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Winters City Council Meeting
City Council Chambers

318 First Street

Tuesday, Novembers, 2018

Members of the City Council

Bill Biasi. Mayor
Wade Cowan. Mayor Pro-Tempore
Harold Anderson

Jesse Loren

Pierre Neu

John W. Donlevy, Jf ■ Oity Manager
Ethan Walsh. City Attorney

Tracy Jensen. City Clerk

5:30 p.m. - Executive Session

AGENDA

Safe Harbor for Closed Session - Pursuant to Government Code Section

54954.5

Pursuant to Government Code Section 54957 - Public Employee Performance
Evaluation - City Manager

6:30 p.m. - Regular Sessiori

AGENDA

PLEASE NOTE - The numerical order of items on this agenda is for convenience of
reference. Items may be taken out of order upon request of the Mayor or
Councilmembers. Public comments time may be limited and speakers will be
asked to state their name.

Roll Call

Pledge of Allegiance

Approval of Agenda
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COUNCIUSTAFF COMMENTS

PUBLIC COMMENTS

At this time, any member of the public may address the City Council on matters,
which are n^ listed on this agenda. Citizens should reserve their comments for
matter listed on this agenda at the time the item is considered by the Council. An
exception is made for members of the public for whom it would create a hardship
to stay until their item is heard. Those individuals may address the item after the
public has spoken on issues that are not listed on the agenda. Presentations
may be limited to accommodate all speakers within the time available. Public
comments may also be continued to later in the meeting should the time allotted
for public comment expire.

CONSENT CALENDAR

All matters listed under the consent calendar are considered routine and non-

controversial, require no discussion and are expected to have unanimous
Council support and may be enacted by the City Council in one motion in the
form listed below. There will be no separate discussion of these items.
However, before the City Council votes on the motion to adopt, members of the
City Council, staff, or the public may request that specific items be removed from
the Consent Calendar for separate discussion and action. Items(s) removed will
be discussed later in the meeting as time permits.

A. Minutes of the Regular Meeting of the Winters City Council Held on
Tuesday, October 16, 2018 (pp5-12)

B. Waste Management Contract - Second Amendment to Include
Overage Charges and Contamination Fee (pp. 13-18)

C. Sacramento Yolo Mosquito & Vector Control District Report by City
of Winters Representative Gar House (pp. 19)

D. Budget Adjustment for Recycling Grant Funds (pp. 20-21)
E. Approve Agreement for HOME Administrative Subcontractor

Services for the Blue Mountain Terrace Senior Apartments Project
(pp. 22-24)

F. Claim Against the City of Winters - Erica Jackson (pp. 25-35)
G. Approval of the Image Trend Report Management Software for the

Winters Fire Department (pp. 36-65)
H. Resolution 2018-66, a Resolution of the City Council of the City of

Winters Accepting a Grant Deed for a Ten Foot Public Utility
Easement for Olive Grove Phase 1 Map #5066 (pp. 66-71)

I. Resolution 2018-63, a Resolution of the City Council of the City of
Winters Consenting to Accept an Irrevocable Offer of Dedication
(lOD) of Right of Way and Public Utility Easement for the Callahan
Estates Phase 1 Final Map #4508 (pp. 72-74)

J. Resolution 2018-67, a Resolution of the City Council of the City of
Winters Accepting a Grant Deed to Create and Convey a Parcel to
the City from Domus GP, LLC - Blue Mountain Terrace (pp. 75-82)

City of Winters
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PRESENTATIONS

None

DISCUSSION ITEMS

1. Continued Public Hearing for the Proposed Update of the City of
Winters 2003 Development Impact Fees Nexus Study (Continued
from 10/16/18) (pp. 83-155)

2. Circulation Master Plan (pp. 156-197)
3. Waste Management Rate Increase for Tipping Fee (pp. 198-208)
4. Resolution 2018-65, a Resolution of the City Council of the City of

Winters Establishing the Schedule of Fines and Penalties for Traffic
and Parking Violations; (pp. 209-214) and
Introduction and Waive the First Reading of Ordinance 2018-07, an
Ordinance of the City Council of the City of Winters Amending the
Winters Municipal Code Regarding Administration and Enforcement
of Parking Violations and Citations (pp. 215-221)

CITY OF WINTERS AS SUCCESSOR AGENCY TO THE WINTERS

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT AGENCY

1. None

CITY MANAGER REPORT

INFORMATION ONLY

ADJOURNMENT

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing agenda for the November 6,
2018 regular meeting of the Winters City Council was posted on the City of
Winters website at www.citvofwinters.orq and Councilmembers were notified via

e-mail of its' availability. A copy of the foregoing agenda was also posted on the
outside public bulletin board at City Hall, 318 First Street on November 1, 2018,
and made available to the public during normal business hours.

Tracy S. Jensen, (ufy Clerk

City of Winters
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Questions about this agenda - Please call the City Clerk's OfTice (530) 704-6702.
Agendas and staff reports are available on the city web page at
www, citvofwinters. orp/administrative/admin council, htm

General Notes: Meeting facilities are accessible to persons with disabilities. To
arrange aid or services to modify or accommodate persons with disability to
participate in a public meeting, contact the City Clerk.

Staff recommendations are guidelines to the City Council. On any item, the
Council may take action, which varies from that recommended by staff.

The city does not transcribe its proceedings. Anyone who desires a verbatim
record of this meeting should arrange for attendance by a court reporter or for
other acceptable means of recordation. Such arrangements will be at the sole
expense of the individual requesting the recordation.

How to obtain City Council Agendas and Agenda Packets:

View on the internet: www, citvofwinters. ora/administrative/admin council, htm

Any attachments to the agenda that are not available online may be viewed at
the City Clerk's Office or locations where the hard copy packet is available.

Email Subscription: You may contact the City Clerk's Office to be placed on the
list. An agenda summary is printed in the Winters Express newspaper.

City Council agenda packets are available for review or copying at the following
locations:

City Hall - Finance Office -318 First Street

City Council meetings are streamed and can be viewed live at
http://www. citvofwinters. ora/live-citv-council-meetinas/. A recording of any
streamed City Council meeting can be viewed at a later date at
http./Zwww. citvofwinters. ora/citv-council-meetina-recordinas/.

City of Winters
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Minutes of the Regular Meeting of the Winters City Council
Held on October 16, 2018

Mayor Bill Biasi called the meeting to order at 6:30 p.m.

Present: Council Members Harold Anderson, Jesse Loren, Pierre Neu,
Mayor Bill Biasi

Absent: Council Member Wade Cowan

Staff: City Manager John W. Donlevy Jr., City Attorney Ethan Walsh,
Economic Development/Housing Programs Manager Dan Maguire,
Public Works Superintendent Eric Lucero, Environmental Services
Manager Carol Scianna, and City Clerk Tracy Jensen.

Supervisor Don Saylor led the Pledge of Allegiance.

Approval of Agenda: City Manager Donlevy reported no changes to the agenda.
Motion by Council Member Neu, second by Council Member Loren to approve
the agenda as presented. Motion carried with the following vote:

AYES: Council Members Anderson, Loren, Neu, Mayor Biasi
NOES: None

ABSENT: Council Member Cowan

ABSTAIN: None

COUNCIL/STAFF COMMENTS

PUBLIC COMMENTS: Terry Ostovar, 743 Main Street, resides at the end of
Main Street adjacent to the new pump station and requested a modification along
her property to have the wall that surrounds the pump station be lowered to the
same height as the existing wall. As her home is most impacted by this wall, she
would appreciate Council's consideration and accommodation.

Sajit Singh, 829 8'^ Street, Williams, is a Planning Commissioner and a trustee at
Sacramento Valley Museum who has visited Winters and likes how balanced it
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is. The downtown is a vibrant, walkable, and enjoyable space and he would like
Williams to emulate Winters.

Kate Laddish, 400 Morgan Street, voiced her appreciation for the pool being
open for adult lap swimmers through the month of October and expressed her
ongoing enthusiasm for this wonderful resource we have.

Fire Chief Art Mendoza gave a brief update on the vegetation fire that occurred
on Monday afternoon in the creek behind Liwai Village Court. Dixon Fire
provided mutual aid and Cal Fire land crews and neighboring agencies were also
called in when the wind picked up that evening. 25-30 acres were burned, no
structures were involved, and the cause of the fire was determined to be
mechanical.

Valerie Whitworth, 108 Liwai Village Ct., commended Fire Captain Art Mendoza
and City personnel for stopping the fast-moving fire that occurred behind her
home yesterday.

CONSENT CALENDAR

A. Minutes of the Regular Meeting of the Winters City Council Held on
Tuesday, October 2, 2018

B. Resolution 2018-58, a Resolution of the City Council of the City of
Winters Approving the Public Improvement Agreement and
Accepting Two Grant Deeds for Public Utility Easements for the
Winters Healthcare Project

C. Special Events Permit Application for the Harvest Festival
Sponsored by the Winters Chamber of Commerce on Friday,
October 26*'^

D. Resolution 2018-60, a Resolution of the City Council of the City of
Winters Accepting the Award of a Cal Fire Grant for Golden Bear
Pre-Planning

E. Request for Seed Money for Winters Community Dinner
F. APS Environmental Contract for Sewer Line CCTV Inspections
G. Climate Resiliency- Community Dialogue
H. General Plan Reports and Updates

City Manager Donlevy gave a brief overview. For Item F. the inspections will
occur within five divided areas of the City. For Item G, Carol has brought in
community members to participate in this community dialogue. For Item H, over
a 10-month period beginning in February, each element of the General Plan will
be brought before Council for review.

Council Member Anderson recused himself from Item C due to a proximity
conflict.

City of Winters
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For Item E, Marie Heilman said the Winters Community Dinner is the opportunity
to give back to those most in need, including seniors, shut-ins, and those who
are home alone. Marie thanked Council for the seed money and said she is
always looking for volunteers to help on Thanksgiving Day.

Motion by Council Member Loren, second by Council Member Neu to approve
the Consent Calendar, excluding Item C. Motion carried with the following vote:

AYES: Council Members Anderson, Loren, Neu, Mayor Biasi
NOES: None

ABSENT: Council Member Cowan

ABSTAIN: None

Motion by Council Member Loren, second by Council Member Neu to approve
Consent Item C. Motion carried with the following vote:

AYES: Council Members Loren, Neu, and Mayor Biasi
NOES: None

ABSENT: Council Member Cowan

ABSTAIN: Council Member Anderson

PRESENTATIONS

Amy Williams, the Stewardship Program Manager for Putah Creek Council's One
Creek Restoration Internship Program, gave a power point presentation and
spoke about this summer's internship program, funded in part by a donation from
the Winters Hispanic Advisory Committee. This program offers experiential
internships to high school and college-age students, with a special focus in
Winters, and provides a door to the field of watershed protection and
environmental restoration. Some of the project sites included Lake Solano Park,
Winters Nature Park Extension, Putah Creek Mitigation Site, South Form
Preserve and DC Davis Riparian Reserve. Intern Francisco Guzman then gave
his perspective of what skills he gained from participating in the program,
including nursery management, trail maintenance, plant identification, removal of
invasive species and leadership abilities.

Mayor Biasi thanked all the students who participated in creating the mural at
Lorenzo's Market that depicts the Winters community, read aloud the
proclamation, and presented proclamations to Lauren Gomez and Amanda
Reynolds, the WHS students who were present at the meeting. WHS Art teacher
Kate Humphrey thanked Valerie Whitworth for getting the project started and
recognized Lauren Gomez, the founder of the new Art Club at WHS and a
possible moralist for their next project site. The group is always looking for

City of Winters
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resources and people to become involved. Valerie also recognized hard-working
volunteer Rob Coman and said he deserves a proclamation of his own!

Eric Lucero, Public Works Superintendent, gave a power point presentation
about the City's accessibility transition plan, which saw the 18/19 and 19/20
budget doubled from $7,000 to $15,000 at the request of Council and the City
Manager. Eric then reviewed a list of completed and future sidewalk and ramp
improvements that included costs for material, equipment and labor. Eric also
provided an SB1 3-year project list (2017-2020) that included current and future
ramp, sidewalk and curb repairs and road maintenance. Mayor Biasi thanked
Eric and the entire public works crew for their good work and encouraged them to
keep it up. Accessible sidewalks have been brought up by several people and
the senior services plan includes accessibility. City Manager Donlevy gave Eric
and his crew a lot of credit for getting so much accomplished on such a meager
budget. Council Member Loren also expressed her gratitude for all the work that
has been done.

DISCUSSION ITEMS

1. Rescheduling of the Public Hearing for the Proposed Update of the
City of Winters 2003 Development Impact Fees Nexus Study (Open
and Continue to 11/6)

Mayor Biasi said this item has been continued to the November 6*^ City Council
meeting.

2. Sheila Allen, Report on Senior Services

Economic Development and Housing Manager Dan Maguire gave a brief
overview and presented Sheila Allen, who was contracted through an
Intergovernmental Agreement with Yolo County for recommendations to create
sustainable senior services and programming. Sheila performed outreach into
the senior community and interviewed 23 individuals, including representatives
from three Winters senior groups, AARP, and Supervisor Don Saylor. She also
distributed surveys for broader community input and received 137 surveys and
broke it down into services and programs. Safe streets and sidewalks were of
great concern, but the need for a senior center and transportation were identified
as the most important needs. Sheila has prepared a Senior Resource Guide
especially for Winters in English and Spanish, which can be found on the City's
website with hard copies at City Hall. Sheila's recommendations include;
starting a commission on aging, advisory to the City Council and the City
Manager that would give Winters a countywide voice; a community/senior center,
with a paid bilingual coordinator and support staff; services and educational

City of Winters
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opportunities provided by non-profits and County organizations; additional
transportation options; safe roads and sidewalks; safe and direct walking
passage across Grant Avenue to grocery store; benefit from on-going older adult
planning and age friendly network of communities as the groundwork has already
been laid and significant data has been collected.

Council Member Neu thanked Sheila for a thorough report. Council Member
Loren asked what the next step should be and Sheila said starting a Commission
on Aging should be the first action. Mayor Biasi agreed and thanked Sheila for
reaching out to the community. Winters resident Mary Ann Boyer said this is
what the seniors need and totally supports it. An unidentified resident asked
about senior housing and Dan said the senior apartment project expects to break
ground in Spring, 2019, and will include a 14-month build. Dan recommended
anyone interested in senior housing to put their name on an interest list for
affordable housing. Julie Bates from AARP said under the City's leadership and
Sheila's stewardship, Sheila's report sets the groundwork for age-friendly
communities and eight domains of livability. Winters resident Valerie Whitworth
said a commission may already be partially formed and the group is ready to go.
Winters resident Wally Pearce said a senior task force is in place, but a
commission is the way to go.

Mayor Biasi said this item will be brought back to a future agenda for further
discussion and implementation.

3. Strategic Planning Calendar

City Manager Donlevy said staff has provided a draft strategic planning calendar
for Council review that includes possible meeting dates and times and that
stakeholders will be critically important to this process. One of the key aspects of
the General Plan refresh will be to bring the document into a coincidence with the
SACOG Blueprint and with the City's own local strategic planning. The City has
adopted many plans based on the SACOG Blueprint Planning Guidelines and a
General Plan refresh will be a way to update the goals within the current General
Plan framework.

Kate Laddish thanked City Manager Donlevy for meeting with her for two hours
yesterday to discuss the General Plan refresh. She stressed the importance of a
robust General Plan refresh process with a lot of public comment. There is a lot
of expertise within the community and requested that people be given an
opportunity to plug in. The overall plan includes seven subsections that reflect
the current understanding of the current climate and how it's changing, how it's
impacting us, and how not to contribute to the problem. She asked how we're
going to deal with extreme heat and how storm water will be used. She
encouraged an ongoing conversation regarding issues of annexation in and
outside the sphere of influence and public discussion regarding PACE (Property

City of Winters
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Assessed Clean Energy) for future development to eliminate an "urban heat
island." Kate concluded by saying the community's vision should be included in
the general plan process.

Bonnie Dixon, 422 Russell St., said it was great that the City is doing a General
Plan refresh and that it is important to give people the opportunity to provide
input for this thorough and detailed process. Bonnie's concerns included heat,
fire risk, how the City plans to keep the community safe, and how it plans to
adapt to the climate and mitigate climate change. She added it is also important
to include affordable housing in the region and make careful decisions for
building. Bonnie concluded by saying she appreciated the planning process and
looks fonward to participating.

City Manager Donlevy said he appreciated the input and said staff will look at the
housing element, including environmental, in 2019, and will establish landmarks,
benchmarks and goals.

Matt Keys from the Winters Express said he understands the importance of
strategic planning meeting and said the calendar was good news. He asked
about videotaping or live streaming these meetings as he likes to be kept in the
loop. City Manager Donlevy said staff is looking into live streaming the meetings.

4. Valley Clean Energy Alliance (VCEA)

City Manager Donlevy said VCEA was formed in 2016 and membership currently
includes Yolo County and the cities of Woodland and Davis. Through the
Community Choice Aggregation program, members can pool the electricity
demand of their residents and businesses, negotiate rates and purchase
electricity on behalf of those customers.

Mitch Sears, VCEA Interim General Manager and Supervisor Don Saylor, who
serves on the VCEA board, were present. VCEA also has an advisory
committee that includes three people from each jurisdiction. VCEA is requesting
a new member fee of $25,000 to cover the cost of a complete overall analysis.
VCEA has 55,000 customers in Yolo County with less than 5% opting out making
it the people's energy choice. Values and features include lower, competitive
costs, green energy (42% vs. 27%), transparency, and accountability. Mitch said
the Board of Directors have set up a system to accept new members and have
formally invited Winters and West Sacramento to join the JPA. VCEA generates
the energy and PG&E distributes it and bills for it. An opt-out program is also
available. Council Member Anderson said VCEA has no control over the
transmission and distribution of energy and said PG&E may not play ball. Mitch
said there have been no reports of this kind of issue and that the Public Utilities
Commission would be the backstop. He then reviewed the timeline and the

City of Winters
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process for new communities that would be required to be completed by the end
of December, 2018, for a roll out for City of Winters customers in early 2020.

Mayor Biasi said an e-mail had been received from resident Al Vallecillo
supporting this program.

Bonnie Dixon, 422 Russell, strongly supports joining VCEA. It's affordable, clean
energy and run by local elected officials and is part of the solution to climate
change.

Kate Laddish, 400 Morgan St., said she was excited about the opportunity for
Winters to join VCEA. She is an enthusiastic supporter and is pleased with the
information. Transparency and the opportunity to take steps to address climate
change issues allows individuals and businesses to make their own choice.

David Springer, 200 Madrone Ct, said a lot of effort has gone into pulling this
together. $25,000 is a tremendous value and this would be a great component
for the climate action plan. David said he would be willing to serve on the board
or advisory committee.

Mayor Biasi asked if the City of West Sacramento had become members. Mitch
Sears said their Council members have indicated a strong interest and are
considering membership in Spring 2021. Supervisor Saylor added that more
members equal better negotiations.

Following additional discussion. Council Member Loren said she supported
bringing the Community Choice Aggregation program to the City of Winters,
citing cost stabilization for local businesses and local control of the benefit, as
well as the opportunity to address climate change and to consider a clean option
for the City of Winters. Council Member Anderson said generational issues
would come into play, and Council Member Neu said although he likes the Vista
program for gas, he is not sure about jumping into this so quickly. He said he
supports the program, but the hurried timeline is an issue. Mayor Biasi said he
can see the benefits, but wants to do community outreach and conduct a
financial analysis. He doesn't want to rush into it.

City Manager Donlevy said $25,000 does not sound like an unreasonable
amount to obtain customer data and crunch the numbers. If given direction by
the Council, staff will get with VCEA, figure out a timetable, when the new
member fee is due, and establish the scope of work. Community outreach is
also very important. The Council agreed unanimously to come up with the new
member fee of $25,000 to cover the cost of a complete overall analysis to see if it
will work for the City of Winters.

City of Winters
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5. City of Winters APP

City Manager Donlevy said the City of Winters App is a tool the City would like to
implement that would give citizens the ability to communicate issues directly to
the City by downloading the app and scanning a QR code. Mayor Biasi said the
app has a lot of good features and asked about the app could include inspection
requests and paying bills. Council Member Anderson asked whether the app
would be senior friendly. Council Member Loren said seniors can take classes at
the library, and classes could also be arranged to be held at the Senior
Apartments and the Community Center. Go to the search engine, download and
choose the City of Winters, or they can pick up the phone.

Motion by Council Member Neu, second by Council Member Loren to approve
the development and purchase of a "City of Winters APP" for launch in 2019 at a
cost not to exceed $6,000. Motion carried with the following vote:

AYES: Council Members Loren, Neu, and Mayor Biasi
NOES: Council Member Anderson

ABSENT: Council Member Cowan
ABSTAIN: None

CITY OF WINTERS AS SUCCESSOR AGENCY TO THE WINTERS
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT AGENCY

1. None

CITY MANAGER REPORT: The Building Department issued five permits during
the inaugural Tl Tuesday. The Chamber of Commerce's Harvest Festival will
take place downtown on Friday, October 26^^

ADJOURNMENT: Mayor Biasi adjourned the meeting at 10:00 p.m.

Bill Biasi, MAYOR

ATTEST:

Tracy S. Jensen, City Clerk

City of Winters
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CITY COUNCIL

STAFF REPORT

TO: Honorable Mayor and Councilmembers

DATE: November 6, 2018

THROUGH: John W. Donlevy, Jr., City Managei

FROM: Carol Scianna, Environmental Services Manager

SUBJECT: Second Amendment to Waste Management Contract

RECOMMENDATION: Staff recommends the Council approve the second amendment of the
Waste Management(WM) Contract dated June 20, 2017, to include the option of overage and
contamination charges to customers..

BACKGROUND: The City adopted a new 10 year agreement with WM. on June 20, 2017. The
recycling market has changed in recent months requiring loads to be cleaner and free of
contaminants in order to be acceptable for recycling. Residents must be more conscientious about
what they are putting into their recycling and organics containers in order for these loads to be
recycled and composted, rather than ending up in the landfill. This amendment will allow WM to
implement a contamination fee if customers do not sort their refuse/recycling and organics
properly or overfill their containers. WM will be warning customers if these situations should arise
prior to implementing a fine. The fine will be $ 10.99 per cart per incident. This new policy would
be effective November 7, 2018. WM has implemented this policy in many other cities, improving
the quality of recyclable materials and reducing blight from spillage due to overfilled containers.

FISCAL IMPACT: $10.99 could be charged to customers for contamination/overage incidents

Attachments: Amendment Draft

Sample Warning / Citation letters

13



SECOND AMENDIVIENT TO

FRANCHISE AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE CITY OF WINTERS

AND USA OF CALIFORNIA, INC.

This Second Amendment to Franchise Agreement (the "Second Amendmenf) is entered
into this day of , 2018 by and between the CITY OF WINTERS C-CITY") and
USA WASTE OF CALIFORNIA. INC. (DBA Waste Management of Winters)
("CONTRACTOR"). The parties to this Second Amendment may be collectively referred to as
the "Parties" and individually as a "Party". Capitalized terms in this Second Amendment shall
have the meaning set forth in the Agreement, unless otherwise defined herein.

WHEREAS, CITY and CONTRACTOR are parties to a Franchise Agreement dated June
20, 2017 (the "Agreement") under which CONTRACTOR provides Collection Services in the
Service Area. The Parties amended the Agreement on August 1, 2017 and wish to fiirther amend
it to add contamination fees in order to improve the quality of Recyclable Materials collected and
to add overage fees to deter blight in the CITY.

NOW THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual covenants, conditions and promises
contained herein, the sufficiency of which is hereby acknowledged, the Parties agree as follows:

1. New Section 4.1(f): The following will be a new Section 4.1(f) in the Agreement:

CONTRACTOR is not obligated to collect Overage, unless caused by
CONTRACTOR spillage of non-overloaded containers during collection. "Overage"
is defined as (i) Solid Waste. Recyclable Materials or Organic Waste exceeding its
container's intended capacity, or (ii) Solid Waste. Recyclable Materials or Organic
Waste placed on top of or in the immediate vicinity of the container. CONTRACTOR
shall have the option to collect Overage. If it does, CONTRACTOR will give the
customer a written warning that Overage is not permitted and that subsequent
incidents of Overage may result in an Overage Charge. Thereafter, CONTRACTOR
may bill the customer an Overage Charge for each instance of Overage. The Overage
fee is set forth in Exhibit 1. which is subject to adjustment pursuant to Section 17.2.

CONTRACTOR is not obligated to collect Recyclable Materials or Organic Waste
containers with Contaminants (defined above). CONTRACTOR shall have the option
to collect containers with Contaminants. If it does, CONTRACTOR will give the
customer a written warning that Contaminants are not permitted and that subsequent
incidents of Contaminants may result in a Contamination Charge. Thereafter,
CONTRACTOR may bill the customer a Contamination Charge for each instance of
Contaminants. The Contamination Charge is set forth in Exhibit 1, which is subject to
adjustment pursuant to Section 17.2.

2. Effective November 7,2018, Exhibit 1 of the Agreement is replaced by the Exhibit 1
attached hereto.

Page 1 of 2
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3. All provisions of the Agreement not modified by this Second Amendment remain in ftill
force and effect.

FN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Parties have caused this Second Amendment to be
executed by their duly authorized representatives as of the day and year first above written.

CITY OF WINTERS USA WASTE OF CALIFORNIA, INC.

By: By:

Name; Name:

Title: Title:

Page 2 of 2
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City of Winters

Exhibit 1

New Total Monthly

Rate (includes

franchise charge)

Residential Contamination Per Incident- Recycle or Green Waste $10.99
Residential Overage per incident - all commodoties $10.99

*Contamination and Overage charges are charged per cart per incident aft

All rates include franchise fee

er 1 written warning.

