage to buildings. These conditions result in increased demand for
fire services, blocked or delayed emergency vehicle access and impaired water
supplies and building emergency systems.

(B) During the summer months, the Santa Ana Winds may produce
periods of extremely low humidity, thereby reducing the fuels moisture and
increasing the possibility and severity of fire from dry vegetation and other
common combustibles.

(C) During the summer months, much of the Town experiences
prolonged periods of temperatures in excess of 100°F. When coupled with
sustained severe Santa Ana Winds, an increase in the threat from rapidly moving
wildfires exists.

(D) During the winter months, heavy rains routinely cause damage
to roadways rendering them completely impassible, or with limited access,
sometimes for extended periods.

(E) During winter months, heavy snow and ice conditions exist in

the mountain areas resulting in increased demand for fire services and limiting or
delaying emergency vehicle access. In some cases, emergency vehicle access
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roads are completely impassible, or have limited access, sometimes for extended
periods.

(2) Local Geological Conditions.

(A) The Town is subject to moderately strong to severe shaking
and surface ruptures resulting from known earthquake faults located within or
near the Town. These local earthquake faults have the potential to cause severe
personal and property damage, utility interruptions, fire hazards and hazardous
materials releases. Additionally, significant roadway, bridge structure, water
supply and communications systems are subject to failure, thereby causing a
detriment to emergency services response.

(B) Unstable slopes in several areas throughout the Town have
experienced soil movement as a result of heavy or soaking rains, resulting in
damage to roadways, structures and utilities.

(C) Some desert areas of the Town have limited aquifers,
exceptionally deep aquifers or aquifers providing only brackish or contaminated
water supplies. This limits, or in some cases eliminates, water supplies available
for firefighting purposes.

(3) Local Topographical Conditions.

(A) The Town encompasses an area with limited access routes
connecting valley, mountain and desert areas. This distance, combined with these
limited access routes, results in delays in the reallocation of resources to
emergency scenes.

(B) The topography of the Town is exceptionally diverse, ranging
from relatively flat desert and valley areas, to foothill areas, and canyon areas.
This results in some areas that are inaccessible to radio communications, which
hampers emergency response capabilities.

(C) The diverse topography of the Town results in many areas
having limited, unreliable or unavailable water supplies available for firefighting

purposes.

(c) Copies of these codes and standards were filed with the office of the
Town Clerk fifteen days prior to the noticed hearing.

(d) A noticed public hearing shall be held by the Town Council, at which
time all interested persons had the opportunity to appear and be heard on the
matter of adopting by reference the current editions of certain model codes, as
follows:

California Building Code, 2013 Edition, Volumes 1, 2 with Appendix F, G, H, I, J
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California Residential Building Code, 2013 Edition with Appendix E, G, H, O
California Mechanical Code, 2013 Edition with Appendix and Standards
California Plumbing Code 2013 Edition with Appendix and Standards
California Electrical Code, 2013 Edition

California Green Building Code, 2013 Edition

2012 International Property Maintenance Code

(e) Pursuant to Section 17958.5 of the Health and Safety Code of the
State of California, The Town Council of the Town of Yucca Valley hereby finds
that the amendments of the building standards contained in the California
Building Code, Volumes 1, 2, 2013 Edition are necessary do to past earthquakes
(Landers 1992) and the inherent run off problems incurred with severe
thunderstorm activity and flooding due to the Towns desert location.”

SECTION 2. Section 8.02.020 of the Yucca Valley Municipal Code, “Building Code
Adopted; Amendments”, is hereby repealed in its entirety and restated as follows:

“(a) Building Code Adopted: Except as hereinafter provided, the
California Building Codes, 2013 Edition, Volumes 1, & 2 published by the
International Codes Council. All California Building Code Appendix Chapters
with the exception of Appendix Chapters A,B,C,D, and E; Elevator Safety Code
Title 24 part 7 for Elevators and Escalators, Society of Mechanical Engineers;
Structural Welding Code-Reinforcing Steel, AWS D1.4-92 (UBC Standard
No.19-2); Structural Welding Code-Steel, ANSI/AWS D1.1-84 (UBC Standard
No.27-6) and Structural Welding Code-Sheet Steel, ANSI/AWS D1.3-81 (UBC
Standard No. 27-13) published by the American Welding Society; as modified or
amended in the California Building Code referenced herein; is hereby adopted by
reference as the Building Code of the Town of Yucca Valley for regulating the
erection, construction, enlargement, alteration, repair, moving, removal,
demolition, conversion, occupancy, equipment use, height area, maintenance of
all buildings or structures in the Town of Yucca Valley providing for the issuance
of all permits and collection of fees therefore; and each and all of the regulations,
provisions, conditions and terms of such California Building Code, 2013 Edition,
Volumes 1, 2, , published by the International Code Council above, except as
amended herein, all of which are on file in the office of the Town Clerk, Town of
Yucca Valley are hereby referred to, adopted and made part hereof as if fully set
out in this ordinance.

A copy of the Building Code of the Town of Yucca Valley shall be maintained in
the office of the Town Clerk in the Town of Yucca Valley, and shall be made
available for public inspection while this code is in force.

(b) Building Code Amended: The 2013 California Building Code as
adopted by referenced herein is amended as follows:
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(1) The California Building Code, Chapter 1, Division II, Section 104.8,
“Liability”, is hereby amended to read as follows:

The Building Official, or his authorized representative charged with the

enforcement of this Code and the technical codes, acting in good faith and without
malice in the discharge of his duties, shall not thereby render himself personally
liable for any damage that may accrue to persons or property as a result of any act
or by reason of any act or omission in the discharge of his duties. Any suit
brought against the Building Official, agent or employee because of such act or
omission performed by him in the enforcement of any provision of such Codes or
other pertinent laws or ordinances implemented through the enforcement of this
Code or enforced by the code enforcement agency shall be defended by this
jurisdiction until final termination of such proceedings, and any judgment
resulting there from shall be assumed by this jurisdiction.
The provisions of this section shall apply if the Building Official or his authorized
representative are employees of this jurisdiction and shall also apply if the
Building Official or his authorized representative are acting under contract as
agents of the jurisdiction.

Such Codes shall not be construed to relieve from or lessen the responsibility of
any person owning, operating or controlling any building, structure or building
service equipment therein for any damages to persons or property caused by
defects, nor shall the code enforcement agency or its parent jurisdiction be held as
assuming any such liability by reason of the inspection authorized by this code or
any permits or certificates issued under this code.

(2) California Building Code Chapter 1, Volume 1, Section 109, “Fees”,
shall be amended to read as follows:

(A) All fees shall be as set forth in the most recent resolution of the
Town Council regarding fees for building, plumbing, mechanical, electrical,
elevator and grading permits and plan review.

(3) California Building Code Chapter 16 Volume 2, “Structural Design
Requirements Division General Design Requirements”, is amended by addition of
anew Section 1604.11 to read as follows:

(A) Allowable Shear Values for Stucco and Drywall. Reduce the
allowable shear values for Portland cement (stucco) and gypsum sheeting board
and gypsum wall board (drywall) permitted under the 2013 C.B.C Table 2306.3
(3) as follows:

Portland Cement Plaster:

1. Reduce allowable shear wall value to 90#/foot
2. Limit ratio “h/d” to 1
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3. Required minimum nailing will be limited to 11 (gage) x 1
1/2(length) galvanized nails with lath furred to 1/4 in. Staples and
self- furring lath will not be permitted.

Gypsum Sheeting and wallboard (1/2 or 5/8 in. thickness):

1. Reduce the maximum shear value to 30#/foot (for both blocked
and unblocked shear walls), with nailing at 7 in. maximum
spacing.

2. Limit the ratio “h/d” to 1.

3. Wall frame assemblies of Portland cement plaster or gypsum
wallboard will not be permitted to carry shear loads at the ground
floor of a multi-story building.

Plywood:

1. Reduce the allowable values for plywood shear walls to 75% of
the shear values.

2. Require nominal 3 in. thick boundary and panel edge members
for all shear walls with shear values exceeding 300# per foot.

3. Require minimum 1/2 in. edge distance for nailing at the 3X
boundary and panel edge members of these shear walls.

4. Limit the shear wall “h/d” ratio to 2:1

(B) Hold-down Connectors:

1. All bolt holes shall be 1/16” (max.) oversized at the connection
of hold-downs to posts (note on plans inspector to verify)

2. Specify that hold-down connection bolts and nuts shall be
torqued  1/2 tumm beyond finger tight or as required by the
manufacturer. Inspector shall verify by random inspection prior to
covering walls.

3. Allowable load on the manufactured hold-downs should be 75%
of the value listed in the research report

(C) Open/Soft Story Design:

1. Column deflection shall be limited to 0.005H, where “H” is
story height.

2. Use “K-2.1” the buckling factor for cantilevered columns for the
design of columns,

(D) Plan Requirements:

1. Lateral-force resisting system of the structure shall be clearly
shown on the plans and calculations.
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2. Sufficient elevations and detail references for all shear-walls,
frames etc. shall be provided on the plans to clearly show all
applicable conditions.

(4) California Building Code Chapter 19 Volume 2, Section 1907.2,
“Minimum Slab Provisions”, is hereby amended to read as follows:

The minimum thickness of concrete floor slabs shall be not less than 4 inches and
shall have minimum 6x6x10x10 welded wire mesh reinforcement.

(5) California Building Code Chapter 15, Volume 1, Section 1505, “Roof
Covering Requirements”, is hereby amended by addition of the following
sentence:

The roof covering on any structure regulated by this Code shall be Class “A” as
classified in Section 1505. Exception: Repairs of and additions to existing
structures which requires the replacement or addition of 25% or less of the total
roof area may be made using material matching the existing roof.

(6) Sections J101.3, “Grading Design”, and J110.1, “Erosion Control”, of
California Building Code Appendix J, “Excavation and Grading”, is hereby
restated to read as follows:

J101.3 Grading Designation

Grading in excess of 2500 cubic yards shall be performed in accordance
with the approved grading plan prepared by a civil engineer, and shall be
designated “engineered grading.” Grading involving less than 2500 cubic yards
shall be designated “regular grading” unless the Town Engineer determines that
special conditions or unusual hazards exist, in which case grading shall conform
to the requirements for engineered grading.’

J110.1 Erosion Control

(a) Slopes. The faces of cut and fill slopes shall be prepared and
maintained to control erosion. This control must consist of effective planting as
described elsewhere in this section, or other devices satisfactory to the Building
Official.

(b) Planting. The surface of all cut slopes more than 5 feet in height and
fill slopes more than three feet in height shall be protected against damage by
erosion by planting with grass or ground cover plants. Slopes exceeding 15 feet in
height shall also be  planted with shrubs, spaced at not to exceed 10 feet on
centers; or trees, spaced at not to exceed 20 feet on centers; or a combination
of shrubs and trees at equivalent spacing, in addition to the grass or ground cover
plants. The plants selected and planting methods used shall be suitable for the soil
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and climate conditions of the site and in accordance with the current Town
approved publication.

Planting need not be provided for cut slopes rocky in character and not
subject to damage by erosion or any slopes protected against erosion damage by
other methods when such methods have been specifically recommended by
a soils engineer, engineering geologist, or equivalent authority and found to offer
erosion protection equal to that provided by the planting specified in this section.

Plant material shall be selected which will produce a coverage of
permanent planting effectively controlling erosion. Consideration shall be given
to deep-rooted plant material needing limited watering, to low maintenance
during the lifetime of the project, to high root to shoot ratio (weight of above
ground parts versus root system), wind susceptibility and fire-retardant
characteristics.

(c) Irrigation. Slopes required to be planted by sub-section (b) shall be
provided with an approved system of irrigation, designed to cover all portions of
the slope and plans therefore shall be submitted and approved prior to installation.
A functional test of the system may be required.

For slopes less than 20 feet in vertical height, hose bibs to permit hand
watering will be acceptable if such hose bibs are installed at conveniently
accessible locations where a hose no longer than 50 feet is necessary for
irrigation.

The requirements for permanent irrigation systems may be modified upon
specific recommendation of a landscape architect or equivalent authority that
because of the type of plants selected, the planting methods used, and the soil and
climatic conditions at the site, an irrigation system will not be necessary.

(d) Plans and Specifications. Planting and irrigation plans shall be
submitted for slopes required to be planted and irrigated by sub-sections (b) and
(c). Except when waived by the Town Planner for minor grading, the plans for
slopes 20 feet or more in vertical height shall be prepared and signed by a civil
engineer or landscape architect.

(e) Rodent Control. Fill slopes steeper than two horizontal to one vertical
within a grading project located adjacent to undeveloped and unoccupied land
determined by the Agricultural Commissioner to be infested by burrowing
rodents, shall be protected from potential slope damage by an effective rodent
control program.

(7) California Building Code Chapter 18, Volume 2, is hereby amended by
addition of the following Section 1802.1.1.1, “Soils and Foundation” which reads:
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The Town Engineer may require an engineering geology or geotechnical
engineering report, or both, where in his opinion such reports are essential for the
evaluation of the safety of ~ the site. The engineering geology or geotechnical
engineering report, or both shall contain a finding regarding the safety of the
building site for the proposed structure against hazard from landslide, settlement,
or slippage and a finding regarding the effect that the proposed building or
grading construction will have on the geologic stability of property outside the
building site. Any engineering geology report shall be prepared by a certified
engineering geologist licensed by the State of California. Any geotechnical
engineering report shall be prepared by a civil engineer qualified to perform this
work, such as a geotechnical engineer experienced in soils mechanics. When both
an engineering geology and geotechnical engineering report are required for the
evaluation of the safety of the site, the two reports shall be coordinated before
submission to the Town Engineer.”

SECTION 3. Section 8.02.030 of the Yucca Valley Municipal Code, “Residential
Building Code Adopted”, is hereby repealed in its entirety and restated as follows:

“(a) Residential Building Code Adopted by Reference. Except as
hereinafter provided, the Residential Code, 2013 Edition, published by the
International Code Council is hereby adopted by reference as the Residential
Building Code of the Town of Yucca Valley. A copy of the California
Residential Building Code, 2013 Edition, shall be maintained in the office of the
Town Clerk of the Town of Yucca Valley and shall be made available for public
inspection while this Code is in force.”