15%
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City of Winters

Warning Letter

<*Billing Name*>
<*Billing Address*>
<*Billing City''> , <'Billlng State*> <*Billing Zip*>

<*Calendar Date*>

<*Account'>

<*lncident Date*>

Dear<*Biiting Name'>

During our most recent service call to <*Service Address"> on <'lncident Date*> we noticed one of more
of your containers were overfilled. The enclosed photo shows what we found on <*lncident Date*> .

Your container was [SERVICED/NOT SERVICED]. If your container was serviced, please note we can
refuse service the next time we encounter an overfilled container. If not serviced, please remove the
excess material before your next service day.

To avoid surcharges for overages, please make sure the lid can properly close. Extra material can be
placed next to the container on your service day for an additional charge of $7.00. The bag cannot
exceed 20 lbs.

Mendocino County customers are subject to a "overage surcharge" as provided below:

•  1st Incident = No Surcharge
•  2nd Incident = $10.99 per cart/per occurrence
•  Subsequent Incidents = $10.99per cart/per occurrence

Please help avoid problems caused by overfilling, such as litter, vector problems and general
unslghtliness.

Sincerely,

Waste Management of Winters

17



city of Winters

Charge Letter

<*Billing Name'>
<*Billing Address*>
<'Billing City*> , <*Billing State'> <'Billing Zip*>

<*Calendar Date*> Account; <*Account*'> Incident; <*Reference Number*>

Dear <*Billing Name'*>

We previously sent you an incident Warning Letter about an overage In one or more of your
containers.

During our most recent service call to your location on <*lncident Date''>, we noticed your waste
container{s) were overfilled and overflowing The enclosed photo shows you what we encountered.

As you can see from the photo, overfilling problems continue to occur at <''Customer Service Address'
As a result, a fee of <*Overage Charge''> will appear on your next Waste Management invoice

Mendocino County customers are subject to a "overage surcharge" as provided below:

•  1st Incident = No Surcharge
•  2nd Incident = $10.99 per cart/ per occurrence
•  Subsequent Incidents = Will incur the above charge per cart/per occurrence.

To avoid surcharges for overages, please make sure the lid can properly close. Extra material can be
placed next to the container on your service day for an additional charge of $7.00. The bag cannot
exceed 20 lbs.

Cordially,

Waste Management of Winters

>
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Sacramento Yolo Mosquito & Vector Control District Report
October 16, 2018

TO: Winters City Council
FROM: Gar House

SUBJECT: October 16, 2018 Meeting - Items of Potential Relevance to Winters

In my new capacity as representative of Winters, I attended the October 16, 2018,
Board of Trustees meeting of the Sacramento Yolo Mosquito & Vector Control District
(SYMVCD) held in Elk Grove. I reintroduced myself to board members I had met at the
September meeting and also met Christopher Barker, board member from Davis.

Gary Goodman, Manager of SYMVCD, reported:
• The District's West Nile season was almost over

•  Participating with USDA investigating impact of vector control on organic farms
Farm

Marcia Reed, Lab & Surveillance, reported:
• Weekly mosquito trapping/surveillance shows an abundance of Culix pipiens

above 5 year average, with other Culix species showing average numbers.
•  Crows number one bird for West Nile, Scrub Jay and Magpies next in line.

Marty Scholl, Ecological Management, reported:
•  New study using drone imaging that leverages identifying areas (e.g., field

edges) of concentrated mosquito breeding may lead to reduction in amount of
insecticide applied to rice fields (i.e., targeted insecticide application).

Luz Maria Robles, Public Outreach, reported:
•  Dead Bird Call Back Program very important to spreading public awareness of

West Nile Virus

• Most important messages: (1) Drain water from backyards & gardens, and (2)
Apply repellent.

Comments from Board Members:

•  Leverage testimonials and personal messages of West Nile survivors in various
public messaging programs

Finally, to enhance my education and value as board member for the City of Winters, I
am planning on attending the Mosquito and Vector Control Association of California
(MVCAC) annual meeting in Burlingame, CA, February 3 -6, 2019.
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CITY OF

€ a o i n t et

Est. 1875

CITY COUNCIL

STAFF REPORT

TO; Honorable Mayor and Councilmembers

DATE: November 6, 2018

THROUGH: John W. Donlevy, jr.. City Managerl

FROM: Carol Scianna, Environmental Services Manager

SUBJECT: Beverage Recycling Grant Budget Adjustment

RECOMA'tENDATION: Approval of Resolution 2018-64 fora Budget Adjustment of $31,753
for the 2018-2019 budget cycle. Allow staff to use remaining balance of these grant hinds to
purchase recycling cans and park equipment.

BACKGROUND: The City has submitted grant applications annually for Cal Recycle Beverage
Recycling Program, in the amount of $5,000 annually. The goal of these funds is to encourage
recycling throughout the City. In the past the City was able to use these funds to purchase park
equipment such as picnic tables and benches made from recycled content materials. There was
little oversight on spending these kinds from Cal Recycle for many years. The City didn't always
spend the allotted $5,000 annually and as a result we have a large unspent balance of $31.753.
Staff plans on purchasing several picnic tables and benches and metal recycling/refuse containers
to be used in our parks throughout the city, using up the entire fund balance in this fiscal year.
In an effort to require more accountability for these funds, Cal Recycle has changed the annual
reporting and spending guidelines as of 2014-15 budget cycles, and we can no longer purchase
equipment made from recycled content and must submit expenditure certifications annually now.
Currently we have been using funds for purchasing recycling containers, supporting Annual
Coastal Cleanup efforts with Putah Creek Council and bringing a recycling performance group to
the elementary schools.

FISCAL IMPACT: $31,753 Budget adjustment from Beverage Recycling Program to 2018-19
budget.

Attachment: Resolution 2018-64
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RESOLUTION No. 2018-64

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL

OF THE CITY OF WINTERS AMENDING THE
CITY OF WINTERS 2018-2019 ADOPTED OPERATING BUDGET

WHEREAS, On June 19, 2018 the City Council of the City of Winters adopted operating
budget for Fiscal Year 2018-2019 and 2019-2020; and

WHEREAS, expenditures for items not included in the budget are required;

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Winters
that the adopted operating budget for fiscal year 2018-2019 be amended as follows:

Section 1: Increase budgeted expenditures in the following funds and
accounts for fiscal year 2018-2019 for Beverage Recycling Grant Funds, move
existing balance of $31,753.00 to fund expenditures for this budget cycle

a. 291-52919-650 $31,753.00

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the City Council, City of Winters, this 6th day of
November 2018 by the following vote:

AYES:

NOES:

ABSTAIN:

ABSENT:

Bill Biasi, Mayor

ATTEST:

Tracy Jensen. CITY CLERK
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CITY OF

e/ t fi ( a

Ess. 1875

TO:

DATE:

CITY COUNCIL

STAFF REPORT

Honorable Mayor and Councilmembers

November 6, 2018

THROUGH: John W. Donlevy, Jr., City Manager/

FROM: Dan Maguire, Economic Development and Housing Manager
Colleen Brock, Senior Management Analyst, Yolo County Housing

SUBJECT: Approve Agreement for HOME Administrative Subcontractor Services
Blue Mountain Terrace Senior Apartments Project

RECOMMENDATION: Staff recommends that City Council:

1) Receive Staff Report for 16-HOME-10803 procurement of Administrative
Subcontractor for Blue Mountain Terrace Senior Apartments Project

2) Approve Agreement between City of Winters and R.L. Hastings & Associates for
project set up and completion; project administration and oversight; project reporting,
management and recordkeeping; and all aspects of labor standards compliance not to
exceed $50,500.

BACKGROUND:

In 2015, the City was approved for a grant (Agreement #16-HOME-10803) of
$2,515,080 through the State of California's HOME Program. Funds are for construction
of a 63 unit, new rental multi-family affordable housing development for low-income
senior households.

In order to meet the Special Conditions (Exhibit E) of the Agreement between the City of
Winters and the State of California Housing and Community Development HOME
Program, the City must comply with the following: "Pnor to commencement of the
HOME Set-up process, Applicant shall complete a competitive Request for Proposal
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(RFP/Request for Qualification (RFQ) procurement process to select an Administrative
Subcontractor to oversee the HOME requirements for Project Set Up through
permanent loan conversion".

A Request For Proposals (RFP) was mailed out on September 5, 2018 to twelve (12)
Housing and Community Development Consultants. Proposals were due on September
26, 2018, via email. The RFP was also posted on the City's website.

Proposals were received from three (3) Consultants:
•  Laurin Associates,
•  Housing Tools; and
•  R.L. Hastings & Associates

Unlike construction bids, professional services contracts are evaluated on several
criteria; cost is only one component and is not necessarily the final determining factor.
The goal is to select the best professional services for the City. Criteria for evaluation
are designed to assess qualifications and experience of the respondent. For this project,
that also includes the ability to satisfy: 1) the objectives identified in the RFP; 2) the cost
constraints of the grant funding; 3) the quality of the proposed service and (4) the
commitment to an expedited process to meet urgent deadlines. An evaluation form was
completed for each proposal, with a maximum amount of sixty (60) points. Three
references were called per proposer and responses documented. All responses were
positive. The scoring summary is as follows:

Laurin Associates Housing Tools R.L. Hastings
Project Familiarity 10 8 10

Project Experience 8 6 10

Management/Project
Team

15 9 15

Cost of Proposal 8 6.5 8

Schedule & Scope
of Work

6 6.5 8

Meets the criteria of

the RFP
3 3 5

i 1 1 ll IIP— 50 39 56

Two proposers were scored lower in the areas of project experience, familiarity and
team qualifications. Housing Tools had the least amount of experience with HOME state
Admin Sub work in the last five years. Laurin Associates had more experience (8
projects) than Housing Tools, but much less than R.L. Hastings (73 projects).
Total cost range between all proposals was very competitive. Costs ranged from a low
of $47,170 to a high of $55,200 with the difference between the top and bottom
proposal at 15% ($8,030); the difference between the lowest and middle proposal was
7% ($3,330); the difference between the middle and the highest proposal was 8%
($4,700).
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Housing Tools proposed six project milestone in-person meetings which were not
requested and the proposal did not clearly outline the required labor compliance
monitoring work (although they stated in a follow up call that they would meet the
criteria). As a result, Housing Tools was scored lower in those areas. Lauren
Associates' proposal stated an assumed 12-month construction period in one section of
the proposal and 14 months in another section. Costs, schedule and scope of work only
reflected a set amount of months (14 months) for construction time with no flexibility in
this area for delays/changes. Because of this, the proposal would appear to be open to
possible overage costs if project didn't move forward within their projected allotment of
time per task.

Given the complexity and timing of this project and the quantity of experience as an
Administrative Subcontractor on HOME new construction projects, staff recommends
R.L. Hastings and Associates as the proposed Administrative Subcontractor (Admin
Sub) for this project. The proposed firm has completed 73 Administrative Subcontractor
projects, the cost fell within the constraints of the grant amount and adheres to the
criteria of the RFP. The difference in price between the lowest proposer and the
recommended contractor is only $3,330, at 7% difference, it is well below the 10%
industry standard for consideration.

FISCAL IMPACT: There is no financial impact to the City's General Fund. If the City
were to fail to award to a qualified Admin Sub, it would potentially put the HOME funds
at risk of having the grant funding allocation terminated due to the State's requirements
to include an Admin Sub. The cost of the Administrative Subcontractor will be paid from
HOME General Administration, with any costs not covered by HOME funds to come
from the City of Winters Housing Trust Fund.

CONCLUSION: Staff recommends that the City Council approve the agreement with
R.L. Hastings and Associates.
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CITY OF

c et It n t a

Est. 1875

CITY COUNCIL

STAFF REPORT

TO: Honorable Mayor and Councilmembers

DATE: November 6,2018 A

THROUGH: John W. Donlevy, Jr., City Manager

FROM: Crystal Zaragoza, Human Resources Manager

SUBJECT: Claim Against the City of Winters - Erica Jackson

RECOMMENDATION:

It is recommended that the City Council deny the claim and refer to Yolo County Public
Agency Risk Management Insurance Authority (YCPARMIA).

BACKGROUND:

When the City of Winters receives a Claim for Damages to Person or Property, the
claim is denied and referred to YCPARMIA to handle the investigation.

FISCAL IMPACT:

Not to exceed the City's $2,000 deductible, with any costs in excess to come from funds
pooled at the JPA.
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yA MERCURY
INSURANCE

September 26. 2018

City of Winters
C/0 Crystal Zaragoza
318 1st St

Winters. OA 95694

P.O Box 10730

Santa Ana. OA 92711-0730

¥

OCT 4 2018

RE: OUR INSURED

OURCUMM NUMBER:

DATE OF LOSS

YOUR INSURED

YOUR FILE NUMBER:

ERICA JACKSON

CAPA-00900564

JULY 15. 2018

Dear City of Winters

We have otJtained inft>rmation suggesting that the damages incurred from the above-referenced loss were caused by your
insured's negligence

Enclosed for your review, please find ojpies of our supporting documentatwn. The breakdown of our payments is as follows;

Initial Repairs $2,694.66

Deductible

Supptements

Rental Expense $299 19

Out of Pocket Expense

Other

Salvage

VLF. if applicable

Total $2 993.85

Total Amount Due $2,993 85

Other'

Please review and issue payment.

we receive a paymenf that is less than ttie amount shown above ft will be processed and applied as a partial payment only.
This wffi not indicate any acceptance of liability or agreement to compromise the claim amount Note that 'Full or final
seWemenf or simHar wording, whether on the payment itself or on accompanying correspondence, does not function as a
release.

Should you have any questions or need additional information, please do not hesitate to contact me. Thank you for your
cooperation.

Sincerely,
California Automobile Insurance Company

Claims Department
888-263-7287

End

C21 07/2015
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CITY OF

c a

ERS
o t ft p a

1st. 1875

CLAIM FOR DAMAGES

TO PERSON OR PROPERTY

TO: (Entttvl

1. Claims for death, injury ro person or to personal propert/ must be filled ou: not later than six months after the
occurrence. (Gov. Code Sec. 911 21

2. Oatms for damages to -eal property must be filled not later than 1 year after tne occurrence.
3. Read entire claim form, ooth sides, before filing.
4. See page 2 for diagram upon which to locate place of accident.
5. This claim form must be signed on page 2 at bottom.
6. Attach separate sheets, if necessary, to give fu'i detads SIGN FACH SHEET

NAM EOF CLAIMANT

£f,..u 3«.cKl»oy ir)tc
Date of Birth of Claimant

1-

—  ..Vr-iK'n t» n u/slo^i iM
Home Address of Clatmant city and State

G>a< 7 3)0 > fN'^c.v , ■ .> '* I' '' Home Telephone Number

Business Address of Claimant city and Stare

Business Tet^one Number

-J-bs
uree adoress ana telephone number to wh«fi you desire notices or communications to be sent regarding this claim.

When did DAMAGE or INJURY occur'

Date Time ^

If claim fs for Equitable Indemnity, give date claimant
»nred wtth the complaint:

Date

Section 1^1 of the Medicare Medicaid & S-CHIP Extens^n Act requires the
entity to repoa certain cla'ms to the federal government. Please indicate
if the claimant is: 65 years of age or older, or is receivir^ Social Security
Disability nsurance Benefits for 24 or more months, or has £rd Stage
Renal Disease it yes. you may be required to provide add/tionai

informatior to process your claim YES / NO
(circle one)

address and measurements from landm.arits.

P\V^ Ti '-\Vy
D

■ names and

-lix
escribe in detail how the DAMAGE or INJURY occurred;

V.o<^

Names of any employees involved in INJURY or DAMAGE:
Why do you claim the Entity Is responsible?

si t>oor Quo- cl.
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Describe .n detai! each INJURY or DAMAGE.
The amount claimed, as of the date of presentation of the claim, is computed as follows

5 ^ . b ■' M prKoeciive damages as far as KnownE.pens.fo.med.a.andnosp.ta.care S rXe l^rore^Ig:"'"' ^
Loss of earnings s o. -*  ' Oner arospective special damages $Special damages for

General Damages.
Yotal damages Incurred to dateTotal damages Incurred to dale

..S Total estimate prospective oanages. S

 S
Total amouni claimed ds of date of presenidiion of the claim; y:, C ^ f f 'i)

Was damage and/or 'njurv investigated by police' f so. what aty'
Were paramedics or ambulance called' if so. rtanse city or artibui^
If injured, state date. time, name and address of doctor of your hrst visit

WITNESSES to DAMAGE Or INJURY list all oerson and addresses of oersons known to have information:
Name

Name.

Name

.Address.

.Address.

Address

_Phone.

.Phone.

Phone

DOCTORS and HOSPITALS

Hoiprtaf

Ooctor^

Doctor.

.Address.

.Address.

.Address

.Date Hospitaltted

_Oate of Treatment.

_Date pf Treatment

READ CAftcfULty
for at accident claims place cn following diagram names o<
strero. indutimg North. East. South and »vest inOKUie pJace oi ; NOTE tf diagrams below do not fit the situation anacn
accidem by * and hy srwwmg house rmmbers or d,stance to hereto a proper diaram s«ned by claimant
street aimers.

wmiowftf

soeiwAuc

Signature of CIsiment or oersor filing on
his behalf giving reiattonship to Clamant;

oniNTName

(/-» C)<uc.,^f 0^ o'r\> 'V

Date

- LI Zoie
NOTE CLAIMS MUST BE FILED WITH THE CLERK OR GOVERNING BOARD iGov Code Sec. 915a}. Presenialiono'3faiseclairnisa!etony(°efl. CodeSec.

72)
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Claim: CAPA-0090056400102 0! Paae 1 of2

Claim: CAPA-0090056400102 01 ERICA JORDAN

w:

Photo 15.jpg Photo U-ipg

Photo 13.jpg Photo 08 ipQ

https://wwiA.myraitchell.com/Claim,'CIaimFileViewer/PhotoPrintaspx?C!D=59725836&C... 9/26/2018 29



Claim: CAPA-0090056400102 01

Claim; CAPA-0090056400102 01

Page 2 of 2

ERICA JORDAN

Photo lO.jpg Photo 11 jpg

%

ilSV.r.v

Photo 12.pg Photo 18 Jpg

https://wwv,.mymitchell.com/Claim;ClaimFileViewer/PhotoPrint.aspx?CID=59725836&C... 9/26/2018 30



Guidewire ClaimCenter (Andrew Villanueva) Page 1 of 1

On!^ £taim(CAPA4MOOS84) Swicft AMmugMk AdnMnMration Vacation Extaniai Links

(B I ̂  P0I:04Q103110194776{CAIC) | tnsd: ERICAJACKSON | 001:07/15/2018 | Adjtjuned AH (Caplcol Claims

A. Ptnanciais (Total incurrod: $2,993.85}; Summary
nActions

Go to (Ah*/)

Lloyd)

Summary

Workpian

Claimant Status

LossDetaas

Exposures

Parties Involved

Policy

FinarKlals

Summary

Trar^sactions

Clicks
Recovery Chect

Notes

Documents

eFolder

Coirespondertce

PlanolAcdon

Services

Subrogation

Udgadon

History

ClOru

Scheduled SerKi 0.. Issue Date Check Number Check Type Pay To Amoimc Status

09/14/2018

09/24/2016

09/14/2018

09/24/2018

E0008M579

F0008415B8

mdemnity

Indemnity

^HERPraSE RENT-A-CAR

KNtESEL-SCOliJSIONCE..

t299.19

S2 694.6fi

Cleared

Cleared

v;

<c

https://transcendcc.mercuTyinsurance.eom/cc/CIaimCenter.do 9/26/201831



Date: 9/220018 lOrlS AM

Estimate ID: CAPA-00900564aoi02
EMfanate Version: 5

Suppiement: S(FF) 9/22/201810:07:04 AM
FINAL

Profile ID: Mercury
Quote ID: 34425323

KNIESEL'S COLLISION CENTER OF NATOIWAS
1200 Del Rasa Rd^ Suite 140, Sacrameitto, CA 95834*1172

(916) 419-4S5S

Damage Assessed By: John Estrada

Supplemented By: Victor Ellas
Claasificatloa: Audit

ApprateedFon JunedAII
(800) 827-1570 exL 22254

Type of Loss: CoUtsIon
Date of Loss; 7/1S/2018

Deductible: WAIVED

Policy No: 040103110194776

Insured; _ERICA JORDAN
Owner; ERICA JORDAN

Address: 17 MAIN START O.WINTBtS, CA 95694
Telephone:

-  \

Cell Phone: (530) 204-9267

Claim Number: CAPA-00900S64001C2

Contact Phone: (530)204-9267

Mitchell Service: 911343

VeMtie Production Data: 6/15

Drive Train: 1.4L Turbo In) 4 Cyl 6A FWD
Ucense: 7MAZ9S0 CA

Search Code: B849479

Description: 2015 Chevrolet Cruze LT
Body Style: 40 Sed

V1N: 1G1PESSB4F7300161

Mileage: 77,966
OEM/ALT: A

Color: RED

Options; PASSENGER AIRBAG, POWER DRIVER SEAT. POWER LOCK, POWER WINDOW. POWER STEERING
REAR WINDOW DEFOGGER, AIR CONDITION, CRUISE CONTROL, TILT STEERING COLUMN
AM/FM STEREO, DRIVER AIRBAG, LEATHER SEAT
FRONT SIDE AIRBAG WITH HEAD PROTECTION, ANTI-LOCK BRAKE SYS., TRACTION CONTROL
ALUM/ALLOY WHEELS, REMOTE IGNITION, TIRE INFLATIOWPRESSURE MONITOR
AUXILIARY INPUT, BLUETOOTH WIRELESS CONNECTIVITY, LEATHER STEERING WHEEL
SATELUTE RADIO, CD PLAYER, POWER ADJUSTABLE EXTERIOR MIRROR
AUTOMATIC TRANSMISSION, TRIP COMPUTER, FIRST ROW BUCKET SEAT, TELEMATtC SYSTEMS
SIDE AIRBA6S. AUTOMATIC HEADUGHTS, SECOND ROW SIDE AIRBAG WITH HEAD PROTECTION
MP3 PLAYER, DAYTIME RUNNING UGHTS, ELECTRONIC STABILITY CONTROL
FRONT HEATED SEATS, KEYLESS ENTRY SYSTEM. REAR BENCH SEAT
STEERING WHEEL AUDIO CONTROLS

Line Entry Labor Line item Part Type/ Dollar Labor
Item Number Type Operation Description Part Number Amount Units

85 1 103176 BOY REMOVE/REPLACE Frt Bumper License Plate Bracket 95426878 20.47•  INC

SS 2 103035 BOY REMOVE/REPLACE R Frt Bumper Fog Lamp Bezel 42346647 14(L28 *  INC #
S2 3 AUTO BDr REMOVE/INSTALL Frt Bumper Cover INC 0
S2 4 101249 BOY REMOVE/REPLACE Frt Lwr Bumper Cover ** QRP Certifled 30.00 INC 0

S GEM part at aftermarket price
S5 6 102057 BDY REMOVE/REPLACE R Frt Bumper Bracket SS963S76 20.72•

S2 7 101255 BOY REMOt^REPLACE R Frt Bumper Guide "QUALREPLPART 4it0 0.2 0

B OEM part at aftermarket price
9 AUTO BDY OVERHAUL Frt 8 umper Cover Assy 23 0

S2 10 103041 BDY REMOVE/REPLACE Frt Bumper Cover - QUAL REPL PART 34&00 *  INC 0
11 AUTO REF REFINISH Frt Bumper Cover C 23
12 OEM part at aftermarket price
13 103043 BOY REMOVEriNSTALL R Frt Bumper Fog Lamp Opening Cover Existing INC 0r
14 103044 BDY REMOVEANSTALL L Frt Bumper Fog Lamp Opening Cover Existing INC 0r
15 103096 roY REMOVEriNSTALL Upr Grille Assy IKC 0

16 103102 BOY REMOVEANSTALL Lwr Grille Assy INC 0
17 101916 BOY REMOVE/INSTALL R Front Combination Lamp 03 «

S2 18 101293 BDY REMOVE/REPLACE R Park/Marker Lamp Assembly ~ QUAL REPL PART 23.00 INC 0
19 OEM part at aftermarket price

ESTIMATE RECALL NUMBER: 07/30/201614:24:51 CAPA-00900S6400102
Mitohdi Data Version: OEM: SEP_18_V

MAPP:SEP_18_V Copyright (C) 1994 * 2018 Mitchell International
Software Version: 7.1.231 All Rights Reserved

Page 1 of 4
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S3 20 101912 BOY REMOVE/INSTALL R Fog Lamp
S2 21 102947 BOY REMOVEmEPUCE R Daytime Running Lamp

22 OEfVI part at aftermarkst price
23 1000S2 BOY REPAIR R Fender Panel
24 AUTO REP REFINISH R Fender Outside

SI 25 9D0500 REF ■ REFINiSH/REPAIR Partial Base / Full Clear* rt fender
S2 26 100033 K)Y REMOVE/REPLACE R Frt Lwr Fender Bracket

27 OEM part at aftermarket price
32 28 REF REFINISH/REPAIR R Frt Lwr Fender Bracket
S2 29 10003S BOY REMON^NSTALL R Rear Fender Shield
S2 30 100043 BDY REMOVE/INSTALL R Fender Liner
S2 31 101072 BOY REPAIR R Frt Body Headlamp Mounting Panel -S
S2 32 AUTO REF REFINISH R Headlamp Panel
S2 33 102232 BOY REMOVE/REPLACE R Engine Undercover

34 OEM part at aftermarket price
S2 35 102860 BOY REMOVEflNSTALL Lwr Air Cleaner Housing
S4 36 101236 BOY REMOVE/REPLACE Air Cleaner Resonator
S2 37. 101936. BOY REMOVE/INSTALL R Cowl Top Grille

38 setback
39 101878 BDY REMOVE/INSTAU. R Rocker Moulding
40 Loosen and drop due to prior darrmge

S4 41 100050 BDY REMOVeREPLACE R Cowl/Dash Front Pillar AppHque
42 AUTO REF ADD! OPR Clear Coat

SI 43 900500 BDY* REMOVEfftEPLACE Mask For Overspray
SI 44 900500 BDY* REMOVE/REPUCE Restore Corrosion Protection
SI 45 9C0500 BDY * AODl LABOR OP Color Sand and Polish
S2 46 900500 MCH* REMOVE/REnACE pre*scan

S3 47 900500 BDY* REMOVE/REPLACE Post-Scan
48 AUTO ADD! COST Palnt/Materlals
49 AUTO ADDl COST Hazardous Waste Disposal

Date: Sa2a01810:ieAM
Estim^ ID: CAPA-Oa90OSe4OO1O2

Estimate Version; S

Supplement: S(FF) 902001810:07:04 AM
FINAL

Profile ID: Mercury
Quote ID: 34425323

INC #

' QUAL REF^ PART 144O0 0.1 #

Existing

Existing
- QUAL REPL PART

Existing
Existing

Existing

"QUAL REPL PART

Existing

13337770

M480484

"QUAL REPL PART

"QUAL REPL PART

Existing
New

New

2.S*«

C 2.1

-OJ-

1700 0.1 tf

0.6*

0.1 tfr

0.4 r

2.0*#

0.5

OJ24X0

81X0

24.56

1100

6.00

100X0

0X0

248.91

3X0

ao r

0.4 8

OX*#

0.3*

OX #

1.5

0.0*

0.3*

0.6*

0.0*

0.0*

"•Judgment Item
# • Labor Note Applies
•* QRP Certified - Quality Replacement Parts • Certified
** QUAL REPL PART - Quality Replacement Parts
C • Included In Clear Coat Caic

KEYSTOME-INS QUALITY PRT
1627 ARMY CT.

STOCKTON

OA 96206

(800) 366.7528 (209) 948-1101

4  " (3M122B149C 30.00
7  "GM104311S 4.00
IS " GM2551198N 23.00
21 "GM2563107N 144.00
26 " 6M124S111 17X0
33 " 0M1228143 24X0

ESTIMATE RECALL NUMBER: 07/30/2018 14X4^1 CAPAX0900S6400102
Mitchell Data Version: OEM: SEP_18_V

^ ̂  . MAPP;SEP_ia_V Copyright(C) 1994.20ieMltcheUliitern8tional
Software Version: 7.1X31 All Rights Reserved 2 of 4
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Date: 9/220018 10:18 AM

Estimate ID: CAPA-0090056400102
Estimate Version: 5

Supplement: $(FF) 9/22/201810:07:04 AM
FINAL

Profile ID: Mercury
Quote ID: 3442S3Z3

Estimate Totals

. Labor Subtotals Units Rate

Add'!

Labor

Amount

Sublet

Amount Totals H. Part Replacement Summary
Body

Reflnlsh
11.7 73.00

7.1 73.00

Non-Taxable Labor

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

854.10

518.30

1,372.40

Taxable Parts

Parts Adjustments
Sales Tax @ 7.750%

995.23

19.36-

75.63

Labor Stmunary 18.8 1.372.M
Total Replacement Parts /Vmeunt 1,051.50

. Addltlenai Costs Amount IV. Adjustments Amount
Taxable Costs

Salea Tax 7.750%
248.50

19.26

Insurance Deductibte —— ——-—WAIVED

Non-Taxable Costa 3.00

Customer Responsibility 0.00

Total Additional Costs 270.76

Paint Material Method: Rates
Init Rate « 35.00 , Inlt Max Hours » 99.9, Addl Rate-0.00

1. Total Labor:

I. Total Replacement Parts:
M. Total Additional Costs:

Gross Total:

U72.40

1,OS1.SO
270.76

2.694.66

IV. Total Ad]uslraents:
Net Total:

Less Original Net Total:
Net Supplement Amount:

31: John Estrada

32: John Estrada

S3: Blake Gilpin
34: Victor Ellas

35: Victor Ellas

0.00

2,694.66
531.83

2,162.83

51.89

2,367.47

177.05-

17j16.

62.02-

THIS ESTIMATE HAS BEEN PREPARED BASED ON THE DSB OF CRASH PARTS SUPPLIED
BY A SOURCE OTHER THAN THE MANUFACTURER OF YOUR MOTOR VEHICLE. ANY

WARRANTIES APPLICABLE TO THESE REPLACEMENT PARTS ARE PROVIDED BY THE

MANUFACTURER OR DISTRIBUTOR OF THE PARTS, RATHER THAN BY THE ORIGINAL

MANUFACTURER OF YOUR VEHICLE.

Insurance Co: MERCURY INSURANCE GROUP

Inspection Site: KNIESEL'S COLLISION CENTER/NATOMAS
Address: 1200 DEL PASO RDSTE 140

SACRAMENTO, OA 95634-1172
inepection Date: 8/29/^18

Body Shop: KNIESEL'S COLLISION CTR OF NAT05
Address: ^60 Pacific Street, Ste. 120

RockHmCA 95677
Fax Phone: (916) 419-865S

EmaU: toaj@knieselsxom

ESTIMATE RECALL NUMBER: 07/30/201814:24:51 CAPA-0090056400102
Mitchell Data Version: OEM: SEPJ8_V

MAPP:SEP_18_V Copyright (C) 1994 • 2018 Mttehell Intematlonal
Software Version: 7.1.231 All Rights Reserved

Page 3 erf 4
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Date: 9/22Q01S 10:16 AM
Estimate ID: CAPA-00900S6400102

Estimate Version: 8
Supplement 6 (F F) 902001610:07:04 AM

RNAL

Profile ID: Marcory
Quote ID: 1H75T71

THIS ESTIMATE HAS BEEN PREPARED BASED ON THE USE OF CRASH PARTS
SUPPLIED BY A SOURCE OTHER THAN THE MANUFACTURER
OF YOUR MOTOR VEHICLE. ANY WARRANTIES APPLICABLE TO THESE REPLACEMENT
PARTS ARB PROVIDED BY THE MANUFACTURER
OR DISTRIBUTOR OF THE PARTS, RATHER THAN BY THE ORIGINAL MANUFACTURER
OF YOUR VEHICLE.

PURSUANT TO CALIFORNIA CODE OP REGULATIONS, TITLE 10, CHAPTER 5,
SUBCHAPTBR 7.5, SECTION 2695.8 THE INSURER WARRANTS
THAT ANY NON-ORIGINAL EQUIPMENT MANUFACTURER PARTS SPBCIFICIED IN THIS
ESTIMATE ARB AT LEAST EQUAL TO THE ORIGINAL
EQUIPMENT MANUFACTURER PARTS IN TERMS OP KIND, QUALITY, SAFETY, FIT
AND PERFORMANCE.

*******••*., Stumnary Information**************^

Vehicle arrii^l date?
Was vehicle driven in, towed in or delivered by Road America?
Inspection date?
Number of business days to repair?
Was the estimate given to the owner?
Send payment to facility?
Is the vehicle a Partial Loss or a Total Loss?
****»**. Alternate Part Surnrnary*****************
Were Alternate Parts available?
Name of Alternate Part reference source?
Alternate Part reference phone number?

ESTIMATE RECALL NUMBER: 07/30/201814:24:51 CAPA*0090056400102
Mitchell Data Version; OEM: SEP_18_V

Copyrt8«lC) 1994.2016Mltchelllntemational Paoe 4 of 4Software Version: 7.1.231 AH Rights Reserved rage 4 of 4
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CITY OP

c a t PI t et

Est. 1875

CITY COUNCIL

STAFF REPORT

TO: Honorable Mayor and Councilmembers

DATE: November 6, 2018

THROUGH: John W. Donlevy, Jr., City Managei

FROM: Brad L. Lopez, Fire Captain

SUBJECT: Image Trend Report Management Software

RECOMMENDATION:

The Fire Department staff recommends authorization for the City Manager to secure contract
services with Image Trend for the Fire Department's Report Management Software (RMS).

BACKGROUND:

The Fire Department currently uses Firehouse Software by ESO for incident reporting. Firehouse
Software services and support has changed ownership twice in the past couple years which has
resulted in poor and unsupported services. Requests for support services are not responsive and
are often left unresolved. Additionally, Firehouse does not support a cost effective solution to
provide for Computer Aided Dispatching (CAD) integration between Yolo Emergency
Management Agency (YECA) and the Fire Department's RMS system. Many departments in Yolo
County have expressed similar frustrations and are seeking other RMS vendors.

Incident Reporting, Data Collection and Analysis are important tools for the Fire Department.
This allows us to generate statistical reports, develop charts, graphs and assess areas of risk, identify
response times for emergencies as well as manage our fleet, building/occupancy inspections,
personnel and training records. Firehouse software is costing a significant amount of staff hours
annually in order to reconcile incident reports and produce reports, such as our Annual Report.

As a result the Fire Department has solicited to the following vendors, Zoll, Emergency Reporting
and Image Trend to obtain quotes for a new RMS system. Image Trend provided a more
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affordable option for RMS software that better fit the needs for the Fire Department. Yocha Dehe
Fire Department also uses Firehouse Software and they have also explored like vendors with Image
Trend providing a more affordable solution. As a result, both Yoch Dehe Fire and Winters Fire
Department, through a joint venture, have the opportunity to secure an RMS software at an even
lower cost as opposed to each agency purchasing one alone. Because both departments are very-
similar in call volume and utilize the same dispatching center, YECA, Image Trend has provided
us a multi-agency use discount. Other departments within the county have expressed interest
however, Yocha Dehe and Winters Fire Departments are eager to move forward and agree this is a
cost effective solution for our RMS needs. Additionally, in order to comply with State and Federal
requirements. Fire Departments are required to provide annual reporting to the California All
Incident Reporting System (CAIRS) and National Fire Incident Reporting System (NFIRS) in
order to be eligible for various state and federal grant funding.

nSCAL IMPACT:

The Fire Department has implemented plans into the existing two-year budget that would allow for
the funding of these changes. Below is pricing agreement to purchase licensing from Image Trend
Software. In comparison to the currently used Firehouse Software and Image Trend, we are
looking at an increase cost of approximately $ 1,875.00 annual increase.

Pricing Agreement

ImageTrend Elite™ Rescue License 1 $7,500.00 $7,500.00
ImageTrend Elite™ Rescue Setup 1 $1,500.00 $1,500.00
ImageTrend Elite™ Field Site License $2,500.00 $2,500.00
ImageTrend Elite'^'*^ Mobile Fire Inspections Setup Fee 1 $750.00 $750.00
Webinar Training Sessions (2 hr Session) 3 $175.00 $525.00

TOTAL One-Time Fees 512.775.00

ILn-.,rr,-na F».. Unit

isJbxteiMled
ImageTrend Elite Rescue Hosting I $1,875.00 $1,875.00
ImageTrend Elite Rescue Support 1 $1,500.00 $1,500.00
CAD Distribution - CAD Vendor: TriTech 1 $1,750.00 $1,750.00
ImageTrend Elite™ Field Support 1 $500.00 $500.00
ImageTrend Elite™Mobile Fire Inspections Support 1 $150.00 $150.00

TOTAL Recurring Fees

TOTAL Year I

S5.775.00

$18,550.00

37



SOFTWARE LICENSING AGREEMENT

Contract No.: 400444

Between

Winters Fire Department

700 Main St.

Winters, CA 95694

And

ImageTrend, Inc.

20855 Kensington Blvd.

LaKEVILLE, MN 55044 \mageTrend
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THIS AGREEMENT is made and entered into on the date last written below, by and between the
ImageTrend, Inc., a Minnesota corporation (hereinafter "IMAGETREND"), and Winters Fire Department
(hereinafter "CLIENT").

RECITALS

WHEREAS, IMAGETREND owns the software system known SOFTWARE; and

WHEREAS, CLIENT desires to obtain the license of the Software mentioned above; and

WHEREAS, IMAGETREND is willing to provide CLIENT with a non-exclusive license of the
Software on the terms and conditions contained herein;

NOW, THEREFORE, THE PARTIES HEREBY AGREE AS FOLLOWS:

SECTION 1. DEFINITIONS.

"Authorized personnel" means employees of CLIENT that use the Software in the scope of their
employment, or CLIENT'S contractors where the contractor's services must necessarily require access to
the Software. Personnel who intend to: reverse engineer, disclose, or use or acquire for any purpose not
in the scope of the personnel's employment or necessary for contractor services, any Confidential
Information are not Authorized Personnel.

"Confidential information" means the proprietary products and trade secrets of IMAGETREND and/or
its suppliers, including, but not limited to. computer software, code, technical parameters, price lists,
customer lists, designs, software documentations, manuals, models and account tables, and any and all
information maintained or developed by CLIENT pursuant to this AGREEMENT which is deemed
confidential under existing state and/or federal law.

"Custom Development" means that CLIENT contracts IMAGETREND through a signed and accepted
Statement of Work to customize the software. Each CLIENT shall have the non-exclusive license to utilize
such software. Such software may then become a part of the core product and be distributed. Custom
Development may require ongoing support and/or hosting and shall be subject to support and/or hosting
fee increases. IMAGETREND maintains ownership of all Custom Development.

"ePCR" means an Electronic Patient Care Report

"ImageTrend Elite Data Marts" means the relational database(s) that contain an enhanced and
simplified reporting-ready format of the transactional data collected within ImageTrend Elite. The Elite
Data Marts are available for use with the ImageTrend Elite Reporting Tools.

"ImageTrend Elite Reporting Tools" means the Transactional Report Writer, Visual Informatics,
Analytical Chart Reporting Tool and Analytical Tabular Reporting Tool in the Software that are based on a
set of Elite Data Marts.

"Incident(s)" means an instance where the CLIENT sends a vehicle to a potential or actual patient.

"Licensed Information" means any information pertaining to the Software which is owned by
IMAGETREND and is licensed to CLIENT. Licensed Information includes such information as input form,

October 29 2018 <vww i.'^aoet'era Page 2
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user manuajs and user documentation, interface format and input/output format, and any other materials
pertaining to the Software.

"Perpetual License" means an unlimited use of software without rights for resale,

"Reference" means referral in the promotion of IMAGETREND'S software to other potential CLIENTS.

"Run(s)" means an incident where the CLIENT sends a vehicle to a potential or actual patient.

"Software" means the computer program(s) in machine readable object code form listed in Exhibit "A",
including the executable processing programs comprising the various modules from the Software and the
Licensed Information.

"Statement of Work" means the technical document which outlines mutually agreed upon system
specification for Custom Development and associated costs, payment terms and acceptance procedures.
This document requires CLIENT acceptance and signature prior to beginning work.

"Support" means interactive telephone and e-mail support, computer based online training, product
upgrades and enhancements, along with defect corrections, delivered from IMAGETREND'S offices.

"Upgraded Version" means the Licensed Software and/or Licensed Information to which updates,
enhancements, corrections, installations of patches or other changes have been made. The exterior form
of the Updated Version is reflected by changes to the version numbers.

SECTION 2. TERM OF AGREEMENT.

The term of this AGREEMENT shall be one year(s) from signature date, subject to Section 13 of this
AGREEMENT. This AGREEMENT shall be subject to automatic annual renewal unless terminated by
either party as provided in Section 13, below.

SECTION 3. GRANT OF LICENSE.

A. NON-EXCLUSIVE PERPETUAL USE LICENSE.

In accordance with the terms and conditions hereof, IMAGETREND agrees to grant to CLIENT and
CLIENT agrees to accept a non-transferable and non-exclusive perpetual use license of the Software.
During the term of the AGREEMENT, the CLIENT shall have access to the Software, which will be
Installed on servers at the IMAGETREND hosting facility and subject to the Service Level Agreement
attached as Exhibit B. CLIENT expressly acknowledges that all copies of the Software and/or
Licensed Information in any form provided by IMAGETREND to CLIENT hereunder are the sole
property of IMAGETREND and/or its suppliers, and that CLIENT shall not have any right, title, or
interest to any such Software and/or Licensed Information or copies thereof except as provided in this
AGREEMENT.

B. IMAGETREND ELITE DATA MARTS NON-EXCLUSIVE USE LICENSE

In accordance with the terms and conditions hereof, IMAGETREND agrees to grant the use of the
ImageTrend Elite Data Marts only via ImageTrend Elite Reporting Tools as included and detailed in
Exhibit A. This AGREEMENT does not give the CLIENT the rights to access and query the
ImageTrend Elite Data Marts directly using SQL query tools, reporting tools, ETL tools, or any other
tools or mechanisms. Direct access to ImageTrend Elite Data Marts is available via separately-priced
product and service offerings from IMAGETREND. This Section 3.B, is subject to the Non-Exclusive
Use License as covered in Section 3.A and terms of this AGREEMENT.

October 29, 20'8 <vww fraaetre"C! ccm Page .3
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C. PROTECTION OF SOFTWARE AND LICENSED INFORMATION.

CLIENT agrees to respect and not to, nor permit any third-party to, remove, obliterate, or cancel from
view any copyright, trademark, confidentiality or other proprietary notice, mark, or legend appearing
on any of the Software or Licensed Information, and to reproduce and include the same on each
authorized copy of the Software and Licensed Information.

CLIENT shall not nor shall CLIENT permit any third-party to. copy or duplicate the Software or any
part thereof except for the purposes of system backup, testing, maintenance, or recovery. CLIENT
may duplicate the Licensed Information only for internal training, provided that all the names,
trademark rights, product names, copyright statement, and other proprietary right statements of
IMAGETREND are reserved. IMAGETREND reserves at! rights which are not expressly granted to
CLIENT in this AGREEMENT,

CLIENT shall not. nor shall CLIENT permit any third-party to. modify, reverse engineer, disassemble,
or decompile the Software, or any portion thereof, and shall not use the software or portion thereof for
purposes other than as intended and provided for in this AGREEMENT.

D. DATA OWNERSHIP AND DATA PROTECTION.

AH CLIENT data collected with IMAGETREND Software is the property of the CLIENT,

IMAGETREND may use CLIENT data for the following purposes and subject to any Business
Associate Agreement between the parties: 1) As permitted by any Business Associate Agreement
between the parties, or 2) for providing support to CLIENT, 3) As necessary to perform services or
deliver goods as required by this AGREEMENT, 4) to train artificial intelligence, machine learning, or
other algorithms which utilize data to learn or adjust the operation of the algorithm, or 5) to create a
de-identified data set as explained in the next sentence, or 6) as otherwise permitted in writing by
CLIENT. Notwithstanding any term to the contrary. IIMAGETREND may create a de-identified data
set of CLIENT'S data ("the De-identified Data Set") and IMAGETREND may, in IMAGETREND's
discretion, transform, analyze, distribute and redistribute, create derivative works of. license, make

available to 3rd party researchers, or otherwise use the De-identified Data Set except as limited by: 1)
this AGREEMENT, 2) applicable law and regulation, e.g. State and Local data breach law and
HIPAA/HITECH, 3) notwithstanding any of the prior, IMAGETREND shall not attempt to re-identify
any de-identified records

CLIENT shall have access to creative tools within the Elite Software platform. Use of these features is
conditioned upon assignment to IMAGETREND of all copyrights in any work created within and using
the Elite software platform, the terms of use for such creative tool features will prompt all users upon
first use to agree to terms of use; those terms are hereby incorporated as part of this AGREEMENT
and valid whether accepted before or after execution of this AGREEMENT. This copyright
assignment is necessary to allow ImageTrend to legally share CLIENT configurations as the system's
administrator directs in the Library. Please contact IMAGETREND for a copy of these terms prior to
final acceptance of this AGREEMENT, if necessary.

E. CLIENT DATA.

Within thirty (30) days after the expiration of this AGREEMENT, the termination of this AGREEMENT,
or IMAGETREND is no longer in business, IMAGETREND will deliver to the CLIENT its data. In

machine readable format, on appropriate media, at the CLIENT'S option. If the CLIENT wants the

data to be delivered in a medium other than tape or CD. IMAGETREND shall do its best to

Octooer 29 20'3 www ir'ac;e:re''3 ccr" Page 4
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accommodate the CLIENT, provided the CLIENT shall provide the medium on which the data is to be

provided and shall pay for any additional cost incurred by IMAGETREND in accommodating this
request,

SECTION 4. SOFTWARE ABSTRACT.

A. The IMAGETREND Elite contains and stores the data elements of an emergency medical
database, including data schema and values that may originate from traditional computer aided
dispatch (CAD) sources and data values that may be used In billing from pre-hospital patient
care. The emergency medical database may contain certain vehicle transport information but
does not contain data elements and/or values specific to the vehicle path tracking such as
automatic vehicle location (AVL) or third party AVL integrations. The emergency medical
database does support integrations to third party CAD and billing solutions. The emergency
medical database does not support any AVL, CAD or billing functions executed directly from the
database. CLIENT shall not use IMAGETREND Software to integrate patient information from a
clinical encounter associated with a patient incident requiring emergency medical care by the
emergency transport crew with flight information relating to an emergency transport crew dispatch
to produce an encounter record indicative of the patient's clinical encounter.

B. The IMAGETREND Elite contains and stores the data elements of an emergency medical
database as defined, described and mandated by the National EMS Information System
(NEMSIS). The dataset was adopted by IMAGETREND for State and local regulatory authorities
as required by NEMSIS. The NEMSIS data schema and elements are the sole work of the

NEMSIS organization in conjunction with the National Highway Traffic Safety Administration
(NHTSA). The NEMSIS dataset contains data elements and data structures originating and
potentially owned by a number of nonprofit third party organizations and government agencies
such as the World Health Organization (ICD 9 and ICD 10). International Health Terminology
Standards Development Organization (SNOMED), U.S Department of the Interior and U.S.
Geological Survey (GNIS), National Institute of Standards and Technology (FIPS), Health Level
Seven International (HL7), Joint APCO/NENA Data Standardization Working Group (AACN). The
NEMSIS dataset offers customer driven extensibility that allows the end user to extend and define
the dataset at their own discretion.

SECTION 5. SERVICES PROVIDED BY IMAGETREND.

A. SUPPLY OF SOFTWARE AND LICENSED INFORMATION.

IMAGETREND shall provide CLIENT software and services as detailed in Exhibit A.

B. MODIFICATIONS. IMPROVEMENTS AND ENHANCEMENTS.

During the terms of this AGREEMENT and any extensions under Section 2, IMAGETREND will
provide CLIENT with error corrections, bug fixes, patches or other updates to the Software in

object code form, to the extent available in accordance with IMAGETREND's release schedule. If

CLIENT desires to add new functions or make enhancements to the Software. CLIENT must, for

additional consideration, negotiate with IMAGETREND to develop new functions or improvements
to the existing Software. All such error corrections, bug fixes, patches, updates, or other

improvements or modifications shall be the sole property of IMAGETREND.

C. INSTALLATION, INTRODUCTORY TRAINING AND DEBUGGING.

1. IMAGETREND shall provide CLIENT with start-up services such as the installation and

introductory training relating to the Software, and, if necessary, initial debugging services.
2. "Train-the-trainer" training for administrators as detailed in Exhibit A. Additionally, online

Octccer 29 2013 .vvv,v Page 5
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training videos and user guides in electronic format will be made available,

3. Introductory training relating to the Software as detailed in Exhibit A. The parties may enter
into a supplemental written AGREEMENT in the event CLIENT desires that IMAGETREND

provide additional training.

SECTION 6. MAINTENANCE AND SUPPORT.

A. Application use support as detailed in Service Level Agreement Exhibit B.

B. Server hosting environment is monitored and supported 24/7. Emergency support information is
available on the IMAGETREND Support site for emergency purposes. Non-emergency related
contact may be charged to the CLIENT.

C. Maintenance of IMAGETREND software, which includes scheduled updates and new releases,
as well as defect correction as needed, is included. Specific out-of-scope system enhancement
requests will be reviewed with the CLIENT and subject to approval if additional charges are
necessary.

SECTION 7. FEES.

A. Except as otherwise provided in this AGREEMENT, IMAGETREND shall offer the Products and
the Services at the prices set forth on Exhibit A.

B. The fees for this contract are as detailed in the attached Exhibit A.

C. At any time during this AGREEMENT, the CLIENT may contract with IMAGETREND for
additional software and services not covered in this AGREEMENT with fees to be negotiated on
an item-by-item basis. The CLIENT may contract Custom Development by IMAGETREND for
additional fees as outlined and agreed to in a signed and accepted Statement of Work.

SECTION 8. PROTECTION AND CONFIDENTIALITY.

A. ACKNOWLEDGEMENT.

CLIENT hereby acknowledges and agrees that the Software and Licensed Information provided
hereunder constitute and contain valuable proprietary products and trade secrets of
IMAGETREND and/or its suppliers, embodying substantial creative efforts and confidential
information, ideas and expressions. Accordingly, CLIENT agrees to treat (and take precautions to
ensure that its authorized personnel treat) the Software and Licensed Information as confidential

in accordance with the confidentiality requirements and conditions set forth below. CLIENT
acknowledges and agrees that CLIENT shall not permit any non-Authorized User from accessing
the Software made available to the CLIENT.

B, MAINTENANCE OF CONFIDENTIAL INFORMATION.

Each party agrees to keep confidential all confidential information disclosed to it by the other
party in accordance herewith, and to protect the confidentiality thereof in the same manner it
protects the confidentiality of similar information and data of its own (at all times exercising at
least a reasonable degree of care In the protection of confidential information); provided,
however, that the provisions of this Section shall not apply to information which: (i) is in the
public domain or is otherwise required to be disclosed under state or federal law, including but not
limited to the California Public Records Act (Gov't Code §6250 etseq.y, (ii) has been acquired by
CLIENT by normal means upon the disclosure of the information by IMAGETREND; (ill) is duly
obtained by CLIENT directly or indirectly from a third party who has independently developed the
information and is entitled to disclose the information to CLIENT, and such disclosure does not

directly or indirectly violate the confidentiality obligation of such third party; or (iv) becomes known
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publicly, without fault on the part of CLIENT, subsequent to the receipt of the information by
CLIENT.