SECTION 4. Section 8.02.040 of the Yucca Valley Municipal Code, “Electrical Code
Adopted”, is hereby repealed in its entirely and restated as follows:

“(a) Electrical Code Adopted by Reference. Except as hereinafter
provided, the California Electrical Code, 2013 Edition, published by the National
Fire Protection Association is hereby adopted by reference as the Electrical Code
of the Town of Yucca Valley. A copy of the California Electrical Code, 2013
Edition, shall be maintained in the office of the Town Clerk of the Town of Yucca
Valley and shall be made available for public inspection while this Code is in
force.

(b) Electrical Code Amended. The Administrative Provisions governing
the California Electrical Code, 2013 Edition, Annex H including violation and
penalty provisions shall be as set forth in Section 11 of this Chapter.”

SECTION 5. Section 8.02.050 of the Yucca Valley Municipal Code “Plumbing Code
Adopted”, is hereby repealed in its entirety and restated as follows:

“(a) Plumbing Code Adopted by Reference. Except as hereinafter
provided, the California Plumbing Code, 2013 Edition, published by the Uniform
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Plumbing Code, including the installation standards contained in is hereby
adopted by reference as the Plumbing Code of the Town of Yucca Valley. A copy
of the California Plumbing Code 2013 Edition, including the installation
standards shall be maintained in the office of the Town Clerk of the Town of
Yucca Valley and shall be made available for public inspection while this Code is
in force.

(b) Plumbing Code Amended. The Administrative provisions of the
California Plumbing Code, 2013 Edition, contained in part one of that Code
except Sections 101.1, 101.2 101.3 and 101.4 are hereby deleted. The
Administrative provisions governing the Plumbing Code, including violation and
penalty provisions, shall be as set forth in Section 11 of this ordinance.”

SECTION 6. Section 8.02.060 of the Yucca Valley Municipal Code, “California Existing
Building Code”, is hereby repealed in its entirety and restated as follows:

“(a) Existing Building Code Adopted by Reference. Except as hereinafter
provided, the California Existing Building Code, 2013 Edition, published by the
International Code Council is hereby adopted by reference as the Existing
Building Code of the Town of Yucca Valley. A copy of the California Existing
Building Code, 2013 Edition, shall be maintained in the office of the Town Clerk
of the Town of Yucca Valley and shall be made available for public inspection
while this Code is in force.”

SECTION 7. Section 8.02.070 of the Yucca Valley Municipal Code, “California
Historical Building Code Adopted”, is hereby repealed in its entirety and restated as
follows:

“(a) Historical Building Code Adopted by Reference. Except as
hereinafter provided, the California Historical Building Code, 2013 Edition,
published by the International Code Council is hereby adopted by reference as the
Historical Building Code of the Town of Yucca Valley. A copy of the California
Historical Building Code, 2013 Edition, shall be maintained in the office of the
Town Clerk of the Town of Yucca Valley and shall be made available for public
inspection while this Code is in force.”

SECTION 8. Section 8.02.080 of the Yucca Valley Municipal Code, “California
Reference Standards Code Adopted”, is hereby repealed in its entirety and restated as
follows:

“(a) California Reference Standards Code Adopted by Reference. Except
as hereinafter provided, the California Reference Standards Code, 2013 Edition,
published by the International Code Council is hereby adopted by reference as the
California Reference Standards Code of the Town of Yucca Valley. A copy of
the California Reference Standards Code, 2013 Edition, shall be maintained in the
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office of the Town Clerk of the Town of Yucca Valley and shall be made
available for public inspection while this Code is in force.”

SECTION 9. Section 8.02.090 of the Yucca Valley Municipal Code “Mechanical Code
Adopted”, is hereby repealed in its entirety and restated as follows:

“(a) Mechanical Code Adopted by Reference. Except as hereinafter
provided, The California Mechanical Code, 2013 Edition, published by the
International Association of Plumbing and Mechanical Officials, is hereby
adopted by reference as the Mechanical Code of the Town of Yucca Valley. A
copy of the California Mechanical Code, 2013 Edition shall be maintained in the
office of the Town Clerk of the Town of Yucca Valley and shall be made
available for public inspection while this Code is in force.

(b) Mechanical Code Amended. The Administrative provisions of the
California Mechanical Code, 2013 Edition, contained in Part I except sections 101
and 102 are hereby deleted. The Administrative provisions governing the
Mechanical Code, including violation and penalty provisions, shall be as set forth
in Section 11 of this Chapter.”

SECTION 10. Section 8.02.100 of the Yucca Valley Municipal Code “California Green
Building Standards Adopted”, is hereby repealed in its entirety and restated as follows:

“(a) California Green Building Standards Adopted by Reference. Except
as hereinafter provided, the California Green Building Standards, 2013 Edition,
published by the California Building Standards Commission is hereby adopted by
reference as the Green Building Standards of the Town of Yucca Valley. A copy
of the California Green Building Standards, 2013 Edition, shall be maintained in
the office of the Town Clerk of the Town of Yucca Valley and shall be made
available for public inspection while this Code is in force.”

SECTION 11. Section 8.02.110 of the Yucca Valley Municipal Code, “California Energy
Code Adopted”, is hereby repealed in its entirety and restated as follows:

“(a) California Energy Code Adopted by Reference. Except as
hereinafter provided, the California Energy Code, 2013 Edition, published by the
California Building Standards Commission is hereby adopted by reference as the
California Energy Code of the Town of Yucca Valley. A copy of the California
Energy Code, 2013 Edition, shall be maintained in the office of the Town Clerk of
the Town of Yucca Valley and shall be made available for public inspection while
this Code is in force.”

SECTION 12. Section 8.02.120 of the Yucca Valley Municipal Code, “The International
Property Maintenance Code”, is hereby repealed in its entirety and restated as follows:

“Except as hereinafter provided the International Property Maintenance
Code, 2012 Edition, published by the International Code Council, is hereby
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adopted by reference as the Housing Code of the Town of Yucca Valley. A copy
of the International Property Maintenance Code, 2012 Edition, shall be
maintained in the office of the Town Clerk for public inspection while this Code
is in force.”

SECTION 13. Section 8.02.130 of the Yucca Valley Municipal Code, “Amendments
Necessary”, is hereby repealed in its entirety.

SECTION 14. Current Section 8.02.140 of the Yucca Valley Municipal Code,
“Violations and Penalties”, is hereby repealed in its entirety and re-numbered as Section
8.02.130, to read as follows:

“(a)  Violations and penalties pertaining to violations of this Chapter
8.02 shall be as follows:

(1) Unlawful acts. It shall be unlawful for any person, firm or
corporation to erect, construct, alter, extend, repair, move, remove, demolish or
occupy any building, structure or equipment regulated by this Chapter, or cause
same to be done, in conflict with or in violation of any of the provisions of this
Chapter.

2 Notice of violation. The building official is authorized to
serve a notice of violation or order on the person responsible for the erection,
construction, alteration, extension, repair, moving, removal, demolition or
occupancy of a building or structure in violation of the provisions of this Chapter,
or in violation of a permit or certificate issued under the provisions of this
Chapter. Such order shall direct the discontinuance of the illegal action or
condition and the abatement of the violation.

3) Prosecution of violation. If the notice of violation is not
complied with promptly, the building official is authorized to request the Town
Attorney to institute the appropriate proceeding at law or in equity to restrain,
correct or abate such violation, or to require the removal or termination of the
unlawful occupancy of the building or structure in violation of the provisions of
this code or of the order or direction made pursuant thereto.

4 Violation penalties. Any person who violates a provision
of this code or fails to comply with any of the requirements thereof or who erects,
constructs, alters or repairs a building or structure in violation of
the approved construction documents or directive of the building official, or of
a permit or certificate issued under the provisions of this code, shall be subject to
penalties as prescribed by law.

(b) Other Penalties. In addition to the penalties and procedures stated

in this Section, the Town may enforce the provisions of this Chapter by any other
administrative, criminal or civil remedies available to the Town under this Code.”
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SECTION 15. Severability.

If any section, subsection, sentence, clause, phrase or word of this
Ordinance is for any reason held to be invalid by a Court of competent
jurisdiction, such decision shall not affect the validity of the remaining portions of
this Ordinance. The Town Council hereby declares that it would have passed and
adopted this Ordinance and each and all provisions thereof, irrespective of the fact
that any one or more of said provisions may be declared invalid.

SECTION 16. Processing of Ordinance.

After first reading, this ordinance shall be adopted pursuant to the
procedures set forth in Government Code Section 50022.3. To wit, after the first
reading of the title of the adopting ordinance and of the title of the code to be
adopted hereby the City Clerk is directed to schedule a public hearing thereon.
Notice of the hearing shall be published pursuant to Section 6066 in a newspaper
of general circulation. The notice shall state the time and place of the hearing. It
shall also state that copies of the codes being adopted by reference are on file with
the Clerk and are open to public inspection. The notice shall also contain a
description which the legislative body deems sufficient to give notice to interested
persons of the purpose of the ordinance and the subject matter thereof.

PASSED AND ADOPTED this 4th day of February, 2014.

MAYOR

ATTEST:

TOWN CLERK
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To:

From:
Date:

TOWN COUNCIL STAFF REPORT

Honorable Mayor & Town Council
Shane R. Stueckle, Deputy Town Manager
January 28, 2014

For Council Meeting: February 4, 2014

Subject: Public Facilities Development Impact Fees

Annual Report & Public Hearing

Prior Council Review: The Town Council scheduled this matter for public hearing at its
meeting of December 17, 2013. While the matter was originally scheduled for January 21,
2014, the Town Council rescheduled this matter for February 4, 2014, at its meeting of
January 21, 2104.

At its 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.

= i A
Reviewed By: ¢ T\ ( /L/f i Vi
Town Manager Town Attorney Mgmt Sgljxices Dept Head
i
Department Report ____ Ordinance Action ____ Resolution Actio\r} _é Public Hearing
Consent _>_(_ Minute Action _ Receive and File ____ Study Session
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Recommendation: Thatthe Town Council retains the current Public Facility Development
Impact Fee structure.

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
Open the Public Hearing
Request Public Comment
Close the Public Hearing
Council Discussion/Questions of Staff
Motion/Second
Discussion on Motion
Call the Question (Roll Call 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

Ok wn -

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 Paiks Trails [Hains Tiaffic Total
RESIDENTIAL (fee per dwelling unit)
SFR F 1,187 v 2568 4588 § 2632 2242 ¥ 8081
MFR 913 1,980 354 1,316 1,789 6,352
NCON-RES (per 1,000 square feet building area)
Commercial 5 264 A MA, § 1757 % 734 F 7735
352 A, [(NES 1816 4815 7083
Industrial 176 A N&, 1,211 1,785 3176
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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 Up to 3,000 sq ft: $1sqfi
sq.ft. 10K 3001-5000 sq ft: $2sqft
$1 sqftover | 5001-10,000 sq ft: $4 sq ft *
Office $17.54 sq. ft. $7.08 $0 under 10,001 +sq ft:  §7.74%*
10K
81 sq ft over
Industrial $7.50 sq. ft. $3.18 $0 under
10K
$1 sq ft over

*Industrial caps at $3.18
**Office caps at $7.08

Alternatives: No alternative action is recommended.

Fiscal impact: No modifications to the Fees are recommended at this time. As of June
30, 2013, the Development Impact Fee Fund (350) Fund Balance is $328,429, while the
Fund Cash Balance is $155,429. A full accounting of all Development Impact Fee Fund
activity is included in the attached Development Impact Fee Fund Annual Report as of
June 30, 2013. Balances indicated in this report reflect those included in the Town's
audited financial statements as of June 30, 2013.

Development Impact Fee Fund Annual Report 6/30/2013
Resolution No. 11-46, with Attachments
2005 Muni-Financial Study

Attachments:
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TOWN OF YUCCA VALLEY
TOWN COUNCIL MEETING
February 4, 2014

Development Impact Fee Fund
Annual Report
As of June 30, 2013
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RESOLUTION NO. 11-46

A RESOLUTION OF THE TOWN COUNCIL OF THE TOWN OF YUCCA
VALLEY, CALIFORNIA AMENDING AND ADOPTING AND
ESTABLISHING DEVELOPMENT IMAPCT FEES RELATING TO THE
TOWN OF YUCCA VALLEY DEVELOPMENT IMPACT FEE SCHEDULE

WHEREAS, a duly noticed public hearing was conducted on October 18, 2011, at which time
the public was invited to make oral and written presentations as part of the regularly scheduled
meeting prior to the adoption of this Resolution; and

WHEREAS, at least ten (10) days prior to the public hearings, the Town Clerk made available
for public inspection the Study and supporting documentation and data including the services
and estimated costs of providing said services and sources of revenues required to defray those
costs as well as a proposed form of ordinance; and

WHEREAS, the Town published notice of the public hearing as described above in accordance
with Government Code Sections 6062(a) and 66018; and

WHEREAS, the Town Council approved the Public Facilities Development Impact Fee Study
on October 27, 2005; and

WHEREAS, the Town Council adopted Ordinance No. 173, implementing Public Facilities
Development Impact Fee authorization; and

WHEREAS, the Town Council adopted Resolution No. 05-59, implementing Public Facility
Development Impact Fee charges; and

WHEREAS, the Town Council adopted Resolution No. 10-26, reducing the maximum legally
defensible Public Facility Development Impact Fees; and

WHEREAS, the Public Facilities Development Impact Fee Study (Study) identifies the
maximum legally defensible fees that the Town may impose upon new development; and

WHEREAS, the Study as amended supports the implementation of fees as contained in this
Resolution; and

WHEREAS, Public Facility Development Impact Fees imposed by the Town may be modified
by Resolution of the Town Council; and

WHEREAS, the Town Council desires to modify, in accordance, the Public Facility
Development Impact Fees imposed upon new development.
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NOW, THEREFORE, THE TOWN COUNCIL OF THE TOWN OF YUCCA VALLEY
RESOLVES AS FOLLOWS.

SECTION 1.

SECTION 2.

SECTION 3.