0. SURVIVAL.

This Section 8 shall survive the termination of this AGREEMENT or of any license granted under
this AGREEMENT.

SECTION 9. WARRANTIES.

A. PERFORMANCE.

IMAGETREND warrants that the Software will conform to the specifications as set forth in the
Licensed Information. However, this warranty shall be revoked in the event that any person other
than IMAGETREND and its agents make any unauthorized amendment or change to the
Software in any manner.

B. OWNERSHIP.

IMAGETREND represents that it is the owner of the entire right, title, and interests in and to the
Software, and that it has the sole right to grant licenses thereunder, and that it has not knowingly
granted licenses thereunder to any other entity that would restrict rights granted hereunder to
CLIENT.

C. LIMITATIONS ON WARRANTY.

All of IMAGETREND's obligations under this Section 9 shall be contingent on CLIENT'S use of
the Software in accordance with this AGREEMENT and in accordance with IMAGETREND's

instructions as provided by IMAGETREND in the Licensed Information, and as such instructions
may be amended, supplemented, or modified by IMAGETREND from time to time.
IMAGETREND shall have no warranty obligations with respect to any failures of the Software
which are the result of accident, abuse, misapplication, extreme power surge or extreme
electromagnetic field.

THE EXPRESS WARRANTIES PROVIDED HEREIN ARE THE ONLY WARRANTIES MADE BY

IMAGETREND WITH RESPECT TO THE SOFTWARE AND SUPERSEDE ALL OTHER

EXPRESS OR IMPLIED WARRANTIES, INCLUDING, BUT NOT LIMITED TO, ANY

WARRANTIES OF MERCHANTABILITY AND WARRANTIES FOR ANY SPECIAL PURPOSE.

SECTION 10. LIMtTATlON OF LIABILITY.

Unless otherwise provided in this Section 10, CLIENT'S exclusive remedy for any damages or losses
arising out of IMAGETREND's breach of warranties shall be, at IMAGETREND's option, either (i)
immediate release from the AGREEMENT; or (ii) repair of the Software.

SECTION 11. INDEMNIFICATION.

A. INDEMNITY

IMAGETREND (which includes its agents, employees and subcontractors, if any) agrees to
indemnify CLIENT, as welt as any agents thereof from all damages, judgments, loss and
expenses, but not including consequential or incidental damages arising out of:

OctoDer 29 20'8 -aww rraoetrsra ccr Page 7
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(i) any personal injuries, property damage, or death that CLIENT may sustain while using
IMAGETREND's, as well as any agents thereof, controlled property or equipment in the
performance of this AGREEMENT; or

(ii) any personal injury or death which results or increases by any action taken to medically
treat CLIENT agents, employees and subcontractors; or

(iii) any personal injury, property damage or death that CLIENT may sustain from any claim
or action brought against CLIENT, as well as any agents thereof arising out of the
negligence or recklessness of IMAGETREND in the performance of this AGREEMENT,

Except for the foregoing claims, CLIENT, as welt as any agents thereof agrees to indemnify,
defend, and hold harmless IMAGETREND from all claims, lawsuits, damages, judgments, loss,
liability, or expenses, arising out of any claim or action brought against IMAGETREND arising out
of the negligence or recklessness of CLIENT, as well as any agents thereof in the performance of
this AGREEMENT.

B, ENTIRE LIABILITY

SECTION 11 (A) ABOVE STATES THE PARTIES ENTIRE LIABILITY THE PARTIES SOLE AND
EXCLUSIVE REMEDY FOR ANY CLAIMS OF INDEMNIFICATION. SECTION 9 OF THIS

AGREEMENT STATES THE FULL EXTENT OF IMAGETREND'S WARRANTY AND SECTION

11(A) PROVIDES NO ADDITIONAL WARRANTY OF ANY KIND. ANY OTHER WARRANTY.
EXPRESS OR IMPLIED OUTSIDE OF THIS AGREEMENT, INCLUDING THOSE ARISING OUT
OF THE UNIFORM COMMERCIAL CODE, ARE WAIVED.

SECTION 12. INSURANCE REQUIREMENTS.

IMAGETREND will provide standard insurance coverage as detailed in a Certificate of Insurance, if
requested.

SECTION 13. TERMINATION.

A. TERMINATION WITHOUT CAUSE.

Following the expiration of the original term of this AGREEMENT, either party shall have the right
to terminate this AGREEMENT, without cause, by giving not less than sixty (60) days written
notice of termination.

B. CUSTOM DEVELOPMENT TERMINATION

Either party shall have the right to terminate any Custom Development portion(s) of this

AGREEMENT, without cause, by giving not less than thirty (30) days written notice of termination.

C. TERMINATION FOR CAUSE.

This AGREEMENT may be terminated by the non-defaulting party by giving not less than thirty
(30) days written notice of termination if any of the following events of default occur: (i) if a party
materially fails to perform or comply with this AGREEMENT or any provision hereof; (ii) if either

party fails to strictly comply with the provisions of Section 8 , above, or makes an assignment in
violation of Section 15, below; (iii) if a party becomes insolvent or admits in writing its inability to

pay its debts as they mature, or makes an assignment for the benefit of creditors; (iv) if a petition
under any foreign, state, or United States bankruptcy act, receivership statute, or the like, as they

now exist, or as they may be amended from time to time, is filed by a party; or (v) if such a petition

is filed by any third party, or an application for a receiver is made by anyone and such petition or
application is not resolved favorably within ninety (90) days.

October 29 20' 6 .naQe:.'"efc :cfn P a 3 e

45



SECTION 14. COOPERATIVE USE

Public and nonprofit agencies that have entered into a Cooperative Purchasing Agreement with the
CLIENT are eligible to participate in any subsequent Agreement. The parties agree that these lists are
subject to change. Any such usage by other municipalities and government agencies must be in accord
with the ordinance, charter, rules and regulations of the respective political entity and with applicable
State and Federal laws.

Any orders placed to, or services required from IMAGETREND will be requested by each participating
agency. Payment for purchases made under this Agreement will be the sole responsibility of each
participating agency. The CLIENT shall not be responsible for any disputes arising out of transactions
made by others. IMAGETREND shall be responsible for correctly administering this Agreement in
accordance with all terms, conditions, requirements, and approved pricing to any eligible procurement
unit.

SECTION 15. NONASSIGNABILITY.

CLIENT shall not assign this AGREEMENT or its rights hereunder without the prior written consent of
IMAGETREND.

SECTION 16. GOVERNING LAW.

The parties agree that the law governing this AGREEMENT shall be that of the State of California without
regard to its conflict of laws principles.

SECTION 17. COMPLIANCE WITH LAWS.

IMAGETREND shall comply with all applicable laws, ordinances, codes and regulations of the federal,
state and local governments.

SECTION 18. WAIVER.

Any waiver by either party of any default or breach hereunder shall not constitute a waiver of any
provision of this AGREEMENT or of any subsequent default or breach of the same or a different kind.

SECTION 19. NOTICES.

All notices and other communications required or permitted to be given under this AGREEMENT shall be
in writing and shall be personally served or mailed, postage prepaid and addressed to the respective
parties as follows;

TO CLIENT: Winters Fire Department
700 Main St.

Winters. CA 95694

ATTENTION: Brad Lopez

TO IMAGETREND: ImageTrend, Inc
20855 Kensington Blvd.

Lakeville, MN 55044

ATTENTION: Mike McBrady

Notice shall be deemed effective on the date personally delivered or, if mailed, three (3) days after
deposit in the mail.

OcTObei" 25 2013 /i/ww ir^acetrerc zzic Page 9
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SECTION 20. FORCE MAJEURE.

Neither party shall be liable in damages or have the right to terminate this AGREEMENT for any delay or
default in performing hereunder if such delay or default is caused by conditions beyond its control
including, but not limited to Acts of God, Government restrictions (including the denial or cancellation of
any export or other necessary license), wars, insurrections and/or any other cause beyond the
reasonable control of the party whose performance is affected.

SECTION 21. ARBITRATION.

Any dispute between IMAGETREND and CLIENT under this AGREEMENT shall be resolved by
arbitration by an arbitrator selected under the rules of the American Arbitration Association (California)
and the arbitration shall be conducted in that same location under the rules of said Association. If an

arbitrator cannot be agreed upon by the parties, IMAGETREND and CLIENT shall each choose an
arbitrator, and those two chosen arbitrators shall choose a third arbitrator, who shall preside over any
dispute. IMAGETREND and CLIENT shall each be entitled to present evidence and argument to the
arbitrator. The arbitrator shall have the right only to interpret and apply the provisions of this
AGREEMENT and may not change any of its provisions. The arbitrator shall permit reasonable pre-
hearing discovery of facts, to the extent necessary to establish a claim or a defense to a claim, subject to
supervision by the arbitrator. The determination of the arbitrator shall be conclusive, final and binding
upon the parties and judgment upon the same may be entered in any California court having jurisdiction
thereof. The arbitrator shall give written notice to the parties stating his determination, and shall furnish to
each party a signed copy of such determination. IMAGETREND and CLIENT shall equally share the cost
of the arbitrator(s) fees. The arbitrator may award reasonable costs and expenses, including reasonable
attorney fees, to the prevailing party,

SECTION 22. INTERPRETATION.

This AGREEMENT has been negotiated between persons sophisticated and knowledgeable in the
matters dealt with in this AGREEMENT. Each party further acknowledges that it has not been influenced
to any extent whatsoever in executing this AGREEMENT by any other party hereto or by any person
representing it. or both. Accordingly, any rule or law or legal decision that would require interpretation of
any ambiguities in this AGREEMENT against the party that has drafted it is not applicable and is waived.
The provisions of this AGREEMENT shall be interpreted in a reasonable manner to effect the purpose of
the parties and this AGREEMENT.

SECTION 23. SIGNATOR'S WARRANTY AND ACCEPTANCE BY PERFORMANCE.

Each party warrants to each other party that he or she is fully authorized and competent to enter into this
AGREEMENT, in the capacity indicated by his or her signature and agrees to be bound by this
AGREEMENT. CLIENT understands and agrees that if CLIENT accepts any Software, goods, or services
from IMAGETREND prior to IMAGETREND receiving a final, mutually signed copy of this AGREEMENT,
that CLIENT has accepted this AGREEMENT and all of its terms and conditions.

SECTION 24. PRIOR AGREEMENTS AND AMENDMENTS.

This AGREEMENT, including all Exhibits attached hereto, represents the entire understanding of the
parties as to those matters contained herein. No prior oral or written understanding shall be of any force
or effect with respect to those matters covered hereunder. This AGREEMENT may only be modified by a
written amendment duly executed by the parties to this AGREEMENT.
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[REMAINDER OF PAGE INTENTIONALLY LEFT BLANK]

WITNESS THE EXECUTION HEREOF on the day and year last written below.

APPROVED AS;

"CLIENT"

By:.

Name:.

Title:

Dated:

"IMAGETREND"

By:.

Name: Michael J. McBradv

Title: President

Dated:
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Exhibits

EXHIBIT A - Pricing Agreement

EXHIBIT B - Service Level Agreement

EXHIBIT C - HIPAA Business Associate Agreement

EXHIBIT D - Insurance Certificate

EXHIBIT E - Tax Exemption Certificate

OctoOer 29 20' 3 <vw/v fraqeirgrg ;cfn Page i 12

49



EXHIBIT A - Pricing Agreement

IMAGETREND's license and annual support are based upon 1,500 annual incidents as provided by
CLIENT. IMAGETREND reserves the right to audit the annual incident volume and the option to increase
future support costs, with prior notification to the CLIENT, if the number of annual incidents increases
substantially and has a resulting effect of increased support calls to IMAGETREND.

|Descriptk>n - 1 Units Price Extended

ImaqeTrend Elite™ Rescue License 1 $7,500.00 $7,500.00

ImageTrend Elite™ Rescue Setup 1 $1,500.00 $1,500.00

ImaqeTrend Elite™ Field Site License 1 $2,500,00 $2,500.00

ImaqeTrend Elite™ Mobile Fire Inspections Setup Fee 1 $750.00 $750.00

Webinar Training Sessions (2 hr Session) 3 $175.00 $525.00

TOTAL One-Tlme Fees

ImaqeTrend Elite Rescue Hosting 1 $1,875.00 $1,875.00

ImaqeTrend Elite Rescue Support 1 $1,500.00 $1,500.00
CAD Distribution - CAD Vendor: Trilech 1 $1,750.00 $1,750.00
ImaqeTrend Elite™ Field Support 1 $500.00 $500.00

ImaqeTrend Elite™Mobile Fire Inspections Support 1 $150.00 $150.00

TOTAL Recurring Fees S5.r7S.OO

TOTAL Year 1 $18,550.00

lODtionai* " Units Price Fxtended

Out of Scope billed at $175/Hour $175.00

Onsite Training Sessions @ $1,400/day $1,400.00
Travel per Trainer (for Onsite Training at Client's Facility Training)***
@ $1,750/trainer/trip $1,750.00
Webinar Training Sessions (2 hour session M-F during
ImaqeTrend's Standard Business Hours) $350/session $350.00
*The CLIENT may elect to purchase additional services as set forth in the options identified above at any
time during the contract term. The CLIENT shall exercise said options by written notice to IMAGETREND.
The prices above are valid for one year from contract signature.

Payment Terms:

a. The above mentioned items will be invoiced upon Contract signature with payment terms of Net
30 Days.

b. If there is a delay in acceptance on the remaining items for longer than 60 days, IMAGETREND
has the option to invoice the remaining balance on any or all of the open items for Year 1 and
begin the Recurring Fees schedule.

c. CLIENT agrees IMAGETREND may, in IMAGETREND's discretion, cease to provide access,
hosting, support or otherwise disable the Software listed in Exhibit A due to CLIENT'S breach of
contract, overdue payments, or missed payments.
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d. CLIENT agrees IMAGETREND may charge to CLIENT a late fee of 1.5% per month, or the
highest rate allowed under the law, whichever is lower, on any overdue amounts. CLIENT also
agrees IMAGETREND may charge to CLIENT all reasonable costs and expenses of collection,
including attorneys' fees where. In IMAGETREND's discretion, payments are consistently
deficient or late.

e. IMAGETREND will invoice sales tax to non-exempt CLIENTS where applicable
Note: If CLIENT would like to schedule Onsite Training on the weekend, additional fees may
apply-
Note: IMAGETREND is not responsible for any CAD Vendor requirements and any associated
fees

Note: CAD data will only be available for 60 days in the dispatch database: which may impact
CAD Recon Reports

Pricing escalation factors:

a. IMAGETREND will perform price increases of the recurring fees. The first price increase will
occur with the fees due for Year 2. These price increases will occur once every year and may not
exceed 3% of the price then currently in effect.

b. All Annual SaaS Fees are based upon anticipated usage and are subject to an annual usage
audit, which may affect future fees.

c. All hosting fees are based upon anticipated usage and includes 30 GB of Storage total. These
fees are subject to annual usage audits, which may affect future fees at an increase of
$15/10GB/month for Storage.

Statements/Invoices should be mailed to:
Brad Lopez
Winters Fire Department
700 Main St.

Winters, CA 95694

Phone; 530-795-4131 ext.232

Email: brad.lopez@wintersfire.org

ImaaeTrend Salesperson Contact:
Tori Koistinen

952-469-1589

tkoistinen@imagetrend.com
contracts@imagetrend.com
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EXHIBIT B - Service Level Agreement

Perpetual Use License, ImageTrend Hosted Solution
Version 4.0

This agreement exists for the purpose of creating an understanding between IMAGETREND and CLIENT
who elect to host the application on IMAGETREND's servers. It is part of our guarantee for exceptional
service levels for as long as the system annual support fee is contracted. The Licensed IMAGETREND
Hosted Solution Service Level Agreement guarantees your web application's availability, reliability and
performance. This Service Level Agreement (SLA) applies to any site or application hosted on our
network as contracted.

1. Hosting at the ImageTrend's Datacenter

IMAGETREND's hosting environment provides 99.9% availability and is comprised of state-of-the-
art Blade Servers and SAN storage that are configured with the no single point of failure through
software and infrastructure virtualization, blade enclosure redundancies and backup storage policies.
Our Compellent SAN has a fiber channel backend, currently hosts 8TB of storage, has dual storage
controllers with redundant power supplies and redundant paths to disk, and hot swappable drives. We
do offsite replication to disk on a second SAN. Scheduled maintenance and upgrades do not apply to
the system availability calculation and all CLIENTS are properly notified of such scheduled
occurrences to minimize accessibility interruptions.

Hardware

IMAGETREND server hardware is configured to prevent data loss due to hardware failure and
utilize the following to ensure a quick recovery from any hardware related problems.
•  Independent Application and Database Servers

o  Microsoft SQL Server 2012

o  Microsoft Windows Server 2012

Redundant Power Supplies

Off-Site Idle Emergency Backup Servers (optional)
Sonicwall VPN Firewall

Redundant Disk configuration

Disk Space allocation and Bandwidth as contracted

Physical Facility
The IMAGETREND hosting facilities are located in downtown Minneapolis and Chicago with
every industry standard requirement for hosting not only being met. but exceeded. Requirements
such as power supply and power conditioning, normal and peak bandwidth capacity, security and
fail over locations are all part of an overall strategy to provide the most reliable hosting facility
possible.

Redundant, high-speed Internet connections over fiber optics.
Power protection via an in-line BOkVa UPS with a 150 KW backup diesel generator
Temperature controlled

Waterless Fire Protection and Clean agent fire suppression

Secured site access

Steel Vault Doors

21" concrete walls and ceiling
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Data Integrity
IMAGETREND applications are backed up daily allowing for complete recovery of data to the
most recent backup;

•  Daily Scheduled Database and Application Backups.

•  Daily Scheduled backup Success/Failure notification to IMAGETREND staff

2. Application and Hosting Support

IMAGETREND provides ongoing support as contracted for their applications and hosting services,
including infrastructure. This includes continued attention to product performance and general
maintenance needed to ensure application availability. Support includes technical diagnosis and fixes
of technology issues involving IMAGETREND software. IMAGETREND has a broad range of
technical support services available in the areas of:

Web Application Hosting and Support

Subject Matter Expert Application Usage Support
Web Application Development/Enhancement

Database Administration/Support

Project Management

Systems Engineering/Architecture

IMAGETREND offers multi-level technical support, based on level-two user support by
accommodating both the general inquiries of the administrators and those of the system users. We
will give the administrators the ability to field support for the system as the first level of contact while
providing them the option to refer inquiries directly to IMAGETREND.

IMAGETREND's Support Team is available Monday through Friday from 7:00 am to 6:00 pm CST via
the Support Suite, email or telephone.

Support Suite www.imagetrend.com/support
Email: support@imagetrend.com
Toll Free: 1-888-730-3255

Rhone: 952-469-1589

Online Support
IMAGETREND offers an online support system which incorporates around-the-clock incident
reporting of all submitted tickets to IMAGETREND's application support specialists. Once a
CLIENT submits a support ticket, he or she can track the progress with a secure login to the
support application. The system promotes speedy resolution by offering keyword-based self-help
services and articles in the knowledgebase, should CLIENTS wish to bypass traditional support
services. Ticket tracking further enhances the efforts of Support Desk personnel by allowing
IMAGETREND to identify patterns which can then be utilized for improvements in production,
documentation, education and frequently asked questions to populate the knowledgebase. The
support ticket tracking system ensures efficient workflow for the support desk specialists while
keeping users informed of their incident's status. Support patterns can be referenced to populate
additional knowledgebase articles.

Incident Reporting Malfunctions
IMAGETREND takes all efforts to correct malfunctions that are documented and reported by the
CLIENT. IMAGETREND acknowledges receipt of a malfunction report from a CLIENT and
acknowledges the disposition and possible resolution thereof according to the chart below.
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Severity Level Examples of each Severity Level:

Notification

Acknowledgement:
IMAGETREND Return Call

to Licensee after initial

notification of an Error

ACfi&Ti txpectatioh;
Anticipated Error

resolution

notification after v
IMAGETREND

Return Call to

Licensee of

Notification

Acknowledgement
of an error.

High/Site Down - Complete shutdown or partial shutdown
of one or more Software functions

- Access to one or more Software

functions not available

- Major subset of Software application
Impacted

Within one (1) hour of initial

notification during business
hours or via

support.imagetrend.com

Six hours

Medium - Minor subsystem failure
-Data entry or access impaired on a
limited basis - usually can be delegated
to local client contact as a first level or

response for resolution - usually user
error (i.e. training) or forgotten passwords

Within four (4) hours of initial
notification

24 Business hours

Low - System operational with minor issues;
suggested enhancements as mutually
agreed upon - typically covered in a
future release as mutually agreed upon.

Same day or next business
day of initial notification

Future Release

Service Requests (enhancements)
Any service requests that are deemed to be product enhancements are detailed and presented to
the development staff, where the assessment is made as to whether these should be added to
the future product releases and with a priority rating. If an enhancement request is specific to one
CLIENT and deemed to be outside of the original scope of the product, then a change order is
written and presented to the CLIENT. These requests are subject to our standard rates and
mutual agreement. CLIENTS review and approve the scope, specification and cost before work is
started to ensure goals are properly communicated.

Product release management is handled by IMAGETREND using standard development tools
and methodologies. Work items including, tasks, issues, and scenarios are all captured within the
system. Releases are based on one or more iterations during a schedule development phase.
This includes by not limited to: development, architecture, testing, documentation, builds, test and
use cases. Submissions of issues or requests are documented within our Product Management
system and from there workflow is created to track the path from initial request to resolution.

Out of Scope
CLIENT may contract with IMAGETREND for Out of Scope services. This will require a separate
Statement of Work and will be billed at IMAGETREND's standard hourly rate.

Maintenance and Upgrades
System/product maintenance and upgrades, if applicable, are included in the ongoing support
and warranty as contracted. These ensure continued attention to product performance and
general maintenance. Scheduled product upgrades include enhancements and minor and major
product changes. Customers are notified in advance of scheduled maintenance. It is the
CLIENT'S responsibility to accept all offered updates and upgrades to the system. If the CLIENT
does not accept these, CLIENT should be advised that IMAGETREND, at its discretion, may offer
limited support for previous versions. All code releases also maintain the integrity of any CLIENT
specific configurations (i.e. templates, addresses, staff information, active protocols, etc.) that
have been implemented either by IMAGETREND's implementation staff or the CLIENT'S
administrative staff.
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Escalation

Our support staff is committed to resolving your issues as fast as possible. If they cannot resolve
your issue, they will identify the course of action that they will be taking and indicate when an
answer will be available They in turn will seek assistance from the designated developer. The
next level of escalation goes to the Project Manager, who also addresses all operational issues
on an ongoing basis and reviews the issue log regularly to assess product performance and
service levels. Senior Management will handle issues requiring further discussion and resolution.
Any issues to be determined to be of a critical nature are immediately escalated accordingly.
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EXHIBIT C - HIPAA Business Associate Agreement

BUSINESS ASSOCIATE AGREEMENT

This Business Associate Agreement ("Agreement") dated , 2018 (the
"Effective Date"), is entered Into by and between Winters Fire Department, a California corporation (the
"Covered Entity") and ImageTrend, Inc. a Minnesota corporation (the "Business Associate").

WHEREAS, Covered Entity and Business Associate have entered into, or are entering into, or
may subsequently enter into, agreements or other documented arrangements (collectively, the "Business
Arrangements") pursuant to which Business Associate may provide products and/or services for Covered
Entity that require Business Associate to access, create and use health information that is protected by
state and/or federal law; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to the Administrative Simplification provisions of the Health Insurance
Portability and Accountability Act of 1996 C'HIPAA"), the U.S. Department of Health & Human Services
("HHS") promulgated the Standards for Privacy of Individually Identifiable Health Information (the "Privacy
Standards"), at 45 C.F.R. Parts 160 and 164, requiring certain individuals and entities subject to the
Privacy Standards (each a "Covered Entity", or collectively, "Covered Entities") to protect the privacy of
certain individually identifiable health information ("Protected Health information", or "PHI"); and

WHEREAS, pursuant to HIPAA, HHS has issued the Security Standards (the "Security
Standards"), at 45 C.F.R. Parts 160, 162 and 164, for the protection of electronic protected health
information ("EPHI"); and

WHEREAS, in order to protect the privacy and security of PHI, including EPHI, created or
maintained by or on behalf of the Covered Entity, the Privacy Standards and Security Standards require a
Covered Entity to enter into a "business associate agreement" with certain individuals and entities
providing services for or on behalf of the Covered Entity if such services require the use or disclosure of
PHI or EPHI; and

WHEREAS, on February 17, 2009, the federal Health Information Technology for Economic and
Clinical Health Act was signed into law (the "HITECH Act"), and the HITECH Act imposes certain privacy
and security obligations on Covered Entities in addition to the obligations created by the Privacy
Standards and Security Standards; and

WHEREAS, the HITECH Act revises many of the requirements of the Privacy Standards and
Security Standards concerning the confidentiality of PHI and EPHI, including extending certain HIPAA
and HITECH Act requirements directly to business associates; and

WHEREAS, Business Associate and Covered Entity desire to enter into this Business Associate
Agreement;

NOW THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual promises set forth in this Agreement and the
Business Arrangements, and other good and valuable consideration, the sufficiency and receipt of which
are hereby severally acknowledged, the parties agree as follows;

1  Business Associate ObllQations Business Associate may receive from Covered Entity, or create
or receive on behalf of Covered Entity, health information that is protected under applicable state
and/or federal law, including without limitation, PHI and EPHI. All capitalized terms not otherwise
defined in this Agreement shall have the meanings set forth in the Privacy Standards, Security
Standards or the HITECH Act, as applicable (collectively referred to hereinafter as the "Confidentiality
Requirements"). All references to PHI herein shall be construed to include EPHI. Business
Associate agrees not to use or disclose (or permit the use or disclosure of) PHI in a manner that
would violate the Confidentiality Requirements if the PHI were used or disclosed by Covered Entity in
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the same manner.