SECTION 4:

SECTION 5.

The Town Council hereby adopts the findings set forth in the above Recitals.

The Town Council hereby adopts the “Town of Yucca Valley Development
Impact Fee Schedule” as set forth in attachment “C”, attached hereto.
Unless otherwise stated in the Fee Schedule, all Development Impact Fees
shall be paid to the Town prior to the Town’s issuance of a final inspection
or Certificate of Occupancy for any phase of a development project. The Fee
Schedule may be amended from time to time by resolution of the Town
Council, in compliance with the Mitigation Fee Act, Government Code,
Section 66000.

The Development Impact Fees imposed by this Resolution shall only apply
to those Development Impact Fees described in the above-referenced
Development Impact Fee Schedule. All other community or development or
other impact fees and user fees and charges adopted by the Town Council by
prior Town ordinances or resolutions or other prior actions, as may have
been amended from time to time, or as may be adopted or amended in the
future, shall remain and be in full force and effect, unless expressly or by
the terms and provisions herein are amended hereby.

Where the Town Manager determines that the public interest would be
served by such an agreement, he or she is hereby authorized to execute
agreements on behalf of the Town with Applicants in order to provide a
credit to the Applicant against certain Development Impact Fees in exchange
for the Applicant’s construction and dedication of oversized Public
Improvements, on those reasonable terms and conditions as the Town
Manager may determine on a case-by-case basis, subject to approval by the
Town Council.

The Town Manager is empowered to negotiate and execute agreements to
defer, waive or reduce any Development Impact Fees upon an Applicant for
a particular development project, but only if the Town Manager determines
upon evidence presented by the Applicant, that (i) the development project
will provide a general benefit to the health, safety, and welfare of the
citizens of the Town of Yucca Valley, and will not be of special benefit only
to an Applicant, or (ii) other properties to be benefited by any Development
Impact Fee will not be unfairly burdened by the delay, reduction or waiver
of said Development Impact Fee, or (iii) deferral, waiver or reduction in
Development Impact Fees will result in a more fair funding arrangement,
and, in the case of waiver or reduction, the owner will receive insufficient or
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SECTION 6.

SECTION 7.

SECTION 8:

SECTION 9.

no benefit from the Development Impact Fee imposed and would therefore
be required, if the Fee were imposed in full, to pay more than his fair share
for the benefit received. Such findings and the resulting agreement(s) to
defer, waive or reduce any Development Impact Fee shall be subject to
approval by the Town Council.

The Town Council is hereby authorized to make inter-fund transfers and
loans between capital facilities accounts into which are deposited
Development Impact Fees upon those reasonable terms of repayment and
interest rates as determined by the Town Council.

The Town Council hereby approves the allocation of the Public Facility
Development Impact Fees contained in Attachment D to this Resolution to
be allocated by the Director of Administrative Services to all five categories
of public infrastructure contained within the 2005 study as amended.

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

Town staff are hereby directed to prepare and file a Notice of Exemption,
under the California Environmental Quality Act, within five (5) working
days of adoption of this Resolution.

APPROVED AND ADQOPTED THIS 18th" day of October 2011.

ATTEST:

TOWN
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ATTACHMENT “A”
PUBLIC FACILITIES DEVELOPMENT IMPACT FEE STUDY
PREPARED BY MUNIFINANCIAL
MAY 2, 2005
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This 1eport summarizes an analysis of the need for public facllities and capital
imp1ovements to suppost future development within the Town of Yuces Valley through
2025. It is the Town's intent that the costs representing foture development’s share of
these fadlities and improvements be imposed op that develapment in the form of 2
development impact fee, 2lso known 15 3 public faclities fee. The public facilities and

improvemests inchided in this analysis of the Town's

public hcilities fec program are
divided into the fee categories listed below. ) ’

+  Geperal *  Stoms Drains
*  Parks *  Skeets and Traffc
* Trails

L

The primary policy objective of a public facilities fee PIoOgram is to ensure that pew
development pays the capital costs assodiated with prowth. To Fulfll this objective
public 2gendes should review and vpdate their fee programs pesiodically to
incorporste the best available inforrmton. The prmary purpose of this report is to
edjust fecs to incorpomte current faclity plans to sexve 1 2025 service populntios.

The Tows imposes public fadlides fees noder authority granted by the Miigation Fee Ad,
conlzived io Cofiforma Government Code Sectipns 66000 ¢f se
oecessary Bndings required by the
fee schedules contained herein.

9. This report provides the
A for adoption of the revised fees presented in the

Ty

e AT

[T
To estimate [acility needs, this study vses residential and household population data
provided by the California Department of Finance and wnternal projections developed
for the Town of Yocea Valley by Stag Hoffman =nd Assodiates. Current and projected
employmest Fgures were based on data provided by Clastas and the Sonthern Califarnia

Associstion of Governments (SCAG). The development projections used io this
analysis are summanzed in Table E.0.

ST
R

[
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MusiFinoneal
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Tewn of Yo Vally Publi Facibsies Fae Srody

Table E.0: Demographic Assumptions

2004 2025 Increase
Residents’ 18,410 33,880 15,470
Dwelling Units’
Single Family 5,710 11,230 4,520
Mult-amity 1,730 2,900 1,170
Tolal B,44D 14,130 5,650
Employment®?
Commercial 3,040 - -5,080 2.050 —_—
Office 660 1,100 440
Industrial 800 1,000 400
Sublotal 4,300 7,190 2,850
Other’ 1,840 2,750 1,110
Tolal 5,940 9,940 4,000
Bullding Square Feet {000s)" _
Commerclal 7,600 12,730 5,130
Office 2,200 3,670 1.470
Industial 1,000 1,670 570
Total 10,800 18,070 7,270

! Crifomnie Depariment of Finence {DOF), Soithem Callomla Assodation o] Govemmenls
{ECAB), D212 trom Town of Yuccs - Sian Hofimen snd Assodsies Populatton Projections,
March, 2005.

? Assumes percentsgs of employess by Isnd vse remsins constant lo tolel iom 2004 o
2025

? Estimeies by Jond uss typa besed s Clesles repori prapared Jor the Town of Yecce Veley,
February 2004. Projecled employment gures derlved by assuming 2 consien! rallo of Jobs
to housing.

‘ Represents govemment snd other Insbiudonal,

* Based on employmert by isnd uss and vccwpant densiy shown In Table 2.0.

Sourtes; Table 2.0; Caffommia Peparimen! of Financo (DOF), Table E-5, 2004; Town ol
Yucez Vslkey; Soulhem Calllomia Assodallon of Govemnmenls [SCAG); Clafias 70D4;
MuniFinandal

This fec analysis uses stendards based oo the Town’s policy to determine the cost of
facilities sequired 1o accommodate growth for pubbc facliies. A standard for each
facility category considered in this study is dedved rom the Town’s faclity plans for
2025. Depending oo the fality standard, the Town cumxently may or may oot bave
suffcent faclibes to serve existing development. If the Town's existing facilitics are
below stapdard, then o deficiency exists. In this case, the porfion of the cost of planned

MuniFinoscol 3
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Tomp of Yunma Valley Pubfic Foabties Fer Smdy

fncibtes essodated with correcting the deficiency must be 2located to funding sources
other than the fee. Public foclies fees can only fund planned faciliies needed to
accommodate new development at the adopted standard.

Therefore, this study distinguishes hetween the share of planned faclites peeded to
sccommodate growih and the shire that serves ex:isn'ng residents sod businesses.

New development can only fucd its fair share of planoed faclies. To ensure
complbance with the law, this study ensures that there is 2 rensonable relatopshi
between pew development, the amount.of the fee, and faclites fupded by the fee:

Table E1 summanzes the schedule of matimum justified public faclitics fees based on
the 20alysis contained in this report.

Table E.1: Proposed Facllitles Fee Summary

Gensral Stomm Sireets &
tand Uss Facllitles Parks Tralls Dralna Traffic Total
Residanllst (Fsa psr Dwelling Unit)
Single Famlly Unil 3 1200 § 2568 3 458 § B,d81 § B,437]% 15,815
MultHemily Unl 8988 1,080 354 2,589 4,005 10,820
Non-resideniial {Fae per 1,000 Budding Squere Feet)
Commarclal 3 340 NIA NA $ 3407 5 157411% 10,488
Office 452 NIA NA 3.560 13,531 17,543
indusirisl 226 NIA NA 2,377 4,684 71497
Source: BunFinenoisl
MusiFinononf o
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1. INTRODUCTION

This seport presents an analysis of the peed for public faciities to sccommodate new
development in the Town of Yucra Valley. This chapler esplains the study approach
and summanzes results voder the following sechons:

*  Backgronod end study objectives;

+  Public facibities finandap in California;
® DIgamzan—OE of tl;xclrchlidr'r; and

*  Facility standards approach.

Background and Stiidy Objective!

The primary poli¢y objective of a public fecilites fee program 1s 1o ensure that pew
development pays the capital costs associated with growth. To fulfill this objective
public agendes sbhould review and update their fee programs pedodically to
incorporate the best avaiable information. The primary purpose of this report is to

adjust fees 1o incorporate carrent facility plans to serve a 2025 service population for
the Towo of Yocea Valley.

The Town imposes public facilities fees noder zuthonty granted by the Mifipation Fiz Ad,
contained in California Government Code Sections 66000 ¢f seg. This report provides the

pecessary findings required by the ,4a for adoption of the revised fees presented in the
fee schedules conteiped berein.

lities. Financing i Califortia;

The changing fiscal Jandscape in California dubng the past 30 years has steadily uodercut

the financial capadily of local povernments to fond infrastructute. Three dominant
trends stand out

<

The possage of = sting of tax limitation measures, starting with Propesition 15
in 1978 and continuing through the passage of Proposition 218 10 1996;

Declining popular support for bood measures to Boance infrastrocture for the
nes! generation of resideats and businesses; and

¢+ Steep reductons 1o federal and state assistapce.

Faced with these trends, maoy cties snd countes have bad to adopt a policy of "growth
pays its owp way”. This policy shifts the burden of funding infrastructure expansion
from exsting rate and taxpaycrs onto new development. This fundiog shift has been
accoroplished primadly through the impositiop of essessments, spedsl mxes, snd

MoniFinonaol
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Town of Yurm Vally Pubbt Fonkbes Fre Stndy

development impaci fees also knowp 25 poublic facilities fees. Assesements and special
taxes reguire approval of propesty owners and are appropnste when the funded facllites
nre directly selated to the developing property. Development fees, on the other band,
are ap appropnate funding source for facllities thar benefit all development junisdiction-
wide. Development fees need only » majosity vote of the legislative body for adoption.

The determination of a public facilities fee begins with the selection of 2 planning
horizon and development of projections for popubstiop snd employment. These
projections are vsed throughout the analsis of different facility categodes, and are
summarized 1o Chapter 2.

Chapters 3 through 7 are devoted to documenting the maximum justified public facilices
fee for each of the following five facility calegomes:

*  (Geperal +  Stom Dmins
¢ Parks * Streets and Tmffe
e Trails

The five statutory fodings required for 2doption of the proposed public faclites fees in
accordance with the Mitigation Fes 4t (codibed in Califernia- Government Cogk Sections
66000 through 66D25) are summarized in Chapter 12.

i
il

I

L

A faglity standard is 5 policy that indicates the smount of fadlities required to
accommodaie service demaod. Examples of fadlity standards indnde building square
feet per capita and park acres per capita. Standards also may be expressed in monetary
terms such as the replacement value of facilnies per capita. The adopted faclity standerd
-is-2 edtical component in determining new developmeot's peed for pew faclities and the
amouot of the fee. Standards determine new development’s fair share of planned
fadlites and ensure that ncw development does pot fund deficiendies assodated with

existing development.

The most commonly accepted approaches to delermining a facility standard are
described below.

*  The existing inventory method uses a facility standard based on the ratio of
exishng fadlities to the exsting development. Under this approach new
developmeot fands the expansion of facilities at the same szte that existing
development bas provided faalities to date. By definition, the existing
inventory method does not consider fadlity deficiendes attgbutsble io exsting
development To increase facility standards the jussdicton must secure
funding io 2ddition to development fees.

HspiFrmoncal )
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Town of Yoaw Vally - Pubbs Fagbties Fre Study

*+ The system plan method calculates the standard based on the ratio of all
exishing plus plnned facilities to total foture demand (existing and pew
development). This method is nsed whea (1) the Joeal sgency anticipates
increasing it facility standard sbove the existing iovestory stapdard discussed
abave, and (2) planned faclities are pant of a system that benefit botb existing
and pew development. Using a faclity standard that is higher thao the existing
isveotory standard creates a defidency for existing development. The
juosdiction must secure noo-fee funding for that portion of plaaned facilites
required to correct the deharney.

¢+ The planned facilities method colenlates the standard solely based on the
m2t0 of planged facilities to the increase in demnnd associated with new
development This method is appropriste when planoed facllities ogly bepefit’
new development, such a5 a sewer brunk lige extension to 5 previously
undeveloped area. This method also may be vsed when there is excess
capacity in existing facilives that can accommodate pew development. 1o that
case new developmesnt can fund [adlities at 2 standard Jower than the existing
inveotory standard and still provide ao acceptable level of faglines.

This study uses the existing inveotory approach to determine fcility standards for
geoera) fadbities. Fees for parks, trails, and stonn drins are based on the system plan
method. Finally, stizets and traffic fees are based on the plinoed facilities standard.

MumFinonnal ?




2. GROWTH PROJECTIONS

To assist in determining the approprate fee stmcture, pesw development growth
projections are used. Projected pew development is estimated using the existing service

population in 2004 as a base year with a Plaoning Horizon through the year 2025.

Estimates of the existing service population and projections of growth are cotical
assumptions used thioughowt this report. These estimates are used a5 follows:

¢ Estimates of total development at the 2025 Phnning Honzon are used 10
determine the totzl amount of public faclities required 1o accommodate

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

* Estimates of service population growth from 2004 to 2025 sre used to allocate
to new development its fair share of total planned faclity needs.