2. Use of PHI Except as otherwise required by law, Business Associate shall use PHI in compliance
with 45 C.F.R. § 164.504(e). Furthermore, Business Associate shall use PHI (i) solely for Covered
Entity's benefit and only for the purpose of performing services for Covered Entity as such services
are defined in Business Arrangements and as otherwise permitted by the Business Arrangements,
and (ii) as necessary for the proper management and administration of the Business Associate or to
carry out its legal responsibilities, provided that such uses are permitted under federal and state law.
Covered Entity shall retain all rights in the PHI not granted herein.

3. Disclosure of PHI. Subject to any limitations in this Agreement, Business Associate may disclose
PHI to any third party persons or entities as necessary to perform its obligations under the Business
Arrangement and as permitted or required by applicable federal or state law. Further, Business
Associate may disclose PHI for the proper management and administration of the Business
Associate, provided that (i) such disclosures are required by law, or (ii) Business Associate: (a)
obtains reasonable assurances from any third party to whom the information is disclosed that it will be
held confidential and further used and disclosed only as required by law or for the purpose for which it
was disclosed to the third party; (b) requires the third party to agree to immediately notify Business
Associate of any instances of which it is aware that PHI is being used or disclosed for a purpose that
is not otherwise provided for in this Agreement or for a purpose not expressly permitted by the
Confidentiality Requirements. Additionally, Business Associate shall ensure that all disclosures of
PHI by Business Associate and the third party comply with the principle of "minimum necessary use
and disclosure," i.e., only the minimum PHI that is necessary to accomplish the intended purpose
may be disclosed; provided further. Business Associate shall comply with Section 13405(b) of the
HITECH Act, and any regulations or guidance issued by HHS concerning such provision, regarding
the minimum necessary standard and the use and disclosure (if applicable) of Limited Data Sets. If
Business Associate discloses PHI received from Covered Entity, or created or received by Business
Associate on behalf of Covered Entity, to agents, including a subcontractor (collectively, "Recipients"),
Business Associate shall require Recipients to agree in writing to the same restrictions and conditions
that apply to the Business Associate under this Agreement. Business Associate shall report to
Covered Entity any use or disclosure of PHI not permitted by this Agreement, of which it becomes
aware, such report to be made within three (3) business days of the Business Associate becoming
aware of such use or disclosure. In addition to Business Associate's obligations under Section 9,
Business Associate agrees to mitigate, to the extent practical and unless otherwise requested by
Covered Entity in writing or as directed by or as a result of a request by Covered Entity to disclose to
Recipients, any harmful effect that is known to Business Associate and is the result of a use or
disclosure of PHI by Business Associate or Recipients in violation of this Agreement.

4. Individual Rights Regarding Designated Record Sets. If Business Associate maintains a
Designated Record Set on behalf of Covered Entity, Business Associate shall (i) provide access to,
and permit inspection and copying of, PHI by Covered Entity or, as directed by Covered Entity, an
individual who is the subject of the PHI under conditions and limitations required under 45 CFR
§164.524, as it may be amended from time to time, and (ii) amend PHI maintained by Business
Associate as requested by Covered Entity. Business Associate shall respond to any request from
Covered Entity for access by an individual within five (5) days of such request and shall make any
amendment requested by Covered Entity within ten (10) days of such request. Any information
requested under this Section 4 shall be provided in the form or format requested, if it is readily
producible in such form or format. Business Associate may charge a reasonable fee based upon the
Business Associate's labor costs in responding to a request for electronic information (or a cost-
based fee for the production of non-electronic media copies). Covered Entity shall determine whether
a denial is appropriate or an exception applies. Business Associate shall notify Covered Entity within
five (5) days of receipt of any request for access or amendment by an individual. Covered Entity shall
determine whether to grant or deny any access or amendment requested by the individual. Business
Associate shall have a process in place for requests for amendments and for appending such
requests to the Designated Record Set, as requested by Covered Entity.
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5. Accounting of Disclosures. Business Associate shall make available to Covered Entity in response
to a request from an individual, information required for an accounting of disclosures of PHI with
respect to the individual in accordance with 45 CFR §164.528, as amended by Section 13405(c) of
the HITECH Act and any related regulations or guidance issued by HNS in accordance with such
provision. Business Associate shall provide to Covered Entity such information necessary to provide
an accounting within thirty (30) days of Covered Entity's request or such shorter time as may be
required by state or federal law. Such accounting must be provided without cost to the individual or to
Covered Entity if it is the first accounting requested by an individual within any twelve (12) month
period. For subsequent accountings within a twelve (12) month period. Business Associate may
charge a reasonable fee based upon the Business Associate's labor costs in responding to a request
for electronic information (or a cost-based fee for the production of non-electronic media copies) so
long as Business Associate informs the Covered Entity and the Covered Entity informs the individual
in advance of the fee, and the individual is afforded an opportunity to withdraw or modify the request.
Such accounting obligations shall survive termination of this Agreement and shall continue as long as
Business Associate maintains PHI.

6. Withdrawal of Authorization. If the use or disclosure of PHI in this Agreement is based upon an
individual's specific authorization for the use of his or her PHI, and (i) the individual revokes such
authorization in writing, (ii) the effective date of such authorization has expired, or (iii) the consent or
authorization is found to be defective in any manner that renders it invalid. Business Associate
agrees, if it has notice of such revocation or invalidity, to cease the use and disclosure of any such
individual's PHI except to the extent it has relied on such use or disclosure, or where an exception
under the Confidentiality Requirements expressly applies.

7. Records and Audit. Business Associate shall make available to the U.S. Department of Health and
Human Services or its agents, its internal practices, books, and records relating to the use and
disclosure of PHI received from, created, or received by Business Associate on behalf of Covered
Entity for the purpose of determining Covered Entity's compliance with the Confidentiality
Requirements or any other health oversight agency, in a time and manner designated by the
Secretary. Except to the extent prohibited by law, Business Associate agrees to notify Covered Entity
immediately upon receipt by Business Associate of any and ail requests by or on behalf of any and all
federal, state and local government authorities served upon Business Associate for PHI.

8. Implementation of Security Standards: Notice of Security Incidents. Business Associate will use
appropriate safeguards to prevent the use or disclosure of PHI other than as expressly permitted
under this Agreement. Business Associate will implement administrative, physical and technical
safeguards that reasonably and appropriately protect the confidentiality, integrity and availability of
the PHI that it creates, receives, maintains or transmits on behalf of Covered Entity. Business
Associate acknowledges that the HITECH Act requires Business Associate to comply with 45 C.F.R.
§§ 164.308, 164.310, 164.312, 164.314, and 164.316 as if Business Associate were a Covered
Entity, and Business Associate agrees to comply with these provisions of the Security Standards and
all additional security provisions of the HITECH Act. Furthermore, to the extent feasible, Business
Associate will use commercially reasonable efforts to ensure that the technology safeguards
used by Business Associate to secure PHI will render such PHI unusable, unreadable and
indecipherable to individuals unauthorized to acquire or otherwise have access to such PHI in
accordance with HHS Guidance published at 74 Federal Register 19006 (April 17, 2009), or such
later regulations or guidance promulgated by HHS or issued by the National Institute for Standards
and Technology ("NIST") concerning the protection of identifiable data such as PHI. Business
Associate acknowledges and agrees that the HIPAA Omnibus Rule finalized January 25, 2013 at 78
Fed. Reg. 5566 requires Business Associate to comply with new and modified obligations imposed by
that rule under 45 C.F.R. §164.306, 45 C.F.R. § 164.308, 45 C.F.R. § 163.310, 45 C.F.R. § 164.312,
45 C.F.R. § 164.316, 45 C.F.R. § 164 502, 45 C.F.R. § 164,504. Lastly, Business Associate will
promptly report to Covered Entity any successful Security Incident of which it becomes aware. At the
request of Covered Entity, Business Associate shall identify; the date of the Security Incident, the
scope of the Security Incident, the Business Associate's response to the Security Incident and the
identification of the party responsible for causing the Security Incident, if known. Business Associate
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and Covered Entity shall take reasonable measures to ensure the availability of all affirmative
defenses under the HITECH Act, HIPAA, and other state and federal laws and regulations governing
PHI and EPHI,

9. Data Breach Notiffcation and Mitigation.

a. HIPAA Data Breach Notification and Mitigation. Business Associate agrees to implement
reasonable systems for the discovery and prompt reporting of any "breach" of "unsecured
PHI" as those terms are defined by 45 C.F.R. §164.402 (hereinafter a "HIPAA Breach"). The
parties acknowledge and agree that 45 C.F.R. §164.404, as described below in this Section
9.1, governs the determination of the date of a HIPAA Breach. In the event of any conflict
between this Section 9.1 and the Confidentiality Requirements, the more stringent
requirements shall govern. Business Associate will, following the discovery of a HIPAA
Breach, notify Covered Entity immediately and in no event later than three (3) business days
after Business Associate discovers such HIPAA Breach, unless Business Associate is
prevented from doing so by 45 C.F.R. §164.412 concerning law enforcement investigations.
For purposes of reporting a HIPAA Breach to Covered Entity, the discovery of a HIPAA
Breach shall occur as of the first day on which such HIPAA Breach is known to the Business
Associate or, by exercising reasonable diligence, would have been known to the Business
Associate. Business Associate will be considered to have had knowledge of a HIPAA Breach
if the HIPAA Breach is known, or by exercising reasonable diligence would have been known,
to any person (other than the person committing the HIPAA Breach) who is an employee,
officer or other agent of the Business Associate. No later than seven (7) business days
following a HIPAA Breach, Business Associate shall provide Covered Entity with sufficient
information to permit Covered Entity to comply with the HIPAA Breach notification
requirements set forth at 45 C.F.R. §164.400 ef seq. Specifically, if the following information
is known to (or can be reasonably obtained by) the Business Associate, Business Associate
will provide Covered Entity with: (i) contact information for individuals who were or who may
have been impacted by the HIPAA Breach (e.g., first and last name, mailing address, street
address, phone number, email address); (ii) a brief description of the circumstances of the
HIPAA Breach, including the date of the HIPAA Breach and date of discovery; (iii) a
description of the types of unsecured PHI Involved in the HIPAA Breach (e.g., names, social
security number, date of birth, address(es), account numbers of any type, disability codes,
diagnostic and/or billing codes and similar information); (iv) a brief description of what the
Business Associate has done or is doing to investigate the HIPAA Breach, mitigate harm to
the individual impacted by the HIPAA Breach, and protect against future HIPAA Breaches;
and (v) appoint a liaison and provide contact information for same so that the Covered Entity
may ask questions or learn additional information concerning the HIPAA Breach. Following a
HIPAA Breach, Business Associate will have a continuing duty to inform Covered Entity of
new information learned by Business Associate regarding the HIPAA Breach, including but
not limited to the information described in items (i) through (v), above.

b. Data Breach Notification and Mitigation Under Other Laws. In addition to the requirements of
Section 9.1, Business Associate agrees to implement reasonable systems for the discovery
and prompt reporting of any breach of individually identifiable information (including but not
limited to PHI, and referred to hereinafter as "Individually Identifiable Information") that, if
misused, disclosed, lost or stolen. Covered Entity believes would trigger an obligation under
one or more State data breach notification laws (each a "State Breach") to notify the
individuals who are the subject of the information. Business Associate agrees that in the
event any Individually Identifiable Information Is lost, stolen, used or disclosed in violation of
one or more State data breach notification laws. Business Associate shall promptly: (i)
cooperate and assist Covered Entity with any investigation into any State Breach or alleged
State Breach; (ii) cooperate and assist Covered Entity with any investigation into any State
Breach or alleged State Breach conducted by any State Attorney General or State Consumer
Affairs Department (or their respective agents); (iii) comply with Covered Entity's
determinations regarding Covered Entity's and Business Associate's obligations to mitigate to
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the extent practicable any potential harm to the individuals impacted by the State Breach; and
(iv) assist with the implementation of any decision by Covered Entity or any State agency,
including any State Attorney General or State Consumer Affairs Department (or their
respective agents), to notify individuals impacted or potentially impacted by a State Breach.

c. Breach Indemnification. Business Associate shall indemnify, defend and hold Covered Entity
and its officers, directors, employees, agents, successors and assigns harmless, from and
against all reasonable losses, claims, actions, demands, liabilities, damages, costs and
expenses (including costs of judgments, settlements, court costs and reasonable attorneys'
fees actually incurred) (collectively, "Information Disclosure Claims") arising from or related
to: (i) the use or disclosure of Individually Identifiable Information (including PHI) by Business
Associate in violation of the terms of this Agreement or applicable law, and (ii) whether in
oral, paper or electronic media, any HIPAA Breach of unsecured PHI and/or State Breach of
Individually Identifiable Information by Business Associate. If Business Associate assumes
the defense of an Information Disclosure Claim, Covered Entity shall have the right, at its
expense and without indemnification notwithstanding the previous sentence, to participate in
the defense of such Information Disclosure Claim. Business Associate shall not take any
final action with respect to any Information Disclosure Claim without the prior written consent
of Covered Entity. Covered Entity likewise shall not take any final action with respect to any
Information Disclosure Claim without the prior written consent of Business Associate. To the
extent permitted by law and except when caused by an act of Covered Entity or resulting
from a disclosure to a Recipient required or directed by Covered Entity to receive the
information. Business Associate shall be fully liable to Covered Entity for any acts, failures or
omissions of Recipients in furnishing the services as if they were the Business Associate's
own acts, failures or omissions.

i. Covered Entity shall indemnify, defend and hold Business Associate and its officers,
directors, employees, agents, successors and assigns harmless, from and against ail
reasonable losses, claims, actions, demands, liabilities, damages, costs and
expenses (including costs of judgments, settlements, court costs and reasonable
attorneys' fees actually incurred) (collectively, "Information Disclosure Claims")
arising from or related to: (i) the use or disclosure of Individually Identifiable
Information (including PHI) by Covered Entity, its subcontractors, agents, or
employees in violation of the terms of this Agreement or applicable law, and (ii)
whether in oral, paper or electronic media, any HIPAA Breach of unsecured PHI
and/or State Breach of Individually Identifiable Information by Covered Entity, its
subcontractors, agents, or employees.

ii. Covered Entity and Business Associate shall seek to keep costs or expenses that the
other may be liable for under this Section 9, including Information Disclosure Claims,
to the minimum reasonably required to comply with the HITECH Act and HIPAA.
Covered Entity and Business Associate shall timely raise all applicable affirmative
defenses in the event a violation of this Agreement, or a use or disclosure of PHI or
EPHI in violation of the terms of this Agreement or applicable law occurs.

10. Term and Termination.

a. This Agreement shall commence on the Effective Date and shall remain in effect until
terminated in accordance with the terms of this Section 10, provided, however, that
termination shall not affect the respective obligations or rights of the parties arising under this
Agreement prior to the effective date of termination, all of which shall continue in accordance
with their terms.

b. Covered Entity shall have the right to terminate this Agreement for any reason upon thirty
(30) days written notice to Business Associate.

c. Covered Entity, at its sole discretion, may immediately terminate this Agreement and shall
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11

have no further obligations to Business Associate if any of the following events shall have
occurred and be continuing;

i. Business Associate fails to observe or perform any material covenant or obligation
contained in this Agreement for ten (10) days after written notice thereof has been
given to the Business Associate by Covered Entity: or

ii. A violation by the Business Associate of any provision of the Confidentiality
Requirements or other applicable federal or state privacy law relating to the
obligations of the Business Associate under this Agreement.

d. Termination of this Agreement for either of the two reasons set forth in Section lO.c above
shall be cause for Covered Entity to immediately terminate for cause any Business
Arrangement pursuant to which Business Associate is entitled to receive PHI from Covered
Entity,

e. Upon the termination of all Business Arrangements, either Party may terminate this
Agreement by providing written notice to the other Party.

f- Upon termination of this Agreement for any reason, Business Associate agrees either to
return to Covered Entity or to destroy all PHI received from Covered Entity or othenwise
through the performance of services for Covered Entity, that is in the possession or control of
Business Associate or its agents. In the case of PHI which is not feasible to "return or
destroy," Business Associate shall extend the protections of this Agreement to such PHI and
limit further uses and disclosures of such PHI to those purposes that make the return or
destruction infeasible, for so long as Business Associate maintains such PHI. Business
Associate further agrees to comply with other applicable state or federal law, which may
require a specific period of retention, redaction, or other treatment of such PHI.

No Warranty. PHI IS PROVIDED TO BUSINESS ASSOCIATE SOLELY ON AN "AS IS" BASIS
COVERED ENTITY DISCLAIMS ALL OTHER WARRANTIES, EXPRESS OR IMPLIED, INCLUDING
BUT NOT LIMITED TO, IMPLIED WARRANTIES OF MERCHANTABILITY, AND FITNESS FOR A
PARTICULAR PURPOSE.

12. Ineligible Persons. Business Associate represents and warrants to Covered Entity that Business
Associate (i) is not currently excluded, debarred, or otherwise Ineligible to participate in any federal
health care program as defined in 42 U.S.C. Section 1320a-7b(f) ("the Federal Healthcare
Programs"); (ii) has not been convicted of a criminal offense related to the provision of health care
items or services and not yet been excluded, debarred, or otherwise declared ineligible to participate
in the Federal Healthcare Programs, and (iii) is not under investigation or otherwise aware of any
circumstances which may result in Business Associate being excluded from participation in the
Federal Healthcare Programs. This shall be an ongoing representation and warranty during the term
of this Agreement, and Business Associate shall immediately notify Covered Entity of any change in
the status of the representations and warranty set forth in this section. Any breach of this section shall
give Covered Entity the right to terminate this Agreement immediately for cause.

13. MisceHaneous.

a. Notice. All notices, requests, demands and other communications required or permitted to
be given or made under this Agreement shall be in writing, shall be effective upon receipt or
attempted delivery, and shall be sent by (i) personal delivery; (ii) certified or registered United
States mail, retum receipt requested; or (iii) overnight delivery service with proof of delivery.
Notices shall be sent to the addresses below. Neither party shall refuse delivery of any
notice hereunder.

If to Covered Entity:
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Compliance Office

If to Business Associate;

ImaoeTrend. Inc.

Attn: Michael J. McBradv

20855 Kensington Blvd.

Lakeville. MN 55044

14. Waiver. No provision of this Agreement or any breach thereof shall be deemed waived unless such
waiver is in writing and signed by the Party claimed to have waived such provision or breach. No
waiver of a breach shall constitute a waiver of or excuse any different or subsequent breach.

15. Assignment Neither Party may assign (whether by operation or law or otherwise) any of its rights or
delegate or subcontract any of its obligations under this Agreement without the prior written consent
of the other Party. Notwithstanding the foregoing, Covered Entity shall have the right to assign its
rights and obligations hereunder to any entity that is an affiliate or successor of Covered Entity,
without the prior approval of Business Associate.

16. Severabilitv. Any provision of this Agreement that is determined to be invalid or unenforceable will
be ineffective to the extent of such determination without invalidating the remaining provisions of this
Agreement or affecting the validity or enforceability of such remaining provisions.

17. Entire Agreement. This Agreement constitutes the complete agreement between Business
Associate and Covered Entity relating to the matters specified in this Agreement, and supersedes all
prior representations or agreements, whether oral or written, with respect to such matters. In the
event of any conflict between the terms of this Agreement and the terms of the Business
Arrangements or any such later agreement(s), the terms of this Agreement shall control unless the
terms of such Business Arrangements are more strict with respect to PHI and comply with the
Confidentiality Requirements, or the parties specifically otherwise agree in writing. No oral
modification or waiver of any of the provisions of this Agreement shall be binding on either Party;
provided, however, that upon the enactment of any law, regulation, court decision or relevant
government publication and/or interpretive guidance or policy that the Covered Entity believes in good
faith will adversely impact the use or disclosure of PHI under this Agreement, Covered Entity may
amend the Agreement to comply with such law, regulation, court decision or government publication,
guidance or policy by delivering a written amendment to Business Associate which shall be effective
thirty (30) days after receipt. No obligation on either Party to enter into any transaction is to be
implied from the execution or delivery of this Agreement. This Agreement is for the benefit of, and
shall be binding upon the parties, their affiliates and respective successors and assigns. No third
party shall be considered a third-party beneficiary under this Agreement, nor shall any third party
have any rights as a result of this Agreement.

18. Governing Law This Agreement shall be governed by and interpreted in accordance with the laws
of the state in which Business Associate is located, excluding its conflicts of laws provisions.
Jurisdiction and venue for any dispute relating to this Agreement shall exclusively rest with the state
and federal courts in the county in which Business Associate is located.

19. Equitable Relief. The parties understand and acknowledge that any disclosure or misappropriation
of any PHI in violation of this Agreement will cause the other irreparable harm, the amount of which
may t>e difficult to ascertain, and therefore agrees that the injured party shall have the right to apply to
a court of competent jurisdiction for specific performance and/or an order restraining and enjoining
any such further disclosure or breach and for such other relief as the injured party shall deem
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appropriate. Such right is to be in addition to the remedies otherwise available to the parties at law or
in equity. Each party expressly waives the defense that a remedy in damages will be adequate and
further waives any requirement in an action for specific performance or injunction for the posting of a
bond.

20. Nature of Agreement; Independent Contractor Nothing in this Agreement shall be construed to
create (i) a partnership, joint venture or other joint business relationship between the parties or any of
their affiliates, or (ii) a relationship of employer and employee between the parties. Business
Associate is an independent contractor, and not an agent of Covered Entity. This Agreement does
not express or imply any commitment to purchase or sell goods or services.

21. Counterparts This Agreement may be executed in one or more counterparts, each of which shall
be deemed an original, but all of which together shall constitute one and the same document. In
making proof of this Agreement, it shall not be necessary to produce or account for more than one
such counterpart executed by the party against whom enforcement of this Agreement is sought.
Signatures to this Agreement transmitted by facsimile transmission, by electronic mail in portable
document format (".pdf) form, or by any other electronic means intended to preserve the original
graphic and pictorial appearance of a document, will have the same force and effect as physical
execution and delivery of the paper document bearing the original signature.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have executed this Agreement as of the Effective Date.

COVERED ENTITY: BUSINESS ASSOCIATE:

By: By:

Michael J. McBradv
(Print or Type Name) (Print or Type Name)

President
(Title) (Title)

Date:. Date:
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EXHIBIT D- Insurance Certificate

Intentionally left blank
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EXHIBIT E - Tax Exemption Certificate

CLIENT to provide completed Tax Exemption Form, Tax Exemption Certificate, or other applicable
documentation from the State Department regarding their Tax Exemption Status.
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CITY OF

e/

ERS
7 n t a

Est- 1875

CITY COUNCIL

STAFF REPORT

TO: Honorable Mayor and Council Members

DATE: November 6. 2018

THROUGH: John W. Donlevy. Jr., City Manager

FROM: Alan Mitchell, City Engineer

SUBJECT: Adopt Resolution No. 2018- 66. to Accept a Grant Deed for a 10' Public Utility
Easement - Olive Grove Phase 1 Map #5066

RECOiVIMENDATION: Staff"recommends the City Council:

1. Adopt Resolution No. 2018- 66. to accept a Grant Deed for a 10* Public Utility Easement
- Olive Grove Phase I Map #5066: and

2. Authorize the City Clerk to record the Grant Deed on the City's behalf.

BACKGROUND: On March 20. 2018 the City Council reviewed and approved the Olive
Grove Phase 1 Final Map #5066. Olive Grove, Phase 1 includes 5 lots along Hemenway. The
proposed improvements include driveways, curb, gutter, and sidewalk consistent with the
adjacent improvements, utility services, street lights, and signing and striping.

DISCUSSION: Public Utility Easements (PUE) are required on the various newly-created
Parcels, for extension of public utilities across and through the Parcels. The approved Final Map
for Olive Grove Phase 1 included a 10' OUE along the frontage of Hemenway. The attached
Grant Deed facilitates the conveyance of this easement.

ALTERNATIVES: None recommended by staff.

FISCAL IMPACT: No City funds impacted.

Attachments: Resolution No. 2018-66

Grant Deed and Exhibit
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RESOLUTION NO. 2018 - 66

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF WINTERS

ACCEPTING THE GRANT DEED FOR A 10' PUBLIC UTILITY EASEMENT-

OLIVE GROVE PHASE I MAP #5066

WHEREAS, in order to maintain and upgrade public works facilities, and provide access and utility
service to parcels, it is sometimes necessary to obtain easements from private property owners that
subdivide land; and

WHEREAS, the City's subdivision ordinance (16.12.010 Dedication of Streets and Easements) requires
a property owner to dedicate or make an irrevocable offer of dedication of all parcels of land that are
needed for public utility easements; and

V\ HEREAS, such dedications of land for said purposes shall be made by deed; and

WHEREAS, the On March 20, 2018 the City Council reviewed and approved the Olive Grove Phase 1
Final Map #5066; and

WHEREAS, said Map includes a 10" Public Utility Easement (PUE) along the frontage of Hemenway;
and

WHEREAS, adoption of this Resolution will accept the Grant Deed for conveyance of the 10* PUE on
Olive Grove Phase 1 Final Map #5066. and authorize the City Clerk to record the Grant Deed on behalf
of the City.

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Winters as follows:

1. Accept a Grant Deed for a 10" Public Utility Easement - Olive Grove Phase 1 Map #5066; and

2. Authorize the City Clerk to record the Grant Deed with the County Recorder.

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of Winters, on this 6^ day of November,
2018, by the following vote:

AYES:

NOES:

ABSENT:

ABSTAIN:

Bill Biasi, MAYOR

ATTEST:

Tracy Jensen, City Clerk
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RECORDING REQUESTED BY:

crrr of winters, city
ENGINEER

WHEN RECORDED MAIL TO:

City Clerk
City of Winters
318 Pint Street

Winters, CA 95694

SPACE ABOVE THIS LINE FOR RECORDER'S USE

DOCUMENT TRANSFER TAX $

^gnature of declarant detemuning tax

gran t d e e d

FOR A VALUABLE CONSIDERATION, receipt of which is hereby acknowledged.