To messure the existing service population end futwre growth, population and worker
datz, also ideotified as tesidents 2nd wodkers, respectively, are vsed for the Generad and
Pazks and Trails facilities. These measures 2re used because numbers of residents and
wotlters are reasonable indicntors of the Jevel of demand for public faclities. The Town
builds public facilities primarily to serve these populstions ond, typically, the greater the
population the lrger the fadlity required 10 Ppiovide a piven level of service. To messure
growth for storm drains, the impervious surface arez of a new development is linked to
EDUs, while tip generation by use dassification is used for streels and traffic sigenls.

Different types of new developrment use public fdlities st different mtes in selsbon to
each other, depending on the services provided. In Chapters 3 through 5, a spedific
service populstion is identified for each faaliry category to reflect total dempnd. The
service population weights residential land use types against pon-residential land nses
based on the relative demand for services betsveen resideats and workers, Chapter 6
uses an impervious surface area linked to an EDU factor that weights each Jand nse type

2gainst one single-family unit’s demand for services. Chapter 7 uses trp geoeration by
use classification to determine the fees.

MnsiFincenol T
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To epsure a reasonable relationship between e2ch fec and the type of development
paying the fee, growth projections distinguish between different lend use types. The
land use types vsed io this analysis are defoed below.

* Single family: Attzched and detacbed one-family dwelling uits; and

*  Mult-family: AD attached single family dwellings such as duplexes and
condonmoiums, phus mobile bomes, apartments, and dommitodes.

¢  Commercial: Al commercial, retail, edvcatiopal, 2ad hotel/motel
development.

* Offce: All geoenl, professional, and medical office development.
*  lodustrial: All manulscturing and warehouse development.

Some developments ray include more thao one Jand use type, such as an industrial
warehouse with living quarters (a live-work desigoation) or a planned unait development
with both single and mult-family uses. 1n these cases the public facilities fee would be
calculsted separately for each Jand use type.

The Town should have the discretion to impose the public fadlities fee based op the
specific aspects of a proposed development regardless of zoning. The puideline to use is
the probable octupant deosity of the development, either residents per dwelling unit or
workers per building squere foot. The fec imposed should be based on the Jand nse type
that roost clesely represents the probable occupant density of the development.

Occupant dessities ensure & reasonable relationship betwern the increase in service
population aod amount of the fee. To do this, they must vary by the estimated service
populatiop penerated by 2 particular development project. Developers pay the fee based
on the pumber of additional housing unirs or building square feet of nonsesidential
development, so the-fee schedole-must coovert service population estimates to these
measures of project size. This cooversion is dope with average occupant density factors
by land use type, shown in Table 2.0,

The residential orcupant density factors are derived from the 2000 U.S. Cepsus Burean's
Tables H-31 through H-33. Table H-3] provides vacant housing units daia, while Table
H-32 provides information relating to occapied housing. Table H-33 documents the
total 2000 population residing in occupied hovsing. The US Census mumbers are
adjusted by using the California Department of Finaoce ("DOF”) estimates for Januvary
1,200 fovnd on Table ES5, and tbe most recent State of California data available. The
pop-residential density factors are based on Employment Density Siudy Summary repost,
prepared for the Soutbern California Assodation of Govemments, October 2001 by The
Natelson Company. For example, the industrial density factor 1epresents an average for
light industrial, beavy industdal, and warebovse uses likely to occur in the Town.

MraiFinoadal 9
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Table 2.0: Denslty Assumptions
Land Use Denslty
Residenitlal

Single Family 229 Resldenls per Dwelling Upit

Multitamily 1.77 Residents per Dwelling Unit
Non-residentlal

Commercial 2.50  Employses per 1,000 square feel

Office 3.33 Employees per 1,000 square fest

industnal " 167 Employees per 1,000 square feel

Soures: 2000 Census, Tebisa H31-H23; Calformin Dapsriment of Finance {DOF), Teble E-5, 2004;
Southem Caillomle Associallon of Gevemmenls {SCAG); MuniPinantlad,

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

Base year residentinl estimate is calculated using the Califomia Department of Fipance
(DOF) Jeouary 1, 2004 estimates and information provided by Town staff. Base year
employment estimates are based oo data from the Soutbern California Assogztion of
Governments (SCAG) 20d the California Employment Development Department
(EDD). Furure 2025 population 20d dwelling units were provided by the Towo of
Yucea Valley. Employment projections were interpalated from the corrent employment
estimates (provided by Clarias) by maintaining the jobs-housing ratin. Building sguare
footage was computed by MuniFinandal vsing the dessity sssamptions shawn in Table
2.40.

Table 2.1 shows estimates of the growth in terms of residents od wazkers,

MuoFinancel 10
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Table 2.1: Demographic Assumptions

2004 , 2025 Increase
Residenis’ 18,410 33,880 15,470
Dwelfing Units'
Single Family 6,710 11,230 4,520
Mull-family 1,730 2,900 1,170
Total B,440 14,13D 5,580
Employment™
Commercis! 3,040 - 5,090 2,050
Office 66D 1,100 440
Industriaj 600 1,000 400
Subtolal 4,300 7.180 2,850
Other’ 1,640 2750 . 1,310
Tolsl - 5,940 9,940 4,000
Bullding Sguare Feetl (0005)5
Commerciel 7,660 12,730 5,130
Office 2,200 3,670 1,470
industrial 1,000 1,670 670
Tolal 10,800 18,070 1,270

! Caltiorle Deperiment of Finence {DOF), Southem Collfomls Assodolon of Govamments
{SCARB), Dal= from Town of Yuces - Stan Hellman 2nd Associeles Populziion Projeclions,
March, 2005,

? Assumes percentege of employess by land use ramalns constanl 1o dols) from 2004 i
2025, ’

* Estimaies by 1and uss typs based 5 Clardlss repon preparsd Jor the Town of Yuccs Velley,
February 2004. Projecled employmenl iguies derived by sssuming a constan! raiin of Jobs
to hotsing.

* Represents gevemment snd othsr s Bullanal

* Based on employmenl by Jend use snd occupent dansly shown In Tabls 2.0.

Spurces: Teble 2.0; Celiflomls Depasiment of Finance {(DOF), Teble E-6, 2004; Town of
Yucrs Valey, Soulhem Callomta Associgtion of Governments {SCAG); Clarias 2004;
MunFinancal,

MuniFipsnoal 11
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kure that gpew development funds its fair share of geoeral
public fedlities. A fee schedule is presented based on the cost of thesé fadlities to

il

Geperal public faclites secve both residents and businesses. Thexéfore, demand for

services and assodiated facilitics are based oo the Town's service population incinding
resideats and svorkers.

Table 3.0 shows the estimateq service population in. 2004 and 2025, In caleulating the
service population, workers arg weiphted Jess than residents to reflect lower per capita
service demand. Nonresidenti4] bulldings are typically occupied less intensively than
dwelling units, 503t is reasonsBlc to assume that average per-worlrer demaod for services
is Jess thap averape per-resideqt demand. The 0.24-weighring factor for workers is based
oa  40-bour warkweek divided by the tora)] number of bouss in z week (168).

Table 3.0: General Faclliies Service Population

Service
Resldenis Worksrs Pepulellon

ExIsling {2004) 18,410 5,540 39,840
New Development (2004-2025) 15470 4,000 16,430

Total {2025) 33,880 9,940 38,270
Welghting faclor 1.00 0.24

Spowces: Table 2.1; lAvniFinanda)

Existing Towsp foclibes housq the Town Conodl chambers, the Town Rﬂzna.gc_r end
Town Clerk’s offices and othgr governance a0d zdministeative fupcdons. These existing
fadlities, as well as, the corrent facility stapdard are poted in Table 3.1

N rmFraopasl 12
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Table 3.1: General Facilliies Existing Standard

Inventory Cost/Unil Total Valus
Existlng Faclitles
Land {acres)
Town Hall Complex 827 3 20000 3 185,000
Califomla Welcome Center 135 20,000 35,000
Public Works Complex 1.60 20,000 32,000
Sublotal Land $ 252,000
Buildings (sq. fL}

. ... Jown Hall Complex e e
Town HalllLibrary 12,840 3 200 3 2,528,000
Ceoramunfly Center 11,822 250 2,981,000
Museum 5,108 200 1,022,000
California Welcome Center 4,400 200 BB0,000

Sublotal Town Hall Complex 34,070 $ 7,411,000
Corporation Yard
Admin. Bullding 6,897 3% 200 § 1,379,000
Operzlions Bullding 8,623 200 1,925,000
Sublelsl Corporate Yard 16,520 $  3,3D4,000
Tolal Fachilles $ 10,957,000
Exisfing Service Population (2004) 19.840
Cost per Caplta 5 553
Facility Slanderd per Resident 5 553
Facillty Slandard per Worker 133

Sowres Tebles 2.4 end 3.0; Town of Yuccs Valley, MunlFinsndis!

The conmbution of sew development towards future general fadlities expenditures is

captured in Table 3.2,

Table 3.2; New Development Development Contribution

Facfiity Siandard Per Capila
Growth in Service Populallon (2004-2025)
New Development Conlribution

3 553
16,430
$ 9,082,000

Sources: Tables 3.8 end 3.1, MunlFinandel

MymFinonool
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Table 3.3 shows the proposed gener] faclifies fees base
standard shown in Table 3.1. The cos
development based on dwelling unit and bullding space densifies (persons per dwelling

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

d on the existing inventory
t pes capita.is copverted to a fee per unit of new

Table 3.3: General Facllitles - Proposed Fee Schedule

Costs per Totei Féél

Land Use Caplta _ Density Fes Admin’ Fee Sq. FL
Hesidentls!

Singls Family 5 553 229 3 1265 § 25 3 1,280

Mult-family 553 1.77 576 20 9BB
Non-wsidental _

Commarcial ks 133 250 § 333 § 7 3% 340 § 0.34

Office 133 3.33 443 9 452 0.45

Indusirial 133 1.67 232 4 226 0.23

' Adminlstrabion fe of 2.0 percant

Sources: Tebles 2.0 and 3.4 MuniFlnanclsl

MuntFinmol
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The purpose of the fee 15 to ensure that new development funds its fair shore of patk

facilites. The Town would use fee revenues to expand park faclies to serve new
development.

Residents are the primary users of parklznd. Therefore, demand for parks and assacated
facilives are based op the Town's residential population. Table 4.0 provides estimates
of the resident population with a projecton for the year 2025.

Table 4.0: Parks Facllities Service Population

Residents
Exisiing (2004) 18,410
New Developmen! (2004-2025) 15,470
Tolsl (2025) 33,880

Sourca: Teble 2.1

This section descobes the Town’s existiog facilify ioventory, standards, and Planned Park
fsalites.

Existing Inventory

The Town owos and operates, or has agreements with other agencies to vse varons patk
facilities. The Town's inventory of improved park fadlites indbdes approximately 2
tota) of 37.67 scres sumrnerized in Table 4.1

MuniFinandol
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Table 4.1: Exlsling and Planned Park Facllities
Improved  Unimproved Tota)

Faclilty Acyes Acres Acres
Exlsting Paris
Community Cenler Par 12.94 12.94
Jacobs Park 5.00 5.00
Machris Park 12.00 12.00
Remembrance Park 0.20 0.20
Sunnysiope Park 2.53 8.00 10.53
Paradise Valey Park 5.00 5.00
South Slde Park 80.D0 80.00
lenned Parks
West End Park 10.00 10.00
East End Park 15.00 15.00
North End Park 10.00 10.00
Total Acres 37.67 123.00 160.67

Nole: Excludes BLM palenled npen space lznds

Souces: Todm Peris Mester Plen by Puskies Rose-RSI, Det 18, 1898; Town of Yuos Valley:
WriFnandal

Park Facility Standards

To calculste new developmeat’s veed for new parks, municipalies commonly use & ratio
expressed io teuns of developed patk seres per 1,000 residenis. The cument Town
General Plan policy standusd for parks 35 5.0 acres per 1,000 resideots. Additdonal
infonmation induded in this report was taken from the Town Parks Master Plan
completed for the Town by Prrkds Rose-RS7 in December 1999. According 1o the
provided information, The Tows currently has 37.67 scres of improved parkland. To
reech the Town’s planning standard of 5.0acresper 1,000 resideots, the acquisition aod
improvement of an additional 8.33 acres and 131.33 acres, sespectively, by 2025 1=
required (as shown in Table 4.2).

AwxFinongal 75
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Table 4.2: Parks Facilities General Plan Standard

Generel Plan Standard {developed acres per 1,000 residents) 5.0D

2025 Service Population 33,880

Tolal Faclliles Needs {acres) 169.00

Total Land Acquired 160.67
Deficit {8.33)

Tolal Improved Acreape 37.67
 Defic {131.33)

Sowres: Table 4.0; Town of Yucsa Vetley Comprehensive Genaral Pizn, Prepered by Town of
Yurxa Valley Communily Developmenl Depanmenl, Dec. 14, 1885; MuniFinands)

Unit Costs for Land Acquisition and Improvement

Unit costs represent the cument cost of park acquisibon and improvemest This
approach represeats the land costs and Jevel of improvements that existing devdlopment
bave provided to date. This approach ensures that the cost of facilities to scrve new
development is not artifcally increased, and pew development unfairdy burdened,
compared to existing development.

The unit costs used 1o estimate the total cost of parldand facility needs are shown in
Table 6.4. All costs are expressed in 2004 dollars. Land scquisition costs aod
improvemnent costs are based on the Town’s expedence with park d:ve.lopmenL

Table 4.3: Park Facilities Unlt Costs

Average
Caost
Per Acre
Land Acquisilion $ 20,000
Park Improvemenl 200,600
Tolal $ 220,000
Source: Town of Yures Velley, MuniFiandal
MemiFinongal 17
.57
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Total Needs and Costs

The total amount of park dlides to serve growth is caladated by mulriplying the focibty
standards developed in Trble 4.2 by the prowth io residents. The total cost of these
oceds for park faclities is based on the aversge unit costs for land acquisition and
improvements shown in Tahle 4.3. To accommodate the increase io secvice population
through 2025 new development or aliemalive sources would need to fand faalites
estimated to cost spproximately $17 million as shown in Table 4.4.