The undersigned Grantor(s),

GRANTfS) TO CITY OF WINTERS, A MUNICIPAL CORPORATION, aU of that real pieperty situate in the County of Yolo,
State of California, described as foflows:

A permanent Public Udiity Easement in and to chat portioo of the real property situate, lying and being in the City of Winters, County
of Yolo. State of California, such easement being more particularly described in Exhibits A and B attached hereto and made a part
hereof, and;

The purpose of the easements are for, con^ruction, irtstaliation, removal, rqjair, replacement, reconstruction, maintenance and operation,
and use for public utilities such as water distribution systems, storm drainage systems, sewer collection systems, electrical facilities, and
associated appurtenances, over, along, upon, under, and across said property.

Grantor Further Grants to Grantee the right to:

1. Chant said easement or a portion thereof to other public utilities or public agencies;
2. Review and control of the landscaping planting, trimming, maintenance and/or removal of any trees or other plants within said

Easement.

3. Review and control all signage and other appuitenacK:^ on said easement.
4. Review and control all vehicle access across said property

The provisions herrof shall inure to the benefit of and bind tf»e successors and assigns of the mspecdve parties hereto.

The Dei*inViBersQ«9signing Wow represent that he/she/they is/are the party/parties with an interest in the property described herein,

SLO RENTAfc^, LI
By:

By:. By:

Dated this day of . 2018

CA- AcW.

I0(3-Cl(>t)v2
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ACKNOWLEDGMENT

A notary public or other officer completing this
certificate verifies only the identity of the individual
who signed the document to which this certificate is
attached, and not the truthfulness, accuracy, or
validity of that document.

State of California

County of TOLO j

On 10/29/2018 me, ALEXIS MARTINEZ, NOTARY PUBUC
(insert name and titie of the officer)

personally appeared CHRISTOPHER ARN WILLIAMS
who proved to me on the basis of satisfactory evidence to be the person(^ whose name(^ is/are
subscribed to the within instrument and acknowledged to me that he/shefeey executed the same in
hls/hof«w!f authorized capacity(i^, and that by his/hefAheir signatufB{^) on the instrument the
person(^, or the entity upon behalf of which the person(^ acted, executed the instrument.

I certify under PENALTY OF PERJURY under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing
paragraph is true and correct.

ikLEXis luria I
_ — ■ qoMM #2150063 z

WITNESS my hand and official seal. ^ggaSS Mdaty PuMic • CaStomia g
YoltCoun^

Wy Com Expires Juhf 16.800 [

Signature (Seal)
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1963-2-4

October 29,2018

EXHIBIT A

PUBLIC UTILITY EASEMENT

That real property in the City of Winters, Cormty of Yolo, State of California, situate in a
portion of Section 21, Township 8 North, Range 1 West, Mount Diablo Base and Meridian, and
being a portion of Lots 1 - 5, Book 2018 of Maps, at Pages 76-78, Yolo County Records, and
being more particularly described as follows;

THE Easterly 10.00 feet of said Lots 1 - 5.

Containing 3,046 square feet of land, more or less.

End of description.

This description was prepared by me or under my direction in accordance with Section 8761 of
the Professional Land Surveyors Act.

LAND

&

Bryan P. Bonino, LS. 7521
ig/2^9 //8

Date

70



PARCEL a

s9y
n'O

PROPOSED-^
10' P.U.E. I

I nT- -J
4.W/ ^

25 50

LM
SCALE: r=50'

LM

LAND
^0.
' îr
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EXH/B/T B

PUBUC UnUTY £AS£i4£NT
FOR

OLIVE GROVE PHASE 1
LOCATED IN A PORTIQN OF SECTION 21,
TOWNSHIP 8 NORTH, RANGE 1 WEST,

MOUNT DIABLO MERIDIAN,
CITY OF WINTERS, YOLO COUNTY.
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CITY OF

r/

ERS
It ft f a

Est. 1875

CITY COUNCIL

STAFF REPORT

TO: Honorable Mayor and Council Members

DATE: November 6, 2018

THROUGH: John W. Donlevy, Jr., City Managerl

FROM: Alan Mitchell, City Engineer

SUBJECT: Irrevocable Offer of Dedication of Right of Way and Public Utility Easement for the
Callahan Estates Phase 1 Final Map #4508

RECOMMENDATION: Staff recommends the City Council:

1. Adopt Resolution No. 2018-63, to consent to accept an Irrevocable Offer of Dedication (lOD) of
Right of Way and Public Utility Easement, for the Callahan Estates Phase 1 Final Map #4508: and

2. Direct the City Clerk to sign and record the record the Certificate of Acceptance with the County
Recorder.

BACKGROUND: The Subdivision Ordinance (16.12.010 Dedication of Streets and Easements) requires a
subdivider to dedicate or make an irrevocable offer of dedication of all parcels of land within the subdivision
that are needed tor streets, alleys, open space, including access rights and abutters' rights, drainage, public
utility easements, and other public easements.

On June 19,2018, the City Council adopted Resolution No. 2018-24, to consent to an Irrevocable Offer of
Dedication (lOD) of Right of Way and Public Utility Easement for the Callahan Estates Phase 1 Final Map
#4508.

DISCUSSION: On October 2, 2018. the City Council accepted the public improvements for the
subdivision, and a Notice of Completion was recorded. Therefore the City should accept the offers of
dedication for rights of way and public utility easements.

Staff recommends the City Council adopt Resolution No. 2018-63, to consent to accept an Irrevocable Offer
of Dedication (lOD) of Right of Way and Public Utility Easement, for the Callahan Estates Phase 1 Final
Map #4508; and direct the City Clerk to sign and record the record the Certificate of Acceptance with the
County Recorder.

ALTERNATIVES: None recommended by staff.

FISCAL IMPACT: No City funds impacted.

Attachments: Resolution No. 2018-63 and Certificate of Acceptance

72



RESOLUTION NO. 2018-63

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF WINTERS
TO CONSENT TO ACCEPT THE IRREVOCABLE OFFER OF DEDICATION (lOD) OF RIGHT
OF WAY AND PUBLIC UTILITY EASEMENT FOR THE CALLAHAN ESTATES PHASE 1

FINAL MAP #4508.

WHEREAS, in order to maintain and upgrade public works facilities, and provide access and utility service
to new development, it is sometimes necessary to obtain rights of way and easements from private propert>
owners that create a subdivision; and

WHEREAS, the City's subdivision ordinance (16.12.010 Dedication of Streets and Easements) requires a
subdivider to dedicate or make an irrevocable offer of dedication of all parcels of land within the subdivision
that are needed for streets, alleys, including access rights and abutters' rights, drainage, public utility
easements, and other public easements; and

WHEREAS, the City Council on June 19,2018 approved Callahan Estates Phase 1 Final Map #4508. which
included various road and alley rights of ways, and public utility easements; and

WHEREAS, the City Council on June 19, 2018 adopted a Resolution consenting to the Irrevocable Offer of
Dedication for various rights of way and public utility easements, for said Map #4508; and

WHEREAS, the Irrevocable Offer of Dedication was recorded on August 7, 2018; and

WHEREAS, the City Council on October 2, 108 accepted the public improvements, and a Notice of
Completion was filed; and

WHEREAS, the adoption of the Resolution will consent to accepting the Irrevocable Offer of Dedication of
various rights of way and public utilit\ easements, for Callahan Estates Phase 1 Final Map #4508.

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Winters as follows;

1. Consent to accepting the Irrevocable Offer of Dedication of various rights of way and public utility
easements, for Callahan Estates Phase 1 Final Map #4508, and

2. Direct the City Clerk to sign and record the Certificate of Acceptance.

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of Winters, on this 6"^ day of November, 2018,
by the following vote:

AYES:

NOES:

ABSENT:

ABSTAIN:

Bill Biasi, MAYOR
ATTEST:

Tracy Jensen, City Clerk
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CERTIFICATE OF ACCEPTANCE

(California GovemmenI Code Section 27281)

This is to certify that the interest in real property conveyed by an Irrevocable
Offer of Dedication dated June 14, 2018 and recorded as Document No. 2018-0018648-00 in the
Official Records of Yolo County, from Crowne Communities Winters CA LLC to the City of
Winters, a California municipal corporation ("City"), is hereby accepted by the undersigned
officer or agent on behalf of the City Council pursuant to authority conferred by Resolution No.
2018-63 of the City Council adopted on November 6. 2018.

Dated: CITY OF WINTERS

By:
Tracy S. Jensen
City Clerk
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CITY OF

t7

ERS
7 n t et

Est. 1875

TO:

DATE:

THROUGH:

FROM:

SUBJECT:

CITY COUNCIL

STAFF REPORT

Honorable Mayor and Council Members

November 6, 2018

John W. Donlevy, Jr.. City Managei

Alan Mitchell, Citv Engineer/Dan Maguire. Economic Development & Housing Manager

Adopt Resolution No. 2018- 67, to Accept a Grant Deed to Create and Convey a Parcel to
the Cit>' from Domus CP. LLC - Blue Mountain Terrace

RECOMMENDATION: Staff recommends the Cit>-Council:

1. Adopt Resolution No. 2018-67, to Accept a Grant Deed to Create and Convey a Parcel in Fee
Interest to the City from Domus GP LLC — Blue Mountain Terrace and

2. Authorize the City Clerk to record the Grant Deed on the City's behalf.

BACKG ROUND: On November 25. 2014. the Planning Commission reviewed and approved
the Domus Senior Housing Project. CUP/DR 2014-04, which includes a Community Center on the NE
comer of Baker and East. Over the past few years, the City and Domus have been working on financing
for the affordable housing project.

DISCUSSION: In order to move forward with the senior housing development in a timely manner, the
City Council had previously approved the bifurcation of this project. The Senior Center will move
forward separately at a later date. Completing the lot split allows the senior housing component to move
forward and preserves the City's right to pursue a development grant and proposal on the lot without other
issues or encumbrances.

Typically a Parcel Map is required for division of a parcel into less than 5 parcels, but in Section 66428(a)
of the Map Act there is an exception for the need for a Parcel Map for •'Lands conveyed to or from a
govemmental agency, public entity...". In this case, the City will own the community center land and
Domus will own the land the apartments are on.

Domus' Engineer prepared a description and exhibit, which are attached to a Grant Deed. The Grant
Deed will convey the community center parcel to the City . The other parcel will be retained by Domus
for the affordable housing project. Once the City owns the parcel, we plan to apply for a CDBG grant
under the 2018-2019 NOFA, and having site control makes our application more competitive.

ALTERNATIVES: None recommended by staff.

75



FISCAL [MPACT: No Cit> funds impacted.

Attachments: Resolution No. 2018-67

Grant Deed and Exhibit
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RESOLUTION NO. 2018 - 67

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF WINTERS
ACCEPTING A GRANT DEED TO CREATE AND CONVEY A PARCEL IN FEE

INTEREST TO THE CITY FROM DOMUS GP LLC - BLUE MOUNTAIN TERRACE

WHEREAS, on November 25, 2014, the Planning Commission reviewed and approved
the Domus Senior Housing Project, CUP/DR 2014-04; and

WHEREAS, said Project includes an Affordable Housing Complex, and a Community
Center Building on the northeast comer of Baker and East; and

WHEREAS, Domus agreed to split the Parcel into two parcels, and grant one of the
parcels to the City for the community center; and

WHEREAS, a Grant Deed with a legal description and exhibits was prepared by a
licensed professional, to split the parcel into two parcels, for conveyance of one of the parcels to
the City; and

WHEREAS, in Section 66428(a) of the Subdivision Map Act there is an exception for
the need for a Parcel Map for "Lands conveyed to or from a governmental agency, public
entity.. therefore a Parcel Map is not required; and

WHEREAS, adoption of this Resolution will accept a Grant Deed to create and convey a
Parcel in Fee Interest to the Cit\ from Domus GP LLC - Blue Mountain Terrace, and authorize the City
Clerk to record the Grant Deed on behalf of the Cit>.

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Winters as
follows;

• Accept a Grant Deed to create and convey a Parcel in Fee Interest to the City from
Domus GP LLC - Blue Mountain Terrace, and

•  Authorize the City Clerk to record the Grant Deed on the City's behalf.

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of Winters, on this 6^ day of
November, 2018. by the following vote;

AYES:

NOES:

ABSENT:

ABSTAIN:

Bill Biasi, MAYOR
ATTEST:

Tracy Jensen, City Clerk

77



RECORDING REQUESTED BY:
CITY OF WINTERS, CITY ENGINEER

SPACE ABOVE THIS LINE FOR

RECORDER'S USE

WHEN RECORDED MAIL

TO: DOCUMENT TRANSFER TAX $
City Clerk
City of Winters

318 First Street Signature of declarant determining tax
Winters, CA 95694

GRAN T D E E D

FOR A VALUABLE CONSIDERATION, receipt of which is hereby acknowledged.

The undersigned Grantor(s),

GRANT(S) TO CITY OF WINTERS, A MUNICIPAL CORPORATION, ail of that real property situate in the City of Winters,
County of Vole, State of California, described as follows:

See Exhibits A and B attached hereto and made a part hereof.

The person signing below represent that she is the representative parties with an interest in the property described herin.

BLUE MOUNTAIN TERRACE ASSOCIATES, L.P, a California limited partnership

ADMINISTRATIVE GENERAL PARTNER:

Domus OF LLC, a California limited liability company
By: Domus Development, LLC, a California limited liability company, a member

By: MNJ Development, LLC, a California limited liability company, a member
By: Newport Partners, LLC, a California Ijmited liability company, its sole member

By:

Dated this

Momque H^ings,
Manager

day of jliju 2018
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NOTARY ACKNOWLEDGEMENT

A notsuy public or other officer completing this certificate
verifies only the identity of the individual who signed the
document to which this certificate is attached, and not the
truthfulness, accuracy, or validity of that document.

On , 20/^, before me Pme. Ohen^
who pr^\

a notary public, personally appeared
.  — ,3 - ved to me on the basis ofsatisfactory evidence to be the person(6.)

whose name^) is/a« subscribed to the within instrument and acknowledged to me that he/she/they executed the same in
his/her/their authorized capacityfws), and that by his/her/tiiek signature's) on the instrument the person's), or the entity
upon behalf of which the person(^ acted, executed the instrument.

I certify under PENALTY OF PERJURY under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing paragraph is true and
correct.

2  CHENG I
J  Notary pllhlir . nalifnrnia IWITNESS my hand and official seal.

GRACE CHENG

Notary Public - Calltornia

Stgnat

Orange County 1
Commission # 2162152 5

My Comm. Expires Auo 6 2020 t
I w m mw'9 e w w wm ww^

NOTARY SEAL
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EXHIBIT "A"

PROPERTY DESCRIPTION
Page 1 of 1

GRANT DEED

A portion of "Grant Deed" as shown on Document No. 2016-0010383-00,
City of Winters, Yolo County Records, California, being more particularly
described as follows;

Beginning at the westernmost corner of said "Grant Deed", said point being
on the northeasterly Right-of-Way of East Street; thence the following seven
(7) courses:

1) Leaving said Right-of-Way of East Street, along the northwesterly
line of said "Grant Deed" North 65'00'00" East, 167.78 feet;

2) Thence leaving said northwesterly line, South 25°00'00" East, 32.00
feet;

3) Thence North 65°00'00" East, 8.00 feet;
4) Thence South 25°00'00" East, 56.65 feet, to a point on the

northwesterly Right-of-Way of East Baker Street;
5) Thence along the northwesterly Right-of-Way of East Baker Street,

South 65°00'00" West, 142.30 feet;
6) Thence along a tangent curve to the right, having a radius of 33.50

feet, a central angle of 90°01'19", and an arc length of 52.63 feet, to
a point on the northeasterly Right-of-Way of East Street;

7) Thence along said northeasterly Right-of-Way of East Street, North
24°58'41" West, 55.14 feet to the Point of Beginning.

Said property contains 15,088 Sq. Ft., more or less.

End of description for Grant Deed

Prepared by: Cunningham Engineering Corp.
October 2018
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EXHIBIT "8"
GRANT DEED

A PORTION OF "GRANT DEED" AS SHOWN ON DOCUMENT NO. 2016-0010383-00. YOLO COUNTY RECORDS

CITY OF WINTERS COUNTY OF YOLO STATE OF CALIFORNIA

CUNNINGHAM ENGINEERING
OCTOBER 2018 SCALE: 1" = 40'
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C[TYOF WINTERS

CERTIFICATE OF ACCEPTANCE

This is to certify that the interest in the real property conveyed by the within Document
the provisions of which are incorporated by this reference as though fully set forth in this
Certification, to the City of Winters, a political subdivision of the State of California, is
hereby accepted by theij^dersigned, and the grantee consents to recordation thereof by its
duly authorize

Dated:

ffi

Johif W. Donlevy, Jr.
City of Winters
City Manager

CALIFORNIA ALL-PURPOSE ACKNOWLEDGEMENT

A Notary Public or other officer completing this certificate verifies only the identity of the individual who signed
the document to which this certificate is attached, and not the truthfulness, accuracy, or validity of that document.

State of California

County of Sacramento }
On_ before me, 7^ CCj S' (JxgilJd/XNotarv Public.
personally appeared John Wi Do^lcvy
^^o proved to me on the basis of satisfactory evidence to be the person^S^ whose name^)
(i^^ce subscribed to the^thin instrument and acknowledged to me that^^ske/t^e§f
executed the same in (fiisyicF/tiwir authorized capacity(i»g^, and that by^^
signatureOO on the instrument the person(X), or the entity upon behalf of which the
personfm) acted, executed the instrument.

I certify under PENALTY OF PERJURY under the laws of State of California that the
foregoing paragraph is true and correct.

TIW;Y a JENSEN t
COMM. #2173112 m WITNESS my hand and official signature
NowyfhjblfrCeeemie IS
^djOOOUKTf

M»G<iiiw.Ei»06C.

PLACE NOTARY SEAL ABOVE

Signature
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CITY OF

€ t/ 7 n ( er

Est. 1875

CITY COUNCIL

STAFF REPORT

TO: Honorable Mayor and Coundlmembers

DATE: November 6, 2018

THROUGH: John W. Donlevy, jr., City Managei

FROM: Shelly A. Gunby, Director of Financial Management

SUBJECT: 2018 Development Impact Fees Nexus Study

RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends the City Council
1. Hold a Public Hearing and receive input from interested parties regarding the 2018
Development Impact Fees Nexus Study and the setting of Development Impact Fee Amounts.
2. Approve Resolution 2018-59 Imposing Capital Improvement Facilities Fees for General
Government, Fire, Parks and Recreation, Public Safety, Wastewater, Water and Transportation
Improvements.

BACKGROUND:

On June 6, 2017 the City of Winters engaged Hansford Economic Consulting to provide technical
expertise in updating the City of Winters Capital Projects List and Development Impact Fee
amounts. The goal in the updating of the list and impact fees was to determine what fees the City
should be collecting in the future to provide funding for projects that would need to be completed
as a result of development.

The last Capital Projects list, or Major Projects Financing Plan was completed in 2003 and fees
adopted March 18, 2003. In 2010, staff reviewed the project list from 2003, and made
adjustments to projects, removing those completed and adjusting cost factors based on the
recession and the bid responses we were receiving at the time. All impact fees were reduced from
the 2003 levels.

Staff worked diligently with Ms. Hansford and her staff, to review the list of projects remaining on
the list from 2003 to identify those projects that are now complete, either by the City of Winters,
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or by developers who provided the project as a condition of their developments moving forward.
Staff also provided existing master plans for the water, wastewater and transportation systems to
the consultant for review, and to include new projects that would need to be put into place as new
development occurs. Extensive review was completed by staff to be sure that all projects were
current and required due to development.

All impact fees were reviewed including:
• Water

• Wastewater

•  Streets (transportation)

• General

•  Parks and Recreation

•  Fire

•  Public Safety (Police)

•  Storm Drain

• Monitoring Fee

As a result of the review of all the studies and projects, new impact fee amounts were calculated.
The storm drain fee has been removed completely from the impact fee program. There is no need
for the storm drain fee due to the fact that all storm drain needs for new development must be
constructed by the developer when developing the project that provides the impact to the storm
drain system.

Project costs included in the fees were allocated to land uses that correspond to the General Plan.
The consultant, after discussion with the staff, added a new land use category fee, "Accessory
Dwelling Unit" due to the fact that Accessory Dwelling Units have become a topic of much
discussion, both within the City of Winters and throughout the State of California. Hotel was
also added as a new fee category.

The impact fees recommended are for construction cost only for the facilities and equipment that
will be needed to provide services for new development (no financing costs are included, which
would increase the fees). While these impact fees are an increase over the 2010 fee amounts, they
are still significantly less than those fees that were being collected based on the 2003 study. The
fees are less than those in 2003 due to the following:

• The City has utilized bonding capacity for both the water and sewer systems to complete
projects that were contained on the 2003 Capital Project list. Along with providing
replacement of parts of the system that service existing community members, completion of
these projects allowed us to provide for some expansion of both the water and sewer to
help fuel the economic engine of our community.

• The City has required developers to construct various projects as they have built their
developments, therefore, causing projects to be removed from the list for future funding.
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• The former Winters Community Development Agency invested funds from bond issues to
complete several projects that were included in the 2003 Capital Projects list and were
viewed as vital in moving the economic development of the City Forward.

Staff is recommending an effective date of 1-1-19

IMPACT:

Changes in impact fee collection based on new and updated facility project lists.

ATTACHMENTS:

Resolution 2018-59

2018 Development Impact Fees Nexus Study
Comparison of Impact Fees, 2004, 2010 and Proposed

Schedule of Development Impact Fees Effective 1-1-19
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RESOLUTION No. 2018-59

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF WINTERS

IMPOSING CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT FACILITIES FEES FOR

GENERAL GOVERNMENT, FIRE, PARKS AND RECREATION,
PUBLIC SAFETY, WASTEWATER, WATER AND TRANSPORTATION

IMPROVEMENTS AND PROJECT MONITORING

WHEI^AS, In May 1992, the City of Winters (hereinafter also referred to as "City")
adopted the City of Winters General Plan which includes a general description of the location,
capacity, and types of capital improvements planned for the City at a build out population of
approximately 12,500; and

WHEREAS, the City of Winters Ordinance 92-06 established a facility fee program
(development impact fee) for all new development projects; and

WHEREAS, Ordinance 92-06 provides for revision of each fee at any time by resolution
of the City Council; and

WHEREAS, the City of Winters wished to expand its current public facilities to serve
new development and to establish appropriate capital improvement facilities fees to pay for the
cost of these facilities, consistent with the goals and policies of the General Plan ; and

WHEREAS, the City has directed the preparation of documents by staff and Hansford
Economic Consulting entitled "2018 Development Impact Fees Nexus Study" dated September
24, 2018, and Fehr and Peers entitled "Circulation Master Plan and Roadway impact Fee
Program Update" dated November 2017 which establishes the basis of the facilities fees and,
pursuant to Government Code Section 66002, indicate the approximate location, size, time of
availability, and estimates of cots for all facilities to be financed with the facilities fees, which
documents are incorporated herein by reference as Exhibit A; and

WHEREAS, the relationship between the facilities fees use and the types of
development on which the fee are imposed, and the relationship between the need for the public
facility and type of development on which the fee is imposed are described in detail in the 2018
Development Impact Fees Nexus Study; and

WHEREAS, in order to protect the health, safety and welfare of the community and to
ensure that adequate public facilities are provided for the residents of the City of Winters,
adoption of the 2018 Development Impact Fees Nexus Study is necessary; and

WHEREAS, the City Council has considered the 2018 Development Impact Fees Nexus
Study at a public meeting at which public comment was received and considered; and

WHEREAS, the City Council finds that the fee schedule contained in the 2018
Development Impact Fees Nexus Study and the planned improvements detailed therein are
consistent with the City of Winters General Plan; and

12647-0003\2198850v3.doc
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WHEREAS, this resolution revokes any fee in previous resolutions that are in conflict
with the adoption of the 2018 Development Impact Fees Nexus Study; and

WHEREAS, the City Council makes the following additional findings;

1. Findings Relative to General Government Facilities

a. The purpose of the general government projects fee is to pay for new
development's cost share of existing facilities and to provide capital for the
construction or expansion of general government facilities, including, but not
limited to, the relocation of the Corporation Yard and the remodel of the
former Police Department Area at City Hall into additional governmental
offices, the need for which is partially created by new development in the City
of Winters.

b. The general government projects fees collected pursuant to this resolution
shall be used to finance only the general government facilities described in
more detail in the 2018 Development Impact Fees Nexus Study.

c. The General Plan and the 2018 Development Impact Fees Nexus Study show
that projected growth will create additional demand for general government
facilities and that expansion and/or new facilities will need to be provided.
Therefore, certain facilities need to be expanded and new ones provided.

d. The 2018 Development Impact Fees Nexus Study demonstrates that there is a
reasonable relationship between the need for general government facilities and
the types of development upon which this fee is being imposed, including
residential, commercial, office and industrial development. The 2018
Development Impact Fees Nexus Study also demonstrates that there is a
reasonable relationship between the fee's uses, i.e, construction of general
government facilities, including the relocation of the Corporation Yard and
the remodel of the former Police Department Area at City Hall, and the types
of development on which the fee is imposed.

e. The cost estimates set forth in the 2018 Development Impact Fees Nexus
Study are reasonable cost estimates for construction these facilities. The total
fees expected to be collected pursuant to the resolution will not exceed the
estimated total costs of the general government projects shown in the 2018
Development Impact Fees Study, and the project costs have been allocated to
each type of land use based on the estimated share of need created for the
general government facilities as descripted in the 2018 Development Impact
Fees Nexus Study. The fee for each type of land use is set forth in the 2018
Development Impact Fees Nexus Study.

2. Findings Specific to Fire Protection Facilities

a. The purpose of the fire protection facilities fee is to pay for new
development's cost share of existing facilities and to finance fire facilities
including but not limited to fire engines and support firefighting equipment,
computer equipment and facilities for prevention, administration and training
as described in the 2018 Development Impact Fees Nexus Study.
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b. The fire protection facilities fee imposed pursuant to this resolution shall be
used solely to finance the fire engines, equipment and facilities described in
the 2018 Development Impact Fees Nexus Study.

c. The General Plan and the 2018 Development Impact Fees Nexus Study show
that projected growth will create additional demand on fire facilities and that
new ones will need to be provided. Therefore, certain facilities and equipment
need to be expanded or new ones provided as described in the 2018
Development Impact Fees Nexus Study.

d. The 2018 Development Impact Fees Nexus Study demonstrates that there is a
reasonable relationship between the need for fire facilities and the types of
development upon which this fee is being imposed, including residential,
commercial, office and industrial development. The 2018 Development
Impact Fees Nexus Study also demonstrates that there is a reasonable
relationship between the fee's use, i.e., fire equipment and facilities, and the
types of development on which the fee is imposed.

e. The cost estimates set forth in the 2018 Development Impact Fees Nexus
Study are reasonable cost estimates for providing these facilities. The total
fees expected to be collected pursuant to this resolution will not exceed the
estimated total cost of the fire equipment and facilities described in the 2018
Development Impact Fees Nexus Study, and the project costs have been
allocated to each land use based on the estimated share of need created for the
fire equipment and facilities as described in the 2018 Development Impact
Fees Nexus Study. The fee for each type of land use is set forth in the 2018
Development Impact Fees Nexus Study.

3. Findings Specific to Parks and Recreation Facilities

a. The purpose of the parks and recreation facilities fee is to pay for new
development's cost share of existing facilities and to provide capital to finance
recreation facilities and appurtenances associated with a new sports park
(included but not limited to recreation facilities, softball, baseball and soccer
fields), and a new community center.

b. The facilities fees collected pursuant to this section of this resolution shall be
used to finance only park and recreation facilities as described in the 2018
Development Impact Fees Nexus Study.

c. The General Plan and the 2018 Development Impact Fees Nexus Study show
that projected growth will create additional demand for park and recreation
facilities and that new ones will need to be provided. Therefore, certain
recreation facilities such as a community center, softball, baseball and soccer
fields characterized as community facilities need to be expanded and/or new
ones provided as described in the 2018 Development Impact Fees Nexus
Study.

d. The 2018 Development Impact Fees Nexus Study and analysis present
therein, demonstrate that there is a reasonable relationship between the need
for parks and recreation facilities and the types of development upon which



this fee is being imposed, including residential, commercial, office and
industrial development. The 2018 Development Impact Fees Nexus Study
also demonstrates that there is a reasonable relationship between the fee's use,
i.e., Softball, baseball and soccer fields, community and neighborhood parks
and community centers, and the types of development on which the fee is
imposed.

e. The cost estimates set forth in the 2018 Development Impact Fees Nexus
Study are reasonable cost estimates for construction these facilities. The total
fees expected to be collected pursuant to this resolution will not exceed the
estimated total cost of the park and recreation facilities shown in the 2018
Development Impact Fees Nexus Study. The project costs have been
allocated to each type of land use based on the estimated share of need created
for the park and recreation facilities as described in the 2018 Development
Impact Fees Nexus Study. The fee for each type of land use is set forth in the
2018 Development Impact Fees Nexus Study.

4. Findings Specific to Public Safety Facilities

a. The purpose of the public safety facilities fee is to pay for new development's
cost share of existing facilities and to provide capital to finance police
facilities including but not limited to communications equipment, vehicles and
equipment, the need for which is created by new development in the City of
Winters.

b. The public safety facilities fees collected pursuant to this resolution shall be
used to finance only the communication equipment, vehicles and equipment
described in the 2018 Development Impact Fees Nexus Study.

c. The General Plan and the 2018 Development Impact Fees Nexus Study show
that projected growth will create additional demand for police facilities,
vehicles and equipment. Therefore, certain police facilities, vehicles and
equipment will need to be provided as described in the 2018 Development
Impact Fees Nexus Study.

d. The 2018 Development Impact Fees Nexus Study and analysis therein,
demonstrate that there is a reasonable relationship between the need for police
facilities and the types of development upon which this fee is being imposed,
including residential, commercial, office and industrial development. The
2018 Development Impact Fees Nexus Study also demonstrates that there is a
reasonable relationship between the fee's use, i.e., police equipment, vehicles
and facilities, and the types of development on which the fee is imposed.

e. The cost estimates set for the in the 2018 Development Impact Fees Nexus
Study are reasonable cost estimates for providing the equipment, vehicles and
facilities. The total fees expected to be collected pursuant to this resolution
will not exceed the estimated total costs of the equipment, vehicles and
facilities, and the project costs have been allocated to each type of land use
based on the estimated share of need created for the above described items as

presented in the 2018 Development Impact Fees Nexus Study. The fee for
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each type of land use is set forth in the 2018 Development Impact Fees Nexus
Study.

5. Findings Specific to Wastewater System Facilities

a. The purpose of the wastewater system facilities fee is to provide capital to
finance wastewater facilities, which are necessary to accommodate new
development in the City of Winters.

b. The wastewater system facilities fees collected pursuant to this resolution
shall be used to finance only the wastewater facilities and studies described in
the 2018 Development Impact Fees Nexus Study.

c. The General Plan and the 2018 Development Impact Fees Nexus Study show
that projected growth will create additional demand on existing wastewater
facilities and that expansion and/or new facilities will need to be provided to
meet this additional demand. Therefore, certain wastewater facilities and
studies will need to be expanded and new ones provided as described in the
2018 Development Impact Fees Nexus Study.

d. The 2018 Development Impact Fees Nexus Study, and analysis therein,
demonstrate that there is a reasonable relationship between the need for
wastewater system facilities and the types of development upon which this fee
is being imposed, including residential, commercial, office and industrial
development. The 2018 Development Impact Fees Nexus Study also
demonstrates that there is a reasonable relationship between the fee's use, i.e.,
construction of wastewater facilities and the types of development on which
the fee is imposed.

e. The cost estimates set forth in the 2018 Development Impact Fees Nexus
Study are reasonable cost estimates for constructing these facilities. The total
fees expected to be collected pursuant to this resolution will not exceed the
estimated total cost of the wastewater facilities and the project costs have been
allocated to each type of land use based on the estimated share of need created
for the wastewater facilities as described in the 2018 Development Impact
Fees Nexus Study.

6. Findings Specific to Water System Facilities

a. The purpose of the water systems facilities fee is to provide capital to finance
new wells and construct other facilities to meet or exceed various water

treatment and distribution system standards, maintain reliable documents and
conduct studies, the need for which is created by new development in the City
of Winters.

b. The water system facilities fees collected pursuant to this resolution shall be
used to finance only the water facilities, and studies described in more detail
in the 2018 Development Impact Fees Nexus Study.

c. The General Plan and the 2018 Development Impact Fee Nexus Study show
that projected growth will create additional demand on existing facilities and
that improvements and expansion will need to be provided. Therefore, certain
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types of water facilities need to be expanded and new ones provided as
described in the 2018 Development Impact Fee Nexus Study.

d. The 2018 Development Impact Fees Nexus Study and analysis therein,
demonstrate that there is a reasonable relationship between the need for water
facilities and the types of development upon which this fee is being imposed,
including residential, commercial, office, and industrial development. The
2018 Development Impact Fees Nexus Study also demonstrates that there is a
reasonable relationship between the fee's use, i.e., construction of new wells,
improvement of existing wells and the construction of other facilities, and the
types of development on which the fee is imposed.

e. The cost estimates set forth in the 2018 Development Impact Fee Nexus Study
are reasonable cost estimates for constructing these facilities. The total fees
expected to be collected pursuant to this resolution will not exceed the
estimated total cost of the water system facilities. The project costs have been
allocated to each type of land use based on the estimated share of need created
for the water facilities as described in the 2018 Development Impact Fees
Nexus Study.

7. Findings Specific to Transportation System Improvements

a. The purpose of the transportation fee is to provide capital to finance traffic
circulation items such as street construction, reconstruction, widening and
traffic signals; to maintain a level of service at "C"; and to construct street
lighting, bicycle/pedestrian facilities to accommodate the traffic circulation
needs of new development in the City of Winters.

b. The transportation fees collected pursuant to this resolution shall be used to
finance only the traffic circulation improvements described in more detail in
the Circulation Master Plan and Roadway Impact Fee Program Update dated
November 2017.

c. The General Plan, the Circulation Master Plan and Roadway Impact Fee
Program Update show that projected growth will create additional demand on
existing facilities and that additional facilities and services will need to be
provide and some facilities will need to be expanded (such as street
construction, reconstruction and widening) to maintain a level of service "C";
and new street lighting and bicycle/pedestrian facilities must be provided.
Therefore, certain facilities and services will need to be expanded and/or new
ones provided as described in the Circulation Master Plan and Roadway
Impact Fee Program Update.

d. The Circulation Master Plan and Roadway Impact fee Program Update and
analysis therein, demonstrate that there is a reasonable relationship between
the need for traffic circulation improvements and the types of development
upon which this fee is being imposed, including residential, commercial,
office and industrial development. The Circulation Master Plan and Roadway
Impact fee Program Update also demonstrate that there is a reasonable
relationship between the fee's use, i.e., expansion, construction, reconstruction
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and widening of streets, and the types of development on which the fee is
imposed.

e. The cost estimates set forth in the Circulation Master Plan and Roadway
Impact Fee Program Update are reasonable cost estimates for constructing
these facilities and maintaining levels of service. The total fees expected to be
collected pursuant to this resolution will not exceed the estimated total cost of
the facilities and equipment described in the Circulation Master Plan and
Roadway Impact Fee Program Update. Also, project costs have been
allocated to each type of land use based on the estimated share of need created
for the traffic circulation facilities as described in the Circulation Master Plan
and Roadway Impact Fee Program Update. The fee for each type of land use
is set forth in the Circulation Master Plan and Roadway Impact Fee Program
Update.

8. Findings Specific to Project Monitoring Fee

a. The purpose of the Project Monitoring Fee is to provide revenues to the
General Plan Deficit Fund to reimburse the expenses of generating the
General Plan adopted May 19, 1992 and related documents such as the
Environmental Impact Report, Master Plans for public facilities and plans to
be adopted to implement the General Plan. Additional purpose is to reimburse
the City of Winters for administrative expenses to monitor new development
for compliance with policies of the General Plan.

b. The Project Monitoring fee collected pursuant to this resolution shall be used
to finance only the reimbursement of expenses of generating the 1992 General
Plan and related documents as provided in Section 6-6.01 of Ordinance 92-10.

c. The total fees expected to be collected pursuant to this resolution will not
exceed the estimated outstanding deficit for the cost of generating the 1992
General plan and related documents. The project monitoring costs have been
allocated to each type of land use based on the estimated share of cost of
generating the 1992 General Plan. The fee for each type of land use is set
forth in 2018 Development Impact Fees Nexus Study.

NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF WINTERS
HEREBY FINDS, DETERMINES, RESOLVES, AND ORDERS AS FOLLOWS:

Section 1 Recitals. The foregoing recitals, and each of them, are true and correct.

Section 2 After considering the information and determinations contained in the
2018 Development Impact Fees Nexus Study dated September 24, 2018 and the Circulation
Master Plan and Roadway Impact Fee Program Update November 2017, and public comment
received, the findings, determinations and conclusions contained in the 2018 Development
Impact Fees Nexus Study and Circulation Master Plan and Roadway Impact Fee Program
Update are hereby approved in their entirety except as amended or revised by this resolution.

92



Section 3 The facilities fee schedules for new development in the City of Winters
contained in the 2018 Development Impact Fee Study and the Circulation Master Plan and
Roadway Impact Fee Program Update are hereby approved.

Section 4 The impact fees are set at the rate included on Exhibit B, as attached.

Section 5 This resolution will become effective January I, 2019.

Section 6 Each fee imposed by this resolution shall be adjusted automatically on
July 1 of each year beginning July 1, 2019 by a percentage equal to the rise in the Engineer News
Record construction cost index for the preceding twelve months^

Section 7 The amount of each fee may be specifically set and revised at any time by
resolution of the City Council, per section 1.130 of City Council Ordinance 92-06

PASSED, APPROVED, and ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of Winters at a
meeting duly held on the 6th day of November, 2018.

AYES;

NOES:

ABSENT:

ABSTAIN:

Bill Biasi, MAYOR
ATTEST:

Tracy S. Jensen, City Clerk
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Chapt er 1:1 ntroduction an d Summary of Calculated Fees

1.1 Background and Study Objectives

The Qty of Winters (Oty) requires new development to pay mitigation fees to fund the cost of
infrastructure and equipment necessary to serve the demands of its additional residents and
employees on Qty-provided facilities and services. The Qty collects these fees from all new
development within the Qt/s boundaries under the authority of the Mitigation Act, contained
in California Government Cbde Sfection 66000 et. seq. When a municipality adopts or updates a
development impact fee, it must establish a reasonable relationship or connection between the
development project and thefeethat is charged. Sudies undertaken to demonstrate this
connection are called nexus studies. Maximum justifiable fees are calculated pursuant to the legal
requirements for enactment of a development impact fee program, which requires demonstration
of the nexus between new development and the increase in demand for Qty-provided
infrastructure.

This report presents the nexus for maximum justified impact fees and the resulting calculated fees
at the maximum and lower levelsthat could iDe imposed on new development. Accompanying this
study, as a separate document, isa technical memorandum that analyzes the impact of updated
development impact fees at the maximum justifiable level on the financial feasibility of residential
development in the Qty.

The Qtys current Development Impact Feepp) program includes ten capital fadlityfee
categories; water, wastewater, public safety, fire, parks and recreation, streets, general facilities,
project monitoring, storm drain, and storm drain non-flood. This report addresses seven of the DIF
program fees:

Water F^

Wastewater Fee

Rjblic &fety Fee
RreF^

F^rksand Fteaeation

General Polities Fee

FVoject Monitoring F^

Of the other three DIF fees:

•  Concurrent to development of this report, Fehr & Fteers Transportation Consultants has
prepared the Qty of Wnters Sreets Development Impact Fee Budy Update. The calculated
street fees from that study are presented in the summary table of maximum justifiable fees
in this report.

•  The storm drain fee will no longer be collected. Storm drain requirements are contained in
developer best management practices, including low impact development standards, that
the Qty enforces.

QtyofWintersNexusFoeStudy 9/24/2018 Pagel
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•  TTie storm drain non-flood fee will be replaced with a new fee that will be developed when
the Qtywide Rood Master Ran has been completed. Until that time, the existing storm
drain non-flood fee will remain in effect.

1.2 Organization OFTHE Report

This chapter presentsthe calculated maximum justifiable development impact fees and lower fee
level options Following this chapter, Chapter 2 presents the fee methodologies used to update the
DIP, and the key assumptions used in calculating the updated fees. The update of each fee is
addressed in separate chapters of the report (chapters 3 through 8), with one section for water and
wastewater. Continuing administration of the DIFprogram is discussed in Chapter 9.

ThisDFstudy has been prepared pursuant to the requirements of the Mitigation Fee Act which
requires that a rational nexus exist between future development, use, and need of the facilities
included in the fee program, and the amount of the fee assigned to future land uses, fech section of
this report demonstratesthat a reasonable relationship exists between the development impact fee
calculated for each land use and the cost of the facilities attributable to that land use.

Appendix A includes support tables for the study. Appendix Tables A-1 and A-2 provide the current
development impact fee schedule for residential and non-residential land uses.

1.3 Calculated DevelopmentImpact Fees

The following changes have been made to the seven DIF program fees addressed in this report;

Non-residential land uses pay a fee for community parks and reaeation fadlities under the
2018 DIFprogram. These land uses do not currently pay a fee for parks and recreation.

•  Hotel/lodging establishments were previously included in other non-residential fee
categories. The updated fee schedule includes fees per hotel/lodging room.

•  Pursuant to Assembly Bill 494, a land use category has been established for accessory
dwelling units. Detached accessory dwelling units are subject to all the development impact
fees. Attached accessory dwelling units will be charged DIF program fees on a case by case
basis but may not be charged water and wastewater development impact fees.

This study calculates maximum justifiable fees and presents lower fee level options as desaibed on
the following page. The calculated maximum justifiable fees represent the highest amounts the Qty
could collect for each fee component based on the nexus methodologies presented in this study.
The Qty Cbundl will ultimately decide on the fee schedule and could adopt fees at lower levels than
the maximum justifiable fees.

Included in this nexus study are two optional fee levels for the Qty Council to consider. The three
fee level options are non-exhaustive. Qty Council has the authority to set fees at any level below
the maximum justifiable fee levels; it cannot set fees above the maximum justifiable fee levels.

QtyofWntersNexusFeeStudy 9/24/2018 Page2
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Option 1: Maximum Justifiable F^. Tbe maximum justifiable fees include financing of all
new facilities and equipment costs

Option 2: Rsduce Rnandng ODsts50% Under this option, half of all new facilities and
equipment costs would be financed.

Option 3: Bcdude Rnandng Costs. Under this option, no finandng costs are assumed.

Tablet on page 5 showsthe calculated maximum justifiable fees (option 1). Table 2 on page 6
shows the calculated fees under option 2, and Table 3 on page 7 showsthe calculated fees under
option 3. The fees indude a 3%administration allowance to cover the costs of administering and
updating the □F. The development impact fees should be inflated each year to provide suffident
revenue to pay for the identified fadlity needs and costs. It is recommended that the ordinance
adopting the development impact fees indude an automatic annual fiscal year update according to
the Bigineering NewsF^rd S&n Frandsco Construction Cost Index March to March change for the
prior 12 months.

Notethat for purposes of collecting the development impact fee, the Qty will make the final
determination as to which land use category a particular development will be assigned. If the Qty
determines that no land use category adequately captures use of the property development, the
Qty Bigineer and Rnance Drector will jointly determine the appropriate fee on a case by nggp
basis.

In comparison with neighboring jurisdictions, increasing the feesto the maximum justifiable fee
levels would place the Qty in the low to mid-range of total DIFfee program burden, as
demonstrated in Rgure 1 on the following page. The total DIF program burden for a medium
density unit in Winters would increase from $18,695 to $26,804. The figure illustrates total
development impact and connection fees for a medium density unit (8 units per net acre), which is
currently the most frequently built type of single family unit in Winters and the immediate vidnity
of Winters. The increased DIFprogram fee burden would remain lower than in Vacaville, Dixon,
Wcodland, and Ro Vista under all options, but higher than in SUisun under both options 1 and 2.

Under option 3, which isthe smallest total increase in development impact fees, the total cost of
development impact fees remains lowest in Wintera All subsequent calculations and supporting
tables shown in the st udy are for opt ion 3.

OtyofWintersNexusFeeStudy 9/24/2016 PageS
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Sorm Drain o ̂
9
2

Land Use Total Water Wastewater Ffarks FUblicSbf^y Rre General Monitoring Sreets Non-Hood

[2] All fee6indude3%adrninlstr3ticn charge Fehr&Feersaudy not updated

Residential per unit per unit

Rirai F^sidentia! $30,928.39 $6,647.58 $4,858.50 $8,711.11 $1,447.55 $2,932.05 $2,451.59 $156.00 $3,142.00 $582.00

Low Density F^sidential $30,800.39 $6,647.58 $4,858.50 $8,711.11 $1,447.55 $2,932.05 $2,451.59 $156.00 $3,142.00 $454.00

Medium Density F^denti^ $26,803.65 $5,438.93 $4,183.71 $7,622.22 $1,266.60 $2,565.55 $2,145.14 $136.50 $3,142.00 $303.00

Medium high Density F^dential $22,736.11 $4,230.28 $3,373.96 $7,077.78 $1,176.13 $2,382.29 $1,991.92 $126.75 $2,195.00 $182.00

high Density F^sidenti^ $20,724.76 $3,625.95 $2,969.09 $6,533.33 $1,085.66 $2,199.04 $1,838.69 $117.00 $2,195.00 $161.00

/^xessoryDwellling Units[1] [2] $11,097.80 $2,190.68 $1,793.82 $3,947.22 $655.92 $1,328.59 $1,110.88 $70.69 case by case [1] case by case

Non-F^dential per building square foot per building square foot

Neighborhood Cbmmerdal $14.94 $1.69 $1.63 $4.17 $0.69 $1.40 $1.17 $0.07 $3.88 $0.23

Central Business District $18.50 $1.69 $1.63 $7,29 $1.21 $2.45 $2.05 $0.13 $1.81 $0.23

highway Sfervice Oommerdal $15.15 $1.69 $1.63 $4,17 $0.69 $1.40 $1.17 $0.07 $4.26 $0.06

Office $15.34 $2.18 $1.84 $5.83 $0.97 $1.96 $1.64 $0.10 $0.82 $0.00

Li^t Industrial $7.65 $1.57 $1.67 $2.08 $0.35 $0.70 $0.59 $0.04 $0.50 $0.16

Heavy Industrial $6.85 $1.57 $1.75 $1,72 $0.29 $0.58 $0.48 $0.03 $0.27 $0.16

per room per room

Hotel / Lodging $6,316.41 $2,779.90 $2,162.49 $486.11 $80.78 $163.62 $136.81 $8.71 $498.00 case by case
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§
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c

3

hr
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(D

Sburoe: Fshr and FW& and HB2;

[1] Multiply the cost per DUE ($3,142) by number of DUE& Ihe number of DUEswill bed^ermined bytheOty on a case by case bas>&

[2] F^AB494. for ADUsthet are eitadied, IheQty will not collect the water and wastewater fee components
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Land Use Total Water Wastewater Parks Rjblic Safety Rre General

Project
Monitoring Streets

aorm Drain

Non-flood

[2] A! feesindude 3%administration charge RehrS Ifeersaudy not updated

F^dential per unit per unit
Rjral ̂ dential $26,606.72 $5,560.29 $4,061.19 $7,392.24 $1,213.20 $2,450.40 $2,049.40 $156.00 $3,142.00 $582.00

Low Density F^dential $26,478.72 $5,560.29 $4,061.19 $7,392.24 $1,213.20 $2,450.40 $2,049.40 $156.00 $3,142.00 $454.00

Medium Density F^dential $23,095.05 $4,549.33 $3,497.14 $6,468.21 $1,061.55 $2,144.10 $1,793.23 $136.50 $3,142.00 $303.00

Medium high Density F^dential $19,510.40 $3,538.36 $2,820.27 $6,006.20 $985.73 $1,990.95 $1,665.14 $126.75 $2,195.00 $182.00

hi^ Density F^dential $17,816.66 $3,032.88 $2,481.84 $5,544.18 $909.90 $1,837.80 $1,537.05 $117.00 $2,195.00 $161.00

Accessory Dvellling Units[1] [2] $9,340.81 $1,832.37 $1,499.44 $3,349.61 $549.73 $1,110.34 $928.64 $70.69 case by case [1] case by case

Non-f^sidential

Neighborhood Cbmrrtercial

Cbntral Business District

H^way Sarvice Cbmmerd^

Office

Light Industrial
Heavy Industrial

Hotel / Lodging

per building square foot

$13.23

$15.92

$13.44

$13.05

$6.54

$5.82

per building square foot
$1.42

$1.42

$1.42

$1.82

$1.31

$1.31

$5,370.85 $2,325.21

$1.36

$1.36

$1.36

$1.53

$1.39

$1.47

per room

$1,807.61

$3.54

$6.19

$3.54

$4.95

$1.77

$1,46

$412.51

$0.58

$1.02

$0.58

$0.81

$0.29

$0.24

$67.70

$1.17

$2.05

$1.17

$1.64

$0.59

$0.48

$136.74

$0.98

$1.72

$0.98

$1.37

$0.49

$0.40

$114.36

$0.07

$0.13

$0.07

$0.10

$0.04

$0.03

per room

$8.71

$3.88

$1.81

$4.26

$0.82

$0.50

$0.27

$0.23

$0.23

$0.06

$0.00

$0.16

$0.16

$498.00 case by case

Source: Fehr and FW& and l-BI

[1] Multiply the ood per DUE ($3,142) by number of DU& Ihe number of DUBwill be determined the Qty on a case by case basis

[2| FerAB494, for ADUsthat sreattadied, the Qty will not odled the water aixiwastewater fee components
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Land Use Total Wstter Wastewater F^rks Public Btfety Rre G»ierd

Project

Monitoring Streets

Storm Drain

Non-Rood

[2] All feesindude 3%adminjstration charge Fehr & Bers Sudy not updated

Residential per unit per unit

Rjral ̂ dentiai $22,278.03 $4,465.96 $3,263.88 $6,079.54 $972.70 $1,968.74 $1,647.21 $156.00 $3,142.00 $582.00

Low Density %adentid $22,150.03 $4,465.96 $3,263.88 $6,079.54 $972.70 $1,968.74 $1,647.21 $156.00 $3,142.00 $454.00

Medium Density F^dentiai $19,380.69 $3,653.96 $2,810.56 $5,319.60 $851.11 $1,722.65 $1,441.31 $136.50 $3,142.00 $303.00

Medium High Density F^dentisi $16,280.21 $2,841.97 $2,266.58 $4,939.63 $790.32 $1,599.60 $1,338.36 $126.75 $2,195.00 $182.00

high Density F^dential $14,904.71 $2,435.98 $1,994.59 $4,559.66 $729.52 $1,476.56 $1,235.41 $117.00 $2,195.00 $161.00

Accessory [>ivelllingUnits[1] [2] $7,581.51 $1,471.74 $1,205.07 $2,754.79 $440.75 $892.09 $746.39 $70.69 case by case [1] case by case

Non-F^dential per tkuilding square foot per building square foot

Neighborhood Commercial $11.52 $1.14 $1.09 $2.91 $0.47 $0.94 $0.79 $0.07 $3.88 $0.23

Central Business District $13.33 $1.14 $1.09 $5.09 $0.81 $1.65 $1.38 $0.13 $1.81 $0.23

highway Service Commerdd $11.73 $1.14 $1.09 $2.91 $0.47 $0.94 $0.79 $0.07 $4.26 $0.06

Office $10.76 $1.46 $1.23 $4.07 $0.65 $1.32 $1.10 $0.10 $0.82 $0.00

Light Industrial $5.42 $1.06 $1.12 $1.45 $0.23 $0.47 $0.39 $0.04 $0.50 $0.16

Heavy Industrie $4.80 $1.06 $1.18 $1.20 $0.19 $0.39 $0.32 $0.03 $0.27 $0.16

per room per room

Hot^ 1 Lodging $4,422.34 $1,867.58 $1,452.73 $339.26 $54.28 $109.86 $91.92 $8.71 $498.00 case by case

(D

Ca>

o

OJ

3)urce: PBhr and ̂ erSi and hEC

[1] Multiply the cost per DUE ($3,142) by number of OUGs. The numtier of DUBwill be deternvned by the Qty on a case by case baa&

[2| Fbr AB494, for ADUsthat are sAtached, the Qty will not collect the water and wastewater fee componenta
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Ihe aty last performed a nexus study by a consultant in 2003. In 2010, during the height of the
Q'eat Ftecession, the Qty followed suit with many other jurisdictions in lowering their development
impact fees in an effort to stimulate development activity. Table 4 shows the historical DIFprogram
fees and the calculated 2018 updated fees under option 3. Tbe table showsthat total fees increase
for all land use categories except Rjral Ftesidential, which would have lower total fees under option
3. The greatest increase is for High Density F^dential per unit fees in the residential category, and
Office per building square foot fees in the non-residential category.