Table 4.4: Park Facllitles lo Accommodate Growth

Land Acaulsiifon
General Plen Standard (acres/1,000 residenis) 5.00
Resldent Growth (2004-2025) 15470
Facillty Needs (acras) 77.35
Averags -Unil Cost {per acie) 5 20,000
Tolel Cost of Facillles 3 1,547,000
d VE)
Genera! Plan Standard (acres/t,000 resldents) 5.00
Resident Growth (2004-2025) 15470
Facility Needs (sores) T7.35
Average Improvement Cost (per acre) 3 200,000
Total Cosi of Facllitles 3 15,470,000
Total 3 17,017,080

Sowrees: Tables 4.0, 4.9, end 4.3; MusFhendsi

If the Town cannot scquire all 77.35 acres calculated in Table 4.4 becanse of land
constraints, the Town may apply the same fonds to rehabilitoting, repovating, or
rebuilding facilities in eristing parks. The §15.47 millios in impzovement facilities most
be used for enhancing, upgmading, 2dding, or expanding new park faciliies. Renovating
and intensifying development of existing parks is another reasonable metbod for
sccommodating growth that conld be used in conjunction with expanding improved
pack sereage. The use of fee revenues would be identified throngh planoed parkland
acguisition 2nd improvement projects descrbed in the most recently adopred version of

anpue] capital improverpent bodget.

The Town anticipstes that the park fees would be the primary revesue sowce to fand
the planned facilites zequired to serve new development. Table 4.5 sbows the shere of

MymFrnonool 18
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costs that covld be artoboted to pew development. This amount represents the balance
after allocating to pew development jts share of those planoed Park fsaliges.

Table 4.5: Parks Facllities Costs per Capita for New Development

Land Land
Acquisition Improvement
Cost Per Acre 3 20,000 3 200,000
Faditty Stzndard {acres pes 1,000 1esidenis) 5.00 5.00
Cost Per 1,000 coplia 100,000 1,000,000
1,000 1.000
Cosl Per Resident 5 100 % 1,000

‘Spwres; Tebles 4.3 2nd 4 4; MuniFinanclsl

The Town cao obtain the funding needed to complerhent facilities fee revermes over the
Planning Horizon throngh noo-fee revenue sources. This funding is gecessary to jostify

the fze imposed on pew development using the standard shown bere. 1f this funding is

not obtained, the opew development will have paid too high a fee by the end of the
Planning Honzon.

Park fadlity cost per resident is shown 1o Table 4.6.

AlsniFinonnol
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Table 4.6: Parks Facilitles Fees
Cosi per Totz)
Land Use Caplta _ Density Fes Admin' Fee
Residential
Single Family
land Acquisition  § 100 228 § 228 3§ 5% 233
Park ]mprwemgm 1,000 229 2,288 48 2,335
Total $ 2,568
MultHamily
Lend Acquisition  § 100 177 % 177 % 4 % 180
Park Improvement 1,000 1.77 1,765 35 1,800
Total $ 1880

' Adminisletion fea of 2.0 percent

Sowres: Tahles 2.0 snd 4.5, MuniFinendsl

The fee schedule in Table 4.6 includes separate compooents for Jand zequisition 2nd
ipprovement 50 that the Town can calenlate 2 credit if a developer dedicstes pazkland or
provides improvements. An average per-acre seimbursement is ressonable becanse the
fees collected may not be vsed in the same wrez from which they were collected. The
costs provided in this seport represent the current Town-wide valve.

AuniFinanoat 20

F.60
P.]P‘73




6. TRAILS

The purpose of the fee is to ensure that new development funds its f2ix share of trails.
The Town would use fee revenves to expand the town’s network of tmils 1o serve new
development

Residents are the pomary users of Yucca Valley’s trails. Therefore, demand for hiling
and bike trails; and their assodated fnciliies, ere based on the Town’s residential
population. Table 5.0 provides estmates of the resident population with 3 projection
for the year 2025.

Table 5.0: Trails Facilitles Service Population

Resldents
Existing (2004) 18,410
New Developmen} (2004-2025) 15,470
Total {2025) 33,880

Souvrca: Table 2.1

Facility Invent

This section destnbes the Town’s existing facility inventory, standards, and planoed
Trails fadbbes.

Proposed Inventory

The Town has 2 comprebensive Trail Master plao completed by RHA Landscape
Architects — Plannexs, Inc. The Trails Master Plan was completed in June 2002, The
Town bas since made amendments to this Trals Master Plan aod the information in this

report rellects those changes. The proposed Trails faclities are summanzed in Table
51

MeniFinannn/
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Table 5.1; Trail Inventory {Proposed)
Estimated Estmeled Estimezied
Construcion Eassment Total
Cost Cost’ Cost
Yucca Wash Trall - Reach 1 b 218,000 5 - ¥ 216,000
Yucca Wash Tiall - Reach 2 310,500 - 310,500
Yucca Wash Trall - Reach 3 234,000 800 234,850
California Riding & Hiking Trall - Yuccs Wash - Reach 4 214,500 - 214,500
-Ceilfornls Riding & Hiking Trall - Marvin Drive 85,800 3,300 BB,100
Callfornia Riding & Hiking Trall - Haddenda Drive - Reach 1
778,900 1,320 278,220
Calilomnis Riding & Hiking Trall - Haclenda Drive - Reach 2
: 191,100 4,200 185,380
California Riding & Hiking Trall - Chipmunk Tral 218,400 8,600 225,000
Californla Riding & Hiking 7! - Skyline Rench Rd - Reach 1
280,800 2330 283,170
Callfornis Riding & Hiking Tr - Skyline Ranch Rd - Rezch 2
93,600 2,640 86,240
Cslifomiz Riding & Hiking Tr - Skyline Ranch Rd - Reach 3
189,000 4,280 493,280
Kickapoo Tisil 144,300 2,640 146,840
| e Morongo Canyon Road - Resch 1 187,200 1,320 188,520
L’s Morongo Canyon Rozd - Reach 2 138,500 680 137,160
Royal Springs Wesh Trall 280,00 1,650 282,450
Bleck Rock Canyon Trall 148,200 10,230 158,430
Esst Bumi Mountain Wash Treil - Reach § 144,300 2,640 148,940
Essi Bumt-Mountelin Wash Trall - Resch 2 226,200 B,250 234,450
Ensl Buml Mountsin Wash T1ell - Resch 3 261,300 - 261,300
San Andreass Roed Trall - Resch 1 488 520 8,250 507,770
San Andrees Roed Trell - Reach 2 472,760 3,B60 476,720
San Andraas Road Trall - Reach 3 472,760 5610 478,370
Sen Andreas Road Trall - Reach 4 148,200 o980 148,180
Camelila Wash Trell 202,800 - 202,800
Black Rock Wash Trali 148,200 - 148,200
Covinglon Wash Trsll - Reach 3 183,800 1,650 185,450
Covingion Wesh Trall - Reech 2 726,200 3,860 230,180
Covinglon Wash Trall - Reach 3 265,200 3,860 288,160
Covingion Wash Trall - Reach 4 214,600 4,280 21B,7B0
Totals: & 6,653,340 § A5800 5 8,738,140
Tots] Trall Miles: 2175
Esiimalsd CorUMlle: 3 239793 & 3092 § 2425604

Y Esszmenl Costs Infiated By 30 percent over tosls provided In the Town of Yuera Valley Tralls Bke Rouls Mastw Plan

Sowces: Town o} Yucta Valley Adopled Trele/Bhe Roule Mosler Pizn, March 50, 2005, Town of Yuccs Valiey Phnming

Department, MunfFinenctal

MoniFinanas!
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Unit Costs for Land Acquisition and Improvement

Unit cosis represent the cuoent cost of construction 2nd easerment acquisiion. By
dividiog the total costs over the 2025 service populaton, this spproach cosures that
there 15 2n equitble distobution of costs between new and existing developrment

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

Table 5.2: Trails Facilities Cost per Capita

Constructlon Easement
Cosls Acquisition Costs’
Cosl 3 5,653,340 % 85,800
2025 Seyvice Populallon 33,880 33,BB0
Cos! Per Resldenl 3 186 § 3
Total Cosi-per Resident 3 199

Sourcas: Tables 5.0 snd 5.9; MunFinsndel

The Town a2oticpetes that the tratl fecs would be the pommary revenue source to fuod the
planned faclities required to serve new development. The allocaton of costs for trails
facilities herween the existiop service population and seww developmest is showp io Table
53. The trals impact fee would be nsed in conjunction with alternative fundiog sources
to close the defidency.

MuniFinennal >3
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@ Table 5.3: Costs Atiributabls io New Development
Deficiency To
Ba Funded By
New Non-Fee
Devejopment Tolal Plannad Revenue
Contributlon Facililes Sources
Cosl per Resident 3 199
New Development (2004-2025) 15470
New Developmen! Contribution $ 3,077,188

3 3,077,1689. 8 5,739,140 § {3,661,971)

Sousees: Tebles 5.0 end 5.2; MuniFinendal

Thable 5.4 sbows the maximum allowsble trails adlites fees based on the Master Plan

standerd. These cost fectors are based oo the cost per capita deoved From the unit cost
estmates and faoliry stendards..

Table 5.4: Trails Facilitles Fee

Gost psr Toial
Land Use Caplta'  Denslly Fee Admin' Fee
Residsnilsl
Single Family
Consiruclion 3 196 229 § 449 § 8 § 458
Easement 3 2.29 5 0 5]
Sublotal 5 464
Mulli-family
Caonstruction 5 196 177 % M7 % 7% 354
Easement 3 1.77 -] ] 5
Sublotel ¥ 358

! Administrabon fes of 2.0 parcent

Sources: Taldes 2.0 end 5.2; MuntFnancal

MuniFingncisl 2
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Tbe fee schedule 10 Table 5.4 includes separate components for constructon and
easement scquisifiog so that the Town can calenlate 2 credit if 2 developer dedicates trail

easements of other improvements. This fee credit plan conld be struchured similar to the
one discussed for Padks faclives in the previows chapter.

MnxniFinanosl
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5.

STORM DRAIN FACILITIES

This chapter documents a reasonable relationship between new development aod the
funding for proposed Storm Dimin facilites. Information included in this chaprer comes

Erom the Yucea Valley Master Plen of Drainape (the “Storm Drain Study”) completed in
Juoe 1999 by Joho M. Terterer & Assodates, Inc.

Table 6.0 calculates the equivalent &wtllmg unit (EDU) for each Jand vse using average
densities shown in the December 1995 Yoces Valley Geperal Plan and impervious

surfare valves decved from United States Departiment of Agdculbure. Table 6.1 shows
the total wxisting 20d foture EDUs for storm draioage fadlities by Innd vse.

Table 6.8: Siorm Drains - Impervious Surface.
DUlAcrs Avarape Egulvelent

or Percant Dwalling Upit  Acres/ EbDW/
Acra’  Impervlous® _ (EDUY K5F® KSF®
Residential (dwelling unis)
Single Famiy 2.78 35% 1-00
Mulli-Famlly 10.85 68% 0.50
Non-resideqfisl
Commerclal Space 1.00 90% 7.18 0.08 B.68
Office Space 1.00 85% 7.55 0.08 0.69
industrial 1.0D 75% 5.98 0.0B 0,46

" DwelRing unlls per ecre tor resldenttal usspe end acvas {or Non-residsntls) usags. Resldoniio) avarape based on
midpoint of dweling walls par-sore - Yuom Valiey Generd Plan, Deeamber 1995,

? Percenl Impervious Servica derved Som USDA dale.

* Fipor Ares Ralio (FAR"} pet acr based wpon Non-residentlsl spece classificalion .25 for OFics, Retzl & Sendee snd
-30 for Indusliisl space and desdved by lhs following formda: 1A(]43560° 25)11,000) for Commarclsl =nd Office Spacs 2nd
H{143550°.30)1,000 o7 Shdustrial end uted by KSF,

Smrvces: Yucea Velley Ganeral Plen, Desember 1285; MuniFinandial

MnmiFiacnoal 3
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Table 6.1: Storm Drain Facilities 7otal Equivalent Dwelling Units

Projecied
EDY Existing Growth | Exlstihg Growth In
Faclor | {DU/MKEF) {DWKSF); EDUs EDUs Total
Residontisl
Single Famlly 1.00 6,710 4,520 6,710 4,520 11,230
Mullk-Family 0.50 1,730 1,170 865 5B5 1450
Total Dwelling Unils 8,440 5,680 7575 5,108 12,680
Nop-mesidentipl
Commercial Space 0.66 7,600 5,130 5,016 3,388 8,402
OFice Space ... . ... 089 .-2200. ... 1470 . 4,618 - 1014 2,532 ----
Industrial D.48 1,000 670 460 308 768
Tolal KSF Commescial 10,800 7.270 5,884 4,708 14,702
Total 14,569 2.813 24,382
Percenl of Tolal 50.8% 40.2% 100.0%

Sowtes Tebies 2.1 snd 5.0, MuniFinands]

Hydrologic modeling uses 2 "design storm” to estimate tbe rainfall ruoofl peediog 1o be
accommodated by Stomn Drain fadlities. The measute of a design storm is typically
expressed in terms of the probability of 2 particular storm in a0y ope year. For example,
2 J00-year stomm is the storm that would occur on average ooce during 100 years.
Facilibes designed to accommodale mnoff from this type of storm provide 100-year
Bood protection

The modeling completed for the Storm Drain Study was based on 100 year-and 25-jear
peak discharges using 20 approved watershed sub-area delineabion rmap with defined
Bow paths. Selected peak discharges sesulting from the computations were used io
siziop the drainage facilities.

The Yucca Valley Master Plan of Diainage developed two different types of storm drain
systems, 2 non-detzined system, with an estimated cost of §121,303,000, and 2 detained
system with an estmated cost of §102,016,000. Based upon information provided by the
Town, the detained system was selected 25 the preferred system.

The storm drainage fdlilies fec uses a facility standard (Table 6.Z) to demonstrate 3
reasonsble relationship between pew development and the peed for pew fadlities. The
facility standard is based on the planned facililies investment into the Town’s system of
storm drainage facllities on a per EDU basts. The need for new storm drainage facilisies
is determined by maintaining the same investment on a per EDU basis as pew
development occurs.

MunFinansal . 27
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Table 6.2: Storm Draln Facllitles Standard

Cost (2004}

Detalned Flood Coniro} System Projected Cosl’ $ 102,016,000
Cosl Escalalor’ 1.21
Escalzied Delained Flood Contral System Cosl 3 123,439,360

Total EDUs {2025) 24,382

Equiyper EDU — =~ = - 5 5083

! Fown of Yucca Velley Masler Plan of Drelnege - Finst Repon Prepored by John M.
Tehemer & Assodeles, Inc. A Diviston of Kslth Compenles, Inc. June 1889,

! Enpineering News Record Copstrucion Cosl indes - June 1999 $o Novamber 2004,

Souwtes; Teble 8,1; Town of Yucen Velley; MuniFinandat

Table 6.3 presents the cost of upgraded, expanded, or pew stomm drainage
improvements peeded to accommodste pew developmeot. The pew development
contibution shown 1o the tmble represents the total tevenue that the stormm drzin
faclities fee wonld geoerste.

Tabls £.3: Btorm Drain Faclilties to Accommodate Growth

Totzl
F acillty Siandard Per EDU L3 5,063
Growih In EDUs [2005-2025) 9813
New Development Contribution $ 4B,681428

Sources: Teblzs B.2 and B.3; MuniFinendal

Table 6.4 shows the sewer faciliies fec based op the cost per EDU shown in Teble 6.2.
The cost per EDU is cogverted to 2 fee per unit of development based on dwelling nnits
for residential and 1,000 buildiog square feet for nonresidential development.
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Table 6.4; Storm Draln Faciliiies Fee

Cost per Total Fea )

Land Use EDU EDU Fee Admin’ Fee 8q. Fi.
Residential

Single Family §$ 5,063 1.00 § 5060 3% 101 3 5,161

Mullk-Family 5,063 0.50 2,530 51 2,581
Non-residenlis]

Commerclal $ 45,083 066 3 3,340 67 5 3407 § 341

Olfice 5,063 0.69 3,490 0 3,560 3.56

Induslrial 5,083 - 0.46 - 2,330 47 2,377 -2.38-

' Adminlsiration fes of 2.0 percent

Sowrees: Teblss 6.0 and 6.2; bAuniFinanda!
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7. STREETS AND TRAFFIC

This chapter summarizes an analysis of the peed for sweers and related tapsportation
facilibes to accommodate growth within the Town of Yucca Valley. It documents a
reasonable relabonship between new development and 2 traffic fee 1o fund streets and
relzted transportaton faclities that serve new development

Estimstes of existing zod new development provide the basis for calculsting the traffic
facilities fee, Estimates of existing development provide the basis for the fadlity
standard. The facllity stzodard is vsed 10 determine the rate at which pew development
must increase the valoe of the Town'’s equity in its systesn of street Improvements.

Estunates of new dr:ve]opment are vsed 10 calculate the totel amount of fee revesues
that wonld be generated

The peed for street improvements is based on the tip demand placed on the system by
development. A feasonsble mensure of demand is the sumber of average daily vehicle
trips, adjusted for the type of tdp. Vehicle wp generation rates are s reasonable measure
of demand oo the Town’s system of strect improvemeats across all modes because
alternate modes (traasil, bicycle, pedestten) ofien substitute for vehicle tips.

The two types of tops sdjustments made to trip generabion rates to calculate tdp dernand
zse desedhed below:

*  Pass-by tops are deducted from the twp peneration rate. Pass-by tops are
intermediates stops between 20 ongis and a nal destination that reguire 0o
diversibo from the route, such as stopping to get ges on the way to work.

¢ The tip generation mte is adjusted by the svernge Jeogth of ips for a specific
land use category compared to the average length of all tips on the sucet

systern

Table 7.0 shows the calculation of thp derand factors by land use category based on
the 2djustruents descrbed above. Dota is based oo extensive and deriled tup surveys
ronducted in the San Diego region by the San Diego Assodation of Governments, The
surveys provide one of the most compreheasive databases aveilable of trip genermtion
rates, pass-by tops factors, and sverage trip Jeogth for 1 wide moge of land uses. Urban
development patterns are similar epough amonp the San Diego and Southern

Califorma/Los Angeles regiops to make the use of the San Diego datz applicable to the
Town of Yvces Valley.

MunrFinonool 30
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Table 7.0: Trip Rate Adjustment Factor

Non-Pass-by Trips
Totel Average Average Trp

PAmary Diverled Extivding Trp  Adjusbment  Dslly Demand
Trips'  Taps’ Pasz-by’ Lenpth’  Facto?  Trips' Faclor®

Resldential”
Single Famlly B6% 1% 7% 7.9 1.04 10 10.4
Multl-family B6% 11% 7% 75 1.04 8 8.3
Nonresidantial!
Commerdial 47% 3% 8% 35 0.38 70 265
Office 7% 18% 8% 88 1.14 20 228
industrial 02% 5% 97% 990 1.18 7 8.3

' Percen of tota) HAps. Primery bips are bips with no imidwey stops, o7 *Ieks”. Bivencd Yips £rs Inked bips whoss distence 2dds 3t
Jaes! one mie io the wimary Wp. Pass-by kips oo inks thal do nol edd more than ane mie 1o he toi! ip ond heredoe pioce Mo
sddibons! busden on Us slsol syslem. Ae B msull the Sip ejusiment foctar Includes 8 reducon for e share of pass-by bips

? In mbex.

3 The ip edjustment fector equats the percant of non-pest-by Yipe nnilipEed by the svarags Wip length and divided by the syslemwids
gverzge p lengih ol 6.5 mijes.

® Trips per dwalinp wwll or per 1,800 bliding squers fest,

® The tip dameond tecior bs the predud of the bip edustment f2cior and the svemgn daly pa.

& Trip perceninges, svarnpe iip fengihs, ond pvarape deby bips besed on “residentinf” eolfipory. Se= SANDAG Jor source, below.

7 15ip prrconteges, byoops Mp kenpthe, and svempe delly ips for.commerds) bosed on “eomyrunily shoppihp czmer” calepory, Jor
vfilce based on *sisndend comenects) office” tslepory, Bnd o Indus sl tesed on ndustia) park o commerchl)” celegory. See

Eources: Sen Diego Asseciation of Governmenls, Brie! Buide of Veblulsr Troiie Benerstion Reles kv the San Dlego Replon, July
1862; MuniFinendsl.

Teble 7.1 estmates the tdp demand for existing 2nd new developmest op the Town’s
system of street improvements. Total tnp demand is based on the top demand factors
calenlated in Table 7.0 and the gtowth estimates in Teble 2.1, As sbown i the tabie,
new development would represent about 40.) percent of toial trip demand.

MuniFincnool 3
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Pubht Fasbtier Fee S indy
@ Table 7.1: Trip Bemand From Existing and New Development
Trip Demand Exletlng Trlp Trlp Demand Totsl
Faclor Exlsting Growth Demeand _ From Growih Trp Demend
Residepfial
Single Family 10.36 6,710 4,520 69,485 46,808 116,291
Mult-family 8.28 1.730 1,170 14,332 9593 24,025
Sublotal ] 8,440 5,690 83,817 56,469 140,316
sidentlal
Commercisl 28.55 7,600 5,130 201,872 136,264 338,136
Difice © 2283 2,200 1,470 50,231 33,564 '83,785
Industrial B.28 1,000 57D B,258 5,533 13,781
Subtoiaf 40,800 7,270 280,362 175,361 435,722 ]
Tolal ' 344,179 231,850 576,038
Parcent of Total 50.7% 40.3% 100%

Soun=zs: Telea 2,9 and 7.0; MunlFinancial

The cost of streets and maffic fecilifes atmbuied o new development (Table 7.2) are
vsed to develop a Streets and Trmfhe Sipnals focility standard in Table 7.3, This
approach allows the town 1o use fee revenves only 1o those projects that add gew
fadlities and ptherwise expand capadities for new development and eschude projects that
upgde existing faciliies. This standerd calculates and existing equity per top that
becommes the standerd wsed in fee detenminston

MarFrronaal 32
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TJable 7.2: Streets & Traffic Facliltles Master Plan Cost Summary for New Development

Cosl
Sireeizy

ROW Cozis 1o widen SR 62 - Wast Town Boundary io Kichapoo Trall, 2.82 AC 3 1,346,408
Widen SR 62 1o 8 Lanes - Wesl Town Boundery lo Kickepoo Trall, 1.42 miles 2,277,500
ROW Cos!s o widen SR 62 - Kickapoo Trall to Acoma/Mohewh Trall, 1.32 AC 1,033,511
Widen SR 62 1o & Lanes - Kickepoo Trzil io Acoma/Mohewk Trell, 1.08 miles 1,707,750
ROW Cuosis lo widen SR 62 - Acoma/Mohawk Trall 1o SR 247, 1.83 AC 1,427,180
Widen SR 82 Io B Lanes - Acoma/Mohewk Trall o SR 247, 1.53 miles 2,361,150
ROW Cosis 1o widen SR 62 - SR 247 1o Hllon Avenve, 1.03 AC B0Z2,775
Widan SR 52 to 6 Lenes - SR 247 o Hiilon Avenue, 0.85 miles 1,336,500
ROW Cos!s to widen SR 62 - Hillon Avenue lo Avalon Avenue, 1.03 AC BDS,515
.. Widen SR 62 lo § Lanes - Hiton Avenue o Avelon Avenue, 0.85 miles 1,336,500
ROW Costs o widen SR 52 - Avaslon Avenue lo Yucca Mesz Road, 1.26 AG "7'0B4,829
Widen SR B2 lo & Lan=s - Avalon Avenue o Yucca Mesa Rozd, 1.04 miles 4,653,500
ROW Ceosls 10 widen SR 247 - Sisle Aoule 62 v San Juen Road, 1218 AC 2,804,775
Widen SR 247 io 4 Divided Lanes - Stals Ris. 62 lo San Juan Rd, 1.57 miles 12,322,412
ROW Cosis o widen SR 247 - Sen Juan Rd. 1o Buens Visla Dr., 12.98 AC 2,804,775
Widen SR 247 lo 4 Divided Lanes - Sen Juan Rd. io Buena Visia Dr., 1.57 miles 12,322,412
ROW Casl lo widsn SR 247 - Buena Vista Dr. to N. Town Boundery, 17.80 AC 4,093,913
Widan SR 247 Io 4 Divided Lanas - Buena Vista Dr. ta N. Town Bndry., 218 mL 13,543,200
viden Onage Trall, 4 Lane Arlerial Divided - Kickspoo Ti. jo Joshue Lana 7,437,150
Widen Yucea Trall, 4 Lens Arterial Divided - Sage Ava. to Avalon Avenue 5,BB3,5B4
Widsn Joshua Lene, 4 Lene Arlerlsl Divided - Onspa Tr. lo Stais Rouls 82 2,621,389
Widen/Construcl Camino del Clelp, 4 Lane Collecior - Onsgaz Tr. to Sunnyslope (2 Lenes) B51,941
Widen/Consiruct Sunnyslops Dr., 4 Lens Colizclor - Camino del Clelo to Ploneernown {2 L 1,185,400
Widen K0chapoo Trall, 4 Lena Collector - Oraga Trell 1o Si=le Rouls 82 387,318
widen Ploneenown Road, 4 Lene Collactor - Btsle Rle. 82 lo Sunnyslope Dilve 1,402,235
Widsn Acoma Trall, 4 Lene Collector - Goldan Bee Drive o Skie Rie. 82 3,372,726
Widen Sege Avenve, 4 Lane Colleclor - Golden Bee Drive fo Sisle Roule 62 3,321,726
Widen Joshue Lenz, 4 Lene Colleclor - Golden Bee Drive Ip Onapa Trall 2.085,4B5
wWiden La Conlents Road, 4 Lana Collsclor - Yucea Trell io Sisle Rovle 62 . 3,174,245
Widen Palormar Avenue, 4 Lane Collecior - Joshus Lane to Yucee Tesl 3,877,971
Widen Avalon Avenue, 4 Lanz Colleclos - Yuccs Trell io Stela Rouls 82 2,830,329
Widen Yuccs Tizll, 4 Lane Coleclor - Avalon Avenus 1o Yucta Mase Rosd 4,037,342
Widsn Onzge Trell, 4 Lane Colleclor - Joshua Lane I Palomar Avenue 2,883,479
Conslruct Onaga Trefl, 4 Lane Coflecior - Camine del Clelo to Kichapos Tisll 1,703,882
Widen Joshua Drive, 4 Lans Collaclor - Acbma Tiall lo Joshuse Lene 2,488,232
Widen Warren Visla Avenue, 2 Lens Collsclor - Yucea Trsh to Skeie Riz. 82 474,984
Widen Gelden Bee, 2 Lane Collsclor - Acoma Trsll o Joshua Lane 1,587,605
Widen Joshua Lane, 2 Lane Collecior - Golden Bee Drive 1o Waren Visls 783,305
Subloial - Streels - C 3 117,555,282
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Taeble 7.2: Streets & Traffic Faclliles Master Plan Cost Summary for New Developmeant

Cesi

Irafiic Ssfely
Ralsed Madlans on SR 62 - Wasl Tewn Boundery io Falwey Drive 3 810,000
Ralsed Medians on SR 62 - Falrway Drive lo Cemino del Clelo 1,114,000
Raleed Medienzs on SR 62 - Cam¥o dei Clzio 1o Kickzpoo Trail 1,114,000
Ralsed Medians on SR &2 - Kickapoo Trsll to Elk Tl 1,336,000
Raised Medsns on SR 62 - Charohee Trsll i Acome/Mohawk Traf 615,000
Rsised Medisns on SR 62 - Acama/Mohawk Tzl o Pelm Avanus 1,025,600
Raked Medlens on SR 82 - Pslm Avenue lo Sage Avenue 724,000
Raked Medians on SR 52 - SR 247 o Warten Visle Avenus 1,188,800
Ralsed Medlans on SR B2 - Wasren Viste Avenue to Hilion Avanue 508,000
Raked Mediens on SR B2 - Hillon Avenus 1o Bakss Avenes 640,000
Reksd Medlens on SR B2 - Baks Avenue o Avelon Avenus 1,178,000
Ralsed Medisns on SR 62 - Avalon Avenve lo indio Avenue 1,084,000
Raked Medlans on SR 82 - Indie Avenus ta Yucca Mess Rosd 1,126,000
Sidewelhs on both sides SR 62 - West Town Boundary lo Folrway Dr. 276,000
Sldzwslks on both sides SR 62 - Felnwey Drive o Ceming del Cleln 380,000
Sidewslks on both sidas SR 62 - Cemino del Clzlb io Kckapoo Trel) 3B0,000
Sidewslks on both sldss SR 62 - Kickapoo Trsil 1o Elk Trsll 456,000
Sidewsalks on both sides SR 62 - EX Trell o Cherobes Tral 130,000
Sldewslks on both sides SR 62 - Cherokes Trall to AcomaeMiohawk Tral 210,000
Sidewsks an both sldes SR 82 - Acoma/Mohewk Trell o Palm Avenue 350,000
Sidewabs on both sldes SR 62 - Pelm Avenbs {0 Ssga Avenve 378,800
Sidewalks pn bolh skdes 5R 82 - Saga Avenus o SR 247 370,000
SldewraMe on beth sides SR B2 - SR 247 1o Wanen Visie-Avenue 408,000
Sldewaks on both sldes SR 62 - Weren Visis Avsnue o Hilion Avenua 208,000
Sldewalks on both skdes SR 62 - Hilon Avenue to Balss Avenve 218,000
Shidewslks on bolh sldes SR 62 - Balse Avenue lo Avalon Avenva 402,000
Shdewalks on both sldes SR 62 - Avzlon Avenue lo Indls Avenue 373,000
Sidevwzlks on beth sides SR 62 - Indio Avenus o Yocss Mesa Rosd 384,000

Bubtols! - Tiefle Sefsty 3 17,676,000
e Stansls
Yuces Trall @ Joshua Lene 5 500,000
HwyS2/Camino Cielo 600,000
Hwy B2/52ge Avenue 500,000
Hwy 82Moshus Lens 500,000
Rwy 52/Yuvecca Mese Roadfis Conlenls Road 500,600
Yueoz TralVAvalon Avenue/Pelomar Avenus 500,000
Onage TrallArems Traid 504,000

Sublois]- Traffic Slgnels § 3,500,800
Total $ 128,631,202

Smreep: Town of Yeces Vallay, ExibS T, of e Seneral Plon EIR Trafiic Study prapered by Robert Kedm, Join Kabr & Assecholes, B335
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Table 7.3: Streets & Traific Facilities Standard
Cost

Planned Projecis

Sireet Improvements 5 117,555,292

Trafiic Salety 17,578,000

Traflic Signals 3,500,000

Total Slreets & Tiaific Faclliies 3 138,631,292

Less: Other Funding Sources (2004-2025)’ __ 4.015,000
Net Fscility Needs SR § 134,616,292-
Prejecied Trip Demand for Future Growth (2004-2025) 231,850
Slendard Per Trp 3 581

' Reprazents pariion o} Mensure | hunding svallsbls for reglonal krefiic projects. Estimeled st
§182,500 per yeal

Sources: Town ol Yuces Valley; Tables 7.1 snd 7.2; MunlFinancls]

The maximum justified fee for trafBc faclities is sbown in Table 7.4. The Town may
zdopt any fee vp to that shown in the table. If the Town adopts a Jower fee then it
should copsider reduciog the fee for esch land use by the same percestage This
2pproach wonld ensure that each sew developmest project frnds the same fair share of
costs to improve the Town’s system of soett improvements.

MuonFinenonl
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Table 7.4: Streets & Trafflc Faclliles Fess
Trip
Stendard Demand Fes/
Land Use PerTrp  Faclor Fee Admin' _Total Fee  Sq. FL

Residenilal

Single Femily 3 581 104 $ 6016 5 120 § 6,137

MultHzmily 581 8.3 4,813 95 4,808
Nog-residenilel

Commercizl 3 681 266 % 15433 3 g % 5741 § 1574

Offics - - - 581 22.8 13,266 265 13.531% 1383

Industris) E81 B.3 4,798 95 4,894 4.89
! Administration fe¢ of 2.0 percen]
Sowras: Tshlas 7.0 nnd 7.3; Munifinendal
MrmiFinamoo! 36
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8. IMPLEMENTATION

Programming Revenues and Projects with the CiP

The Tows CIP should be amended to identify fee reveone with specific projects. The
use of the CIP in this manner documents a reasonable r:lah'onship between new
development and the wse of those revenues.

The Tows may decide to alter the scope of the planoed projecis ar to substitute pew.
projects 25 Jong a5 those new projects continue to represent an expansion of the Towa's
fralives. 1f the tota) cost of fadlities varies from the total cost used as 2 basis for the
fres, the Town sbould consider revising the fees accordingly.

For the fve-year planniog pesod of the CIP, the Town should consider allocating
existing fund balances and projected fee revesne to spedfic projects. The Town can
hald funds in 2 project sccount for Jonger than five years i necessary 1o collect sufFGent
mdnies to complete a project.

ldentify Non-Fee Revenue Sources

The use of the method for calculating facility standards can identify revenve Deficiendies
attobutsble 1o the existing service population. As fees are oaly imposed under the Act
10 fond new development’s fair portion of fedlities, the Town should coosider bow
Defioendes might be supplemented through the nse of alternative fuoding sources.
Potential sources of revenue include existing or new general fund revenues or the use of
existing of pew taxes. Any new tex would require two-thirds voter approval, while pew
assessmments or propesty-related charges would require majodty property-owner
appraval.

inflation Adjustment

Appropaste inflabon indexes should be ideatified in a fee ordinance including 20~
sutpmatc edjustment to the fee anoually. Separate indexes for Jand and constroction
costs should be nsed. Calonlabing the land cost index may reguire the perdodic use of 2
properyy appraiser. The construction cost index can be based on the Town’s tecent
capital project expedence or can he taken from any seputable source, soch as the
Engineering news Record. To calenlate prospective fee increases, each index should be
weighed against jts shate of total plaaoed facility costs represented by land ar
constnicbon, as approprate.

Reporling Requirements

The Town should comply with the anoval 208 five-year Teporting requirements of the
AcL For facilities to be funded by 2 combination of public fees and otber revenues,
1dentihcation of the sowrce and amount of these pon-fee revesves Is essential.

MunFinannal 37
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Idesnficabon of the timing of receipt of other revenues to fund the facilities is also
important.
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9. MIMGATION FEE ACT FINDINGS

Fees are assessed and typically paid when a building permit is issved and imposed on
new development projects by Jocal agendies responsible for regulating land use (cies
and counties). To guide the imposition of facilities fees, the California State Legislatore
adopted the Act with Assershly Bill 1600 in 1987 and subsequent amendments. The
Act, contaioed in Californis Gevernment Code §§66000 — 66025, establishes requirernents op
local agendies for the impositon and administration of fees. The Act requires Jocal
agenaies to document five starutory findings when 2dopring fees. -

The fve findings in the Act required for adoption of the maximum justified fees
documented in this report are 1) Purpose of fee, 2) Use of fee Revenues, 3) Benehit
Relationship, 4) Burden Relationship, and 5) Proportionality. They are each discussed
below and are supported throughout the rest of this report.

*  ldeniify she purpose of the fee (f 66001 fa)(1) of the Axi).

We understand that it is the policy of the Town that new development will not buiden
the existing service population with the cost of fadlities required to zccommodate
growth. The purpose of the fees proposed by this report is to implement this policy by
providing 2 funding source from new development for capital improvements to serve
that development. The fees advance 2 legitimate Town interest by enabling the Town to
provide municipal services to new development.

*  Identtfy she use fo which the fees will be put. If the use is finonoing facikities, the forilitier sholl be
identified. That identificolion may, but peed not, be mode by referense jo a eapitol improvement
Plan as sprcifed in (65403 or [66002, may be mode in apphicable generol or specific plon
rguirements, or may b made in other public documenis that identify tbe facibities for which ibe
Jees are chorged (F66001 (a)(2) of 1he Ar).

Fees proposed in this report, if enacted by the Town, would be svaileble to fund
expanded faciliies to serve pew development. Facilities funded by these fees are
designated to be Jocated within the Town. Fees addressed in this report have been
identified by the Town to be sestrcted to funding the following faality categodes:
General facbibies, Pack facilites, Trails facilites, Storm Dirain facilities, and Streets and
Traffic Signals.

ManiFinancal 3%
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Summary descripions of the planned faciliSes such s size and cost estimates were
prowided by the Town and are included in Chapters 4 through B of this report. More
thorough descoptions of certin planped facilifies, incloding their specific location, if
koown at this tme, are induded in master plans, capital improversent plans, or other
Town plenning documents or are available from Town staff. The Town may change the
list of planned faclities to meet changing needs and droumstances, as it deems pecessary.
The fees should be vpdated if these amendments result in 2 Significant change in the fir
share cost allocated to new development.

Planped faclities to be funded by the fees are descobed in the faghtier, Inventones, Plans
and stondards sections ln each laclily category chaptes.

o Determine the reatonable relotionibip betueen the feer' we ond the type of development
project on wbich the fees ave inmpased (§66001 (a)(3) of the Ar).

We expect that the Town will restrict fee revenue to the 2equisition of had, constrochon
of [nclities 2nd ‘buildings, aod purchase of related equipment, famishings, vehicles, and
services used to serve niew development Fadlities fanded by the fees are expected 1o
provide 8 Town-wide network of fedlities accessible 1o the additional residents and
workers associated with pew development. Under the Act, fees are not intended 10 fund
planoed faclites needed to correct existing Defidendes. Thus, a reasonable relztionship
can be shown berween the use of fee reverme and the new developmest residential snd

nop-residential use chassificstions thot will pey the fees.

*  Determine the rearonable relationship beiwern the need for the public fochties and the types
of deselgpment on which the fees orv imposed (f66001(a)4) of the Aui)

Fadlities need is based on 2 faclity standard that represents the demand generated by
pew development for those fadlides. Fadlities demand is determined as follows:

0 The service population is established based vpon the number of
residents and workers, which correlates to the demand for General
faclives, Park fadlities and Touls facilities;

0 Storm water peaemtion is directly related 10 the impervious susface
ares of 2 pew development aod is Jinked to the onmber of EDUs
and copesponds to an increased demand for Storm Drmin facilities;

0 The number nf vehicular tps geaerzted pes use dlassification
determmines Strects and Trzfbe Signals Iscilives demand.

MreniFinonaal {0
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For each [aalty category, demand is messured by = single fadlity standard that can be
applied scross land use iypes to ensure 2 reasnnable relationship to the type of
development. Service population standards are calculated based upoo the number of
residents assodated with residential development and the pumber of workers assodated
with poo-sesidential developmesnt. To calrulste a siogle, per capita standard, onc worker
1s weiphted Jess than ope resident besed oo an analysis of the relative use demand
between residential and poo-residential development. For Stozm Drain facilities, faabty
standards are based oo the impervious surface arez of 2 development and linked to the
oumber of EDUs as compared 10 one single-family dwelling unit.

The standards used to identify growth peeds are also used to determine if planned
facllities will partially serve the existing service population by cooecting existing
Debcienges. This approach eosures that new development will only be responsible for
3ts fair share of planped fadlities, and that the fees will not unfairly burden new
development with the cost of faalities assodated with serving the existing service
population.

Chapter 3 Grosith Projections provides 2 description of how service populstion and growth
projecbions are calculated. Facllity standards are descubed in the Fodkties, Inventorses,
Plans opd rondasds sectiops of 1o each faclity category chapter.

*  Deterroine bow then it o reasonoble relotiontship betwren the  Jees amount ond the mst of the
Jookpes ar portion of thr facihinies attributohle 1o the deselopment o which the  fez 13 fngpased
{J66007 (B} of the Aci).

The reasonable relationship between each fadlities fee for a speabe new development
pmject and the cost of the faclities attibutable to thet project is based on the estimated
new development growth the project will accommodate. Fees for 2 specific project are
based on the project’s size or increases in the pumber of EDUs or vehicle tops. Larper
new development projects can resultin a higher service population, larger impervious
surface areas, or a.higher tip groeration rate.resulting io higher fee revenue thap smaller
projects 1o the sere Jand use dessification. Thus, the fecs can cosure 2. reasonable
relationship between a speciBec pew development project and the cost of the faclitics
attobutable to thet project.

Sec Chapter 3, Growth Projections, or the seniie populabion, Eguivolent Dwelling Unit or Trip Rate
Adputment Focior sectiops io each fility clegory chapter for 2 descripting of bow
service population, EDUs or Top Rate Adjustment Factors are determined for different
types of land vses. See the Fez Schedn/r section of cach facility category chapter for a
presentation of the proposed facilities fees.
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ATTACHMENT “B”
ADDITIONAL FINDINGS

GENERAL FACILITIES: Additional Fiodings

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 Community Development/Public
Works Complex. Specifically, these include the areas of Town Hall, Library,
Community Center, Museum, California 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 1o 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 esiablish 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
identified in Table 3.3.
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PARK FACILITIES: Additional Findings

Purpose:
The purpose of this fee is to 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 accommadate the needs of projected new

growth and development in the Town.

Use of Fee Revenues:
The revenue 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 Relationship:
The new residential development which is anticipated to occur dunng the planning period

will generate significant 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 projecied growth from new
development which will be occurning 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 Jevels. Growth from new development will
require adding five acres of new park facilities per 1,000 population to accommodaie
such growth and to maintain current service Jevels. Further, the new facilities will
enhance the community’s quality of live and living environment 1o the benefit of all its

cifizens.

Proportionality:

Chapter 4 of the Drafi Study, including Tables 4.0, 471, 4.2, 4.3, 4.4, and 4.5, identify the
methedology and basis for calcnlating 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.

Development Impoct Fee Resolution Pope 13 of iB

P.1p9e



TRATLS FACILITIES: Additional 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 10 serve new

development. The continued implementation of the trails system will further encourage
the use of this alternative transportation mode consistent with the General Plan's stated

goals and objectives.

Bemnefit Relationship:
The projected residential development which is anticipated 1o occur during the planning

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

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

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

Proportionsality:
Chapier 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.
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STORM DRAIN FACILITIES: Additiopal Findings

Purpose:

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

needs of projected new growth and development in the Town.

Use of Fee Revenues:
The revenue generated from this fee will be used 1o purchase land and develop new storm

drain facilities within the Town of Yucca Valley pursuant to the goals and abjectives of
such facilities contained 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

to occur during the planning period will generate significant need to improve and expand
the Town’s storm drain office. This fee will be used 1o finance such improvemenis and
additions. These new storm drain facilities wil] be needed in order to 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 basss.

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 facilities as 1dentifted m Table 6.4
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STREETS AND TRAFFIC: Additions] Findings

Purpose:
Chapter 7 summarizes an analysis of the need for streets and related transportation

facilities to accommodate growih within the Town of Yucca Valley. It documenis a
reasonable relahonship 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 construction of those improvements 1o the Town’s street facilities

as identified in Chapter 7.

Use of Fee Revenues:
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
lo augment the Town’s cuirent street systemn 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

during the planning period and to build out will generate significant additional traffic and
the need to improve and expand the Town’s streel facility system. The fee will be used to
provide for those capacity improvements and traffic and pedestrian safety improvements

required by growth projections to maintain existing levels 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 generaie additional traffic, which will create an incremental
need to 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 atinibutable to new development including residential,
commercial, office, and industnal. 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: $9,081 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.

3,001 t0 5,000 sq. ft.  $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. Ft.

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

{Table 3.1 General Facllities Existing Standard

IExisling Facilities Inventory Cost / Unit Total Value
iLand {Acrss)
i Public Works Complex 16 20,000 § 32,000
18urfdmgs {so-A)
Town HallALibrary 12640 § 200 § 2,528,000
Community Cenier 11,922 250 § 2,880,500
Museum 5,108 200 % 1,021 800
Corp. Yard Operations 9623 - 200 § 1,924 600
Animal Shelter (Fulure)* 10,000 150 § 1,600,000
(Total Facilities ; 3,986,700
iExisting Sewice Population ' 15,840
iCost Per Capita $ 503
.Facshty Standard per Resident ] 503
103

’Facmly Standasd per Worker

{2 Animai Shefter costs applisd to residential vsers only

‘Table 3.2: New Development Contribution

;Facﬂﬁy Standard per Resident 5 503
iGrowih in Residents (2005-2025) 15,470
;Facxhiy Standard per Worker 103
iGrowth in Workers (2005-2025) 4,000

b 8,199 009

‘New Develapment Contribution
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"Table 3.3: General Faclilties Fee

- Standard Fee/

iLanil Use Per EDV Denslty Fee Admin Total Fee  Sq-fi

{RESIDENTIAL {per dwslling unit)

. Single Family § 503 229 ¥ 11582 $ 2 F11m

i Mulli Family 503 1.77 830 22 913

5NON-RESIDENT IAL (per 1,000 square feet building area)

- Commercisl § 103 2580 § 268 § B § 264 § 026
Office i8] 3.33 343 9 352 0.35
Industrial 103 1.67 172 4 176 0.18
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ATTACHMENT B
STORM DRAIN FACILITIES

i
t

ITable 6.2: Storm Draln Facllities Standard

{2004 Cosis)
|Detained Flood Conirol System Projecied Cost $ 102,016,000
{Cost Escalator 121%
gEscaialed Detained Flood Conirel Sysiem Cost 123,439,360
iFacilities Standard Cost Allocation: 50% § 61,719,680
TTotel EDUs (2025) 24382
2531

{Equity Per EDU g

¥

‘Table 6.3: Development Share of Storm Drain Facilities

f
IFacility Standard Per EDU 3 2531
iGrowih in EDUs (2005-2025) 9,813
INew Development Contribution 3 24,840,260
ITabls 6.4: Storm Drain Facliity Fees )
Standard EDU Fee/
!Las‘ad Use Per»EE)U Facior Fes Admin Total Fee Sg-fi
iRESIDENTIAL (per dwelling unit)

Single Femily  § 2531 1.00 I 253 5 10 $ 2632
: Mulli Family 2531 050 1,266 51 1,316
WON»RESIDENH&L {per 1,000 square feet building area)
: Commercial § 253 0.66 ¥ 15670 $ b7 § 1737 § 1.74
- Ofiice 2531 0.6 1,746 70 1816 1.82
* Industrial 2,531 0.46 1,164 47 1211 1.21
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ATTACHMENT C
STREETS AND TRAFFIC

r

!

;Table 1.2: Sweets 3 Trafilc Faclities Master Plan Cost Summary for New Development

Cost

ROW Costs to widen SR 62 - Wes! Town Boundary jo Kickapoo Trail, 2.69 AC 3 1346406
Widen SR 62 o 6 Lanes - West Town Boundary to Kickapoo Trail, 1.42 miles 2777 500
{ROW Casts to widen SR B2 - Kickapoo Trail 1o AcomafMahawk Treil, 1.32 AC 1,033,511
tWiden SR 6210 b Lanes - iGckapoo Trail to Acoma/Mohawk Trail, 1.03 mites 1,707,750
ROW Casts 1o widen SR B2 - Acoma/Mohawk Trail o SR 247, 1.83 AC 1,427 190
Widen SR 6210 6 Lanes - Acoma/Mohawic Trail to SR 247, 1.51 miles 2361 150
ROW Casts to widen SR 62 - SR 247 1o Hillon Avenug, 1.03 AC BO2,775
Widen SR E210 E Lanss - SR 247 1o Hillon Avenue, 0.85 miles 1,336 500
iROW Costs 1o widen SR 62 - Rilton Avenus ta Avalon Avenue, 1.03 AC 806 575
Widen SR 62 10 b Lenes - Hillon Avenue to Avalon Avenue, 0.85 miles 1 336,500
ROW Cosis 1o widen SR 62 - Avalon Avenue 1o Yueca Masa Road, 1.26 AC 984 629
Viden SR 6210 6 Lanes - Avalon Avenue 1o Yuccs Mesa Ruad, 1.04 miles 1,633,500
ROW Casts to widen SR 247 - SR B2 to San Juan Road, 12.19 AC 2804775
Widen SR 247 1o 4 Divided Lanss - SR 62 to San Juan Rosd, 1.57 miles 3,140,000
ROW Costs to widen SR 247 - San Juan Road to Buena Vista Drive, 12.13 AC 2804775
Widen SR 247 10 4 Dhvided | anes - San Juan Road to Buena Yista Drive, 1.57 miles 3,140,000
ROW Cost 1o widen SR 247 - Busna Visia Drive 1o N. Town Boundary, 17.80 AC 4,093,113
Widen SR 247 o 4 Divided Lanes - Busna Visia Drive to N. Town Boundary, 2.16 miles 4,320,000
Widsn Onags Trail, 4 Lene Asierial Divided - Kickapoo Treil 1o Joshua Lane 7 A37 150
Widen Yucca Treil, 4 Lane Arterial Divided - Sage Avenue 1o Avelon Avenve 5 ,Be3 584
Widen Joshuz Lane, 4 Lane Arlerial Divided - Onegz Trail io SR 52 2521 388
VWiden Kickapoo Trail, 4 Lans Collacior - Onaga Treil 1o SR 62 387 318
Widsn Acoms Trsil, 4 Lane Collsclor - Golden Bee Drive 1o SR 62 3327726
‘Widen Sags Avenue, 4 Lene Collscior - Golden Bee Drive in SR 62 3337 7%
{Widen Joshua Lane, 4 Lane Collector - Golden Bee Drive {0 Onaga Trail 2065 485
Widen La Conlenla Road, 4 Lana Collector - Yucca Trail 1o SR 62 3,174 245
Widsn Pslomsr Avenue, 4 Lans Collector - Joshus Lane to Yucca Trsil 35977 871
iWiden Avslon Avenue, 4 Lane Collecior - Yuccs Tzl 1o SR 62 25930329
Widen Yucca Trsil, 4 Lane Collector - Avalon Avenue to Yucce Mesa Road 4 037 342
YWiden Orage Trail, 4 Lane Collector - Joshua Lane io Pzlomar Avenue 2.583,479
Widen Joshua Driva, 4 Lane Collecior - Acoma Trail 1o Joshua Lane 2485232
Widon Warron LActs Amvonwo, D Lone Pollociar Yuceo Trail 1o €A 62 A7 4,064
Widen Joshua Lans, 2 Lane Collsctor - Golden Bee Drive 10 Warren Visla Drive 793,406
Widen Sage Avenue, 4 Lane Collector - SR 62 to Sunnyslope Drive 1,147 452
Widen Deer Trail, 4 Lene Collecior - Onaga Trail to SR 62 1032743
Widen Balsa Avenue, 4 Lane Colleclor - Yucea Trail io SR 62 1,338,740
:Widen Yucca Mesa Road, 4 Lane Collector- SR 62 1o N. Town Boundary 4 360 469
{Widen Buena Vists Drive, 4 Lane Collecior - SR 247 10 Yucca Mesa Rosd 65,196 455
iConsiruct Sunnyslope Drive, 4 Lene Collsctor - Balsa Avenus to Le Contenta Road 3,858 B74
4 78 468

?Cons!ruct Indic Avanue, 2 Lene Industrisl - Yucea Trsil 1o SR 52

Pp104
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iTable 72: Streets & Traffic Facilities Mastar Plan Cost Summary for New Development

iTraffic Safety

i Raised Medisns on SR 62 - West Town Boundary 1o Fairway Drive t3

i Reised Medians on SR B2 - Camina del Cielo to Kickapoo Trail )

{Raised Medisns on SR B2 - Cherakes Trail o Acoma/Mohawk Trail %

‘Raised Medians on SR B2 - Palm Avenue Io Sage Avenus $

‘Raised Medians op SR 62 - SR 247 1o Warren Visla Avenus $

:Reised Medians on SR B2 - Wanen Visla Avenue 1o Hillon Avenue $

‘Raissd Medins on SR 62 - Hiltlon Avenue to Balsa Avenus 3

tRaised Medisns on SR 62 - Balsa Avenue fo Avelon Avenue §

‘Raised Madians on SR 62 - Indio Avenue 1o Yucca Mesa Road §
iSidewalks on both sides SR 62 - West Town boundary 1o F siway Drive § 276000
-Sidewalks on both sides SR 52 - Fairway Drive 1o Camino del Cielo § 380,000
§ 380,000

§

§

]

]

)

]

§

§

$

5

g

§

Cost
810,000
1,114,000
6516 00D
794,000
1,188,000
608,000
540,000
1,178,000
1,126,000

'Sidewalks on both sides SR 62 - Camino del Cielo o Kickapao Trsil

:Sidewslks on both sides SR A2 - Kickapoo Tiail 1o Elk Trail 456 000
:Sidewalks on both sides SR 62 - Ebk Trail o Cherakee Trail 130,000
:Sidewslks on both sides SR B2 - Cherokse Trail to AcemafMohawk Trail 210,000
;Sidewalks on both sides SR 62 - Acoma/Mohawk Treil 1o Palm Avenue 350,000
:Sidewalks on both sides SR 52 - Palm Avenus ta Sage Avenus 378,000
iSidewslks on both sides SR 62 - Sage Avenue 1o SR 247 370,600
:Sidewalks on both sides SR 62 - SR 247 to Warren Visla Avenue 408 000
‘Sidewalks an beth sides SR 52 - Warren Visla Avenue 16 Hilton Avenue 208,000
"_Sidawalks on both sides SR 52 - Hillon Avenue 1o Balsa Avenue 218,000
:Sidewalks on both sides SR 62 - Balsa Avenue to Avalon Avenue 402 600
'Sidewslks on balh sides SR 62 - Avalon Avenue 1o Indio Avanue 373,000
‘Sidewslks on both sides SR 62 - Indio Avenue 1o Yucca Mess Road 384,000

Subtoial - Traffic Sefety § 13,007 000

[Li=flic Signals Cost
Yucea Trail @ Joshua Lana § 500000
‘BR B2/Camino del Cislo § 500,000
SR 62/Sage Avenue § 500000
‘SR B2/lpshua Lane . $ 500000
iSR 62/Yucca Mesa Road/La Conisnta Road : $ 500,000
Yures Teaill/Avalan Avenue/Palnmer Avenue §__ANN00M.
;8§ 500000

iOnaga Trail/Acoma Trail
Subtotal - Traffic Signsls § 3,500,000

TOTAL: $16,507,000
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?Table 7.3: Streets & Trafflc Facilities Standard

iPIanned Projecis

; Strest Improvements 3 106,029,446
Traffic Safety 13,007,000
Traffic Signals 3 500,000
gTmal Streels & Traffic Facilities $  122335,446
!Less: Other Funding Sources 2004-2025 (4,015,000
ENeI Facility Needs ¥ 11BA21 446
Development Share: ~ 40% 47 A0B 578
;Projected Trips Demand for Fu[l..;re Growth 231,860
5 204

?Standard Per Trip

‘Table 7.4: Streets & Traffic Facility Fees

Trip
: Standard Bemand Fee/
iLand Use Per Trip Factor Fee Admin Total Fee  Sq-ft
IRESIDENTIAL {per dwelling unif)
Single Family 5 204 10.4 § 21 & 120 $ 27242
Multi Family 204 8.3 1,693 96 1,789
INON-RE SIDENTIAL {per 1,000 square feet building area)
. Commercial 5 204 65 § 5426 § 308 § 5734 § 573
Ofiice 204 228 4 p51 264 4915 491
Indusirial 204 8.3 1693 96 1,789 1.79
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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. 11-46 was duly and regularly adopted by the Town Council of
the Town of Yucca Valley, California, at a meeting thereof held on the 18" day of October |
2011, by the following vote:

AYES: Council Members Abel, Lombardo, and Mayor Huntingion
NOES: Council Member Hagerman and Rowe
ABSTAIN: None

ABSENT: None

J
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