Table4

CDmparison of Historic, Current, and New Impact Fees under Option 3

Land Use

2003

Update

201OF^

Update

2018F^

Update

Options

2010 to 2018

Change

F^dential

Rjral r^dentlai

Low Density F^dentiai

Medium Density F^dential

Medium high Density F^denty

High Density Ftesidential

Axessory OA/ellling Units

per unit

$28,762.00

$25,325.00

$23,037.00

$17,994.00

$14,947.00

case by case

$24,030.00

$20,972.00

$18,695.00

$14,660.00

$11,819.00

case by case

$22,278.03

$22,150.03

$19,380.69

$16,280.21

$14,904.71

case by case

($1,751.97)
$1,178.03

$685.69

$1,620.21

$3,085.71

n/a

Non-Residential

Neighborhood Cbmmerdal

Cbntrai Business District

Highway &rvice Gbmmerdal

Office

Ught Industrial

Heavy Industrial

Hotel / Lodging

per building square foot

$15.65 $11.26 $11.52 $0.26

$11.48 $8.22 $13.33 $5.11

$15.73 $11.26 $11.73 $0.47

$13.37 $0.64 $10.76 $10.12

$4.94 $4.07 $5.42 $1.35

$4.99 $4.30 $4,80 $0.50

per room

n/a n/a $4,422.34 n/a

Sburce: Qty of Wintersaid HC oomp

Qty of Winters Nexus Fee Study 9/24/2018 Pages
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Chapter 2: Fee Methodology

2.1 QtyDbwographics

The Qty of Winters is located in Yolo County, along the Interstate 80 corridor, to the west of the
Qty of Davis and to the east of the Qty of Vacaville. California Department of Rnance data shows
that the Qty has grown at a steady, moderate pace, as illustrated in Rgure 2 loelow. The Otys
current population is approximately 7,250 residents

Rgure 2
Winters Historical Population and Housing Stock

8,000
C/)

'c
D 7,000
o>

■05
3 6,000

i
E 5,000
aJ 4,000

E 3,000
m
0

§■ 2,000

1,000

0

Average annual
increase 1.7%

-^Population -^Occupied Housing Units

Average annual
inaease 1.6%

1990 1992 1994 1996 1998 2000 2002 2004 2006 2008 2010 2012 2014 2016
Nfear

The USOensus estimated 1,689 employees worked in the Qty in 2015. Appendix Table A-3 shows
the main industries in the Qty are agriculture (30%of all employment), accommodation and food
services, educational services, transportation and warehousing, and retail trade.

2.2 LandUseOtegoriesandAssumptions

Fter the Ot/s General Ran, there are six residential land use categories, and seven non-residential
land use categories of property development. Table 5 shows anticipated development through
2036 by each of the General Ran land use categories. A moderate pace of ^owth is anticipated to
continue over the next 20 years

Qty of Writers Nesois Fee study 9/24/2018 Pages
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Tables

Land Use Assumptions

Land Use

General Ran

Growth

(2017-2036)

hfersonsper

Household / Sdg.

Sq. R. per Bnployee

/ Raomsper

Bnployee

bstimated

New

Fbpulation

and

Bnployees

Residential

Rjrai f^dential

Low Density F^dential

Medium Density F^dential

Medium Ugh [Density fesidentiai

High Density fesidential

Accessory Dwellling Units [1]

Subtotal f^dential Units

Units

36

595

540

891

318

25

2,405

Ftersons

3.20

3.20

2.80

2.60

2.40

1.45

115

1,904

1,512

2,317

763

36

6,647

Non-Residential

Neighborhood Cbmmerdal

central Business Dstrict

Highway Service Cbmmerdal

Office

Ught Industrial

Heas/y Industrial

Subtotal Non-Residential BIdg. Sq. R.

Bdg. Sg. R.

236,000

42,000

36,000

217,000

611,000

371,000

1,513,000

Bdg. Sq. R.

350

200

350

250

700

850

674

210

103

868

873

436

3,164

Hotel / Lodging

Rooms

212

Rooms

3 71

Source: Qty of Writers 2017 Trav^ Demand M odel Land Use Input Summary by fehr & Peers and HEC lu

[1] Average number of persons per ADU from Oregon Drartment of Bivironmentai Quality, JUne 1,2014,

"AccBSsory dwelling units in Rsrt land, Oregon ev^uation and interpretation of a survey of ADU ownersi'.

Ihe Qty antidpates increasing its housing stock by 2,405 units, and its resident population by 6,647,
over the next 20 years. New non-residential development is projected to employ 3,164 persons,
with an additional 71 employees in the hotel/lodging sector.

In line with a nationwide trend toward smaller households^ the nexus study average persons per
household is lower than the current Qty average persons per household. Rgure 3 shows the trend

^ USC&nsusBureau F^ease Number CB16-192, November 17,2016, Householdshave grown smaller over time,
reflecting the decrease in family size and the rise of living alone. The average number of people living in each

household hasdedined from 3.3 people in 1960 to 2.5 today.
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in persons per household for owner-occupied and renter-occupied households in Winters. Although
the percentage of total housing units that are rented did not fluctuate significantly, the numt»er of
persons per rental unit increased significantly between 2010 and 2016. The number of persons per
owner-occupied unit deaeased over the same time period. The California Department of Rnance
reports the Qty had an average of 3.11 persons per occupied household Jbnuary 1,2017.

As shown in Table 6 on the next page, the nexus study assumes new residential units have an
average persons per household factor of 2.85 (after accounting for 3%vacancy).

Rgure3
Person per Household Trends

3.5

3

I 2.5
■o
o

*1 ^ —Owner Occupied Average Household 92b
15 —Renter Occupied Average Household 9ze

—All Occupied UnitsAverage Household 328
1

0.5

0

2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016

2.3 Sbrvice Population Projection Esomates

The service population projection is the measurement of additional new residentsand employees.
The service population is used to allocate costs among land uses for all the development impact
fees with the exception of water and wastewater, which allocations are based on common use
factors (demand) for those services. The service population is referred to as" persons served" in the
nexus study. Total persons served isthe residential population plusa percentage of employees, as
given in the formula below:

Bnployee: 45 hrs/ week -s- 84 hrs/week = 0.54 resident

Assuming employeestypically are in the Qty 9 hours per day for 5 days per week, they have access
to Qty services 45 hours per week. Ffesidents are typically in the Qty 7 days per week. With an
average of 12 daylight hours per day in California, residents typically have access to Qty services 84

QtyofWintersN0(u$FeeSudy 9/24/2018 Pagell
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hours per week. In the study, one employee equals approximately 0.54 residents. Table 6 shows the
current and future service population estimates on which the Buy-in Polities Costs and the 9iared
New Polities Costs (see definitions on page 13) are allocated in the fee calculations.

Table 6

Service Population Fee C&lculation Assumptions

Item Total

Current Conditions

Btimated Current Population (Dep't of Rnance 1/1/17) 7,249

Occupied Households (Dep't of Rnance 1/1/17) 2,332
Ftersons per Household 3.11

Btimated Current &nployees(2015 US Census) [seeTableA^] 1,689

Btimated Total Service Population [1] 8,154

New Growth through 2036

New R)pulation

Number of Households [2]

Persons per Household

New Bnployees [SBe Table 4]

Btimated New Service Population [1]

6,647

2,333

2.85

3,235

8,380

General Ran Buildout Conditions

Estimated 2036 Population

fetimaled 2036 Bnployees

Biimated 2036 Service Population [1]

Btimated Percentage Basting Service Population

Btimated Percentage New fervice Population

13,896

4,924

16,534

49.3%

50.7%

Source; Caifornia Department of Rnance, American Community ajrvey 2015 fca

viaCnthemap.com.

[1] Bnployeesoountedas54%of residents Bnployees in VWnters9hr^ day forSdays^week

divided by residents in Wnters 12 hr^day for 7 days'week.

[2] Total of new residential units from Table 3 with a 3.1% vacancy factor applied.

2.4 Summary of Fee Calculatign Methodology

The methodology for calculating the development impact fees is summarized below:

Qty of Winters Neois Fee Study 9/24/2018 Page 12
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1. Identify existing development and estimate future demand projections from growth areas
identified in the Qt/s General Ran.

2. Determine the total cost of facilities and equipment for each fee category:

a. Buy-In F^dlitiesCOst. Fbrexistingfadlltieswithcapadtytoserve new residents and
employees, determine the replacement cost less depreciation and the "buy-in" cost
for new service population that will use existing Qty facilities' capacity,

b. Shared New l^dlitiesCbst. Determine the cost of new fadlities needed to service

both existing service population and new service population,

c. New Development Fadlities Cost. Determine the cost of new fadlities needed to
service the antidpated demand from growth only.

3. For Seps 2b. and 2c. apply other revenue sources (developer contributions, grants, area
fees and charges) to the total cost of fadlities identified in Sep 2 to determine net costs to
be funded from existing and future service populations. This information is not provided in
the nexus study but is available from the Qty.

4. For costs developed under 2a. and 2b. allocate only the portion of costs assodated with the
inaeased demand from new development to the development impact fee program.

5. Determine the appropriate allocation factors on which to allocate costs to different land
uses, then apply the allocation factorsto the General Ran land use categories and
antidpated total development in each land use category.

6. C&lculate the proportional service population for each land use category and allocate the
total coststo each land use based on the proportional service population to determine
proportional fee responsibility for each land use category.

7. Divide the proportional fee responsibility bythe antidpated growth in that land use
category to calculate the new fee per dwelling unit for residential uses, per building square
foot for non-residential uses, and per room for hotel/lodging uses.

8. Add three-percent to the calculated fee for administration costs to determine the total
development impact fee for each land use category.

2.5 FiNANaNGASSUMFTIONS

Some fadlities costs are large and may require finandng up-front which will be repaid over time
with development impact fees. For all of the development impact fees, with the exception of the
project monitoring fee, which is based on a known and already-expended cost, the nexus study
assumes that Siared New Polities Costs and New Development Polities Costs will be financed at
an interest rate of 5.25%over 20 years under Options 1 and 2.

Qty of Winters Nexus Fee study 9/24/2018 Page 13
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Chapter 3:WaterandWastewaterFees

3.1 Common Use Factors

The allocations of cost to each land use category for water and wastewater are based on the
percentage share of total use of each type of facility that each land use represents. The percentage
use of facilities for most of the DIP program is determined by the service population generated by
each land use; however, for water and wastewater, use is determined by share of water demand or
wastewater demand on the respective utility systems. Demand is measured in gallons per day for
each land use; for residential on a per unit basis, for non-residential on a per 1,000 square foot
basis, and for hotels/lodging, on a per room basis. The demand for each land use is then related to a
low-density single-family home. The common use factors for water and wastewater are shown in
Table?.

Table?

Water and Wastewater Common Use Factors

Water Wastewater

Average Average F^ioto

Gallons per F^ioto Gallons per Low

Land Use Day Low Density Day Density

F^'dential per unit per unit

Rjral F^dential 275 1.00 180 1.00

Low Density l^denti^ 275 1.00 180 1.00

Medium Density f^dential 225 0.82 155 0.86

Medium Ugh Density F^sidential 175 0.64 125 0.69

Ugh Density F^dential 150 0.55 110 0.61

Accessory Dwellling Units 91 0.33 66 0.37

Non-Residential per 1,000 sq.ft. per 1,000 sq.ft.

Neighborhood Commercial 70 0.25 60 0.33

Central Business Dstrict 70 0.25 60 0.33

highway Service Commercial 70 0.25 60 0.33

Office 90 0.33 68 0.38

Light Industrial 65 0.24 62 0.34

Heavy Industrial 65 0.24 65 0.36

per room per room

Hotel / Lodcpng 115 0.42 80 0.45

Source; HBO factors

Qty of Winters Nexus Fee St udy 9/24/2018 Rage 14
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As an example, 1,000 square feet of neighborhood commercial generates about 25% of the demand
for water each day, and one-third of the wastewater flow each day, as one low-density single-family
home. Tbe estimates of water and wastewater demand, expressed in gallons per day, are derived
from numerous water and wastewater rate studies in California.

3.2 Watb^ Faqlity Nehds and Cost Estimates

Water facility needs and cost estimates were provided by Fbnticello Biterprises, the Qt/s
consulting engineer. Table 8 summarizes total facility costs to be collected in development impact
fees. Detailed facility costs are presented in Appendix Table A-4. 9iared New Facilities Costs
include new vehicles and maintenance equipment. New Development Polities Cbsts include a
water system master plan update, an urban water management plan, three new wells, and water
mains All costs shown are net of other funding sources. FYoject costs to be included in the water
development impact fee total $9.94 million.

Tables

Btimated Water FVojectsGost Sjmmary

Cost Bement

Total Estimated

Cost

Allocation

to New

Growth

Btimated Cbst

Allocated to New

□"owth

Siared New Polities
New Development Polities
subtotal Infrastructure Costs
Btimated Rnandng Costs
Total Water FYojects Btimated COst

$288,000
$9,797,157

$10,085,157

50.7%

100.0%

$145,973
$9,797,157
$9,943,130

$0
$9,943,130

Source; Qty of Winters, Fbnticello Bigineering, and HB3 hZO^Ioc

3.3 Wath^FeeOlculation

The water development impact fee calculation is shown in Table 9 on the following page. Inaeased
service population leadsto an increased demand for public services which in turn necessitates an
inaease in facilities and equipment to meet new demand. In some cases, there may be an existing
deficiency. For new infrastructure and equipment that will service existing and future service
population, only the portion of the costs attributable to meeting the demand of the new service
population are allocated to new growth.

New residential development is responsible for 79%of the total cost. Non-residential development
is responsible for 21%of the total cost. The water development impact fee increases from current
fee levels for all land uses except rural residential, neighborhood commercial, and central business
district.

Qty of Winters Nexus Fee Sudy 9/24/2018 Page 15
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Land Use Category

Units/ Bdg.

Sti.R/

Rx>ms

Ratio of

Dwelling

Unit

B:|uivajents

Dwelling

Unit

Gruivalents

R-oportional

Sarvice

Ft^ulation

FVoportional

Fee

F^sponsibility

calculated ̂

Dwelling Unit

/ BIdg. St]. R. /
Rx>m

calculated New

Fee Current fee

Change in
Fee

see ind. admin, fee

Table 7 3%

F^dential per unit
Rjral F^dentia! 36 1.00 36 1.6% $156,092 $4,335.33 $4,465.96 $5,590.00 ($1,124.04)
L£>w Density F^dential 595 1.00 595 25.9% $2,579,349 $4,335.33 $4,465.96 $4,346.00 $119.96

Medium Density Residential 540 0.32 442 19.3% $1,915,671 $3,547.54 $3,653.96 $2,904.00 $749.96

Medium High Density Residential 391 0.64 567 24.7% $2,458,444 $2,759.20 $2,341.97 $1,975.00 $366.97

high Density F^dential 318 0.55 173 7.6% $752,073 $2,365.03 $2,435.93 $1,423.00 $1,012.98

Accessory [Xveiling Units[1] 25 0.33 3 0.4% $35,722 $1,423.37 $1,471.74 n/a n/a

Subtotal Residential Units 2,405 1,322 79.4% $7,397,856

Non-Residential per bidg. sq. ft.
Neighborhood Oommerdal 236,000 0.25 60 2.6% $260,463 $1.10 $1.14 $1.40 ($0.26)
Cbntral Business District 42,000 0.25 11 0.5% $46,355 $1.10 $1.14 $1.40 ($0.26)
highway Service Cbmmerdal 36,000 0.25 9 0.4% $39,732 $1.10 $1.14 $0.50 $0.64

Office 217,000 0.33 71 3.1% $307,926 $1.42 $1.46 $0.00 $1.46

Light Industrial 611,000 0.24 144 6.3% $626,180 $1.02 $1.06 $1.03 $0.03

Heavy Industrial 371,000 0.24 33 3.8% $330,217 $1.02 $1.06 $0.10 $0.96

Subtotal Non-F^dential Qdg. S^. R. 1.513,000 333 16.7% $1,660,379

per room

Hotel / Lodging [1] 212 0.42 39 3.9% $384,396 $1,313.19 $1,867.58 n/a n/a

Total Water 2,293 100.0% $9,943,130

Sburoe: )-B:i

[1] These land uses do currently pay impact fees; however, they cannot be directly compared to the new fee scheditfe.
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3.4 Watb^ Nexus Findings

NexusTest for the Wa er Development Impact

Identify the purpose of the fee.
The purpose of the fee is to fund new
development's share of Qty water resource,
treatment, and distribution infrastructure.

Identify the use of the fee.

The fee will be used to pay for new
development's use of existing capadty and to
construct improvements that will adequately
provide water to property development.

Determine how there is a reasonable

relationship between the fee's use and the
type of development project on which the
fee is imposed.

New development within the Qty will generate
additional demand for water inside and outside

buildings. The fee will be used to ensure sufficient
infrastructure capacity and water resources are
available to serve the new development.

Determine how there is a reasonable

relationship between the need for the
public facility and the type of development
project on which the fee is imposed.

Different land uses have different water

demands. Water resources and facilities must be

sized to accommodate drinking water, irrigation,
and fire flow needs commensurate to the type of
development that occurs.

Determine how there is a reasonable

relationship between the amount of the fee
and the cost of the public facility or portion
of the public facility attributable to the
development on which the fee is imposed.

The fee is based on the best estimate of costs to

provide water to new development in the Qty.
Developing land uses will be responsible for their
portion of the total project cost based on their
share of increased water demand.

3.5 Wastewater Faq lity N ms an d Cost Esm mates

Wastewater facility needs and cost estimates were provided by RDnticello Biterprises, the Qtys
consulting engineer. Table 10 summarizes total facility coststo be collected in development impact
fees. Project coststo be included in the wastewater development impact fee total $8.06 million.
Detailed New Development Facility Costs are presented in Appendix Table A-5. Snared New
Facilities Costs, also provided by Fbnticello Enterprises, are for new vehicles. All costsshown are net
of other funding sources.

Qtywide new development costs include the EsuA Sreet pump station, wastewater treatment plant
upgrade and expansion (Option 2A as identified in the March 2016 Qty of Winters Wastewater
Treatment F^lity Master Ran Update), a new influent screen, and an update of the wastewater
system master plan. All costsshown are net of other funding sources. Note that Appendix Table A-5
also includes estimates of coststo serve specific zones of benefit. Tfiese costs are for facilities that
only benefit particular portions of the Qty; therefore, they are not included in the development
impact fee. It is anticipated that when these zones of benefit develop, there will be a fee
determined for each zone of benefit that will be in addition to the Qtywide impact fee.

Qty of Winters Nexus Fee St udy 9^4/2018 Page 17
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Table 10

fetimated Wastewater Projects Cost Sjmmary

DesCTiption

Total Estimated Allocation to

cost New Q'owth

Estimated Cost

Allocated to New

Growth

Snared New Polities (Vehides)

New Development Polities

Sjbtotal Infrastructure Costs

fetimated Rnandng Costs

Tot^ Wastewater Fee Improvement Costs

$500,000

$7,805,940

$8,305,940

50.7%

100.0%

$253,425

$7,805,940

$8,059,365

$0

$8,059,365

Source: Qty of Venters, Fbntlcello Bigineering, aid HEC wwtot

3.6 Wastewater Calculation

The wastewater development impact fee calculation is shown in Table 11 on the following page.
New residential development is responsible for 75%of the total cost. Non-residential development
is responsible for 25%of the total cost.

The wastewater development impact fee decreases from current fee levels for all land uses ©ccept
central business district and office land uses.
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Lanci Use Cttegory

Units/ Bdg.

sg. R/

R^oms

Ratio of

Dwelling

Unit

R^uivai^ts

Dwelling

Unit

Equivalents

Roportional

Funding

F^sponsibility

FVoportional

F^sponsibility

pee per

Dwelling

Unit / Btdg.

SCq. R./

RDom

calculated

New current Fee

Change in
Fee

see ind. admin fee

Table 7 3%

F^dential per unit
Rjred f^denti^ 36 1.00 36 1.4% $114,077 $3,168.81 $3,263.88 $7,574.00 ($4,310.12)
Low Density F^dential 595 1.00 595 23.4% $1,885,445 $3,168.81 $3,263.88 $5,902.00 ($2,638.12)
Medium Density F^dential 540 0.86 465 18.3% $1,473,499 $2,728.70 $2,810.56 $5,246.00 ($2,435.44)
Medium High Dertsity F^daitial 891 0.69 619 24.3% $1,960,704 $2,200.57 $2,266.58 $3,935.00 ($1,668.42)
f-igh Density F^dential 318 0.61 194 7.6% $615,806 $1,936.50 $1,994.59 $2,754.00 ($759.41)
Acz:es6ory Dwelling Units 25 0.37 9 0.4% $29,249 $1,169.97 $1,205.07 n/a n/a

Subtotal F^dential Units 2,405 1,918 75.4% $6,078,780

Non-%sidential per bidg. sq. ft.
N^ghborhood Cbmmerdat 236,000 0.33 79 3.1% $250,329 $1.06 $1.09 $2.78 ($1.69)
C^trai Business Dstrict 42,000 0.33 14 0.6% $44,560 $1.06 $1.09 $0.97 $0.12

Hghway Service Oommerdal 36,000 0.33 12 0.5% $38,186 $1.06 $1.09 $2.78 ($1.69)
Office 217,000 0.38 82 3.2% $259,772 $1.20 $1.23 $0.00 $1.23

Light Industrial 611,000 0.34 210 8.2% $664,206 $1.09 $1.12 $1.39 ($0.27)
Heavy Industrial 371,000 0.36 134 5.3% $424,533 $1.14 $1.18 $1.85 ($0.67)

Subtotal Non-I^dential BIdg. Sq. R. 1,513,000 531 20.9% $1,681,576

per room

Hotel / Lodging [1] 212 0.45 94 3.7% $299,009 $1,410.42 $1,452.73 n/a n/a

Total Wastewater 2,543 100.0% $8,059,365

Sburoe: l-Bl

[1] These land usesdo currently pay impact fees; however, they cannot be directly compared to the new fee schedule.
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3.7 Wastewater Nexus Findings

Nexus Test for the Wastewater Development Impact Fee

Identify the purpose of the fee.
The purpose of the fee is to fund new

development's share of Qty wastewater collection,
treatment and disposal of effluent infrastructure.

Identify the use of the fee.

The fee will be used to pay for new development's
use of existing capacity and to construct
improvementsthat will adequately convey and
treat wastewater for property development.

Determine how there is a reasonable

relationship between the fee's use and the
type of development project on which the
fee is imposed.

New development within the Qty will generate
additional wastewater flows that must be collected,
treated, and disposed of pursuant to Federal and
Sate regulations. The fee will be used to ensure
suffident infrastructure and treatment capadty is
available to serve the new development.

Determine how there is a reasonable

relationship between the need for the
public facility and the type of development
project on which the fee is imposed.

Different land uses generate different wastewater
flows Wastewater fadlities must be sized to

accommodate estimated new wastewater flow that

is commensurate to the type of development that
occurs

Determine how there is a reasonable

relationship between the amount of the fee
and the cost of the public facility or portion
of the public facility attributable to the
development on which the fee is imposed.

The fee is based on the best estimate of coststo

provide wastewater service to new development in
the Qty. Developing land uses will be responsible
for their portion of the total project cost based on
their share of increased wastewater flows.

Qty of winters Nexus Fee study 9/24/2018 Page 20
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Chapter 4: Parks and Recreation Fee

4.1 Faqlity Needs AND Cost Estimates

The service population generated by new development will utilize the Qtys community center and
swimming pool. These fadlitieswere built in 1980 and 2007 respectively, and the fee includes a
buy-in for new development to use the existing capacity available at these facilities (see Appendix
Table A-6). Although the timing is uncertain, the Qty plans to build a new sports park and
community center. The planned sports park 30.5-aae site intended to provide a venue for a variety
of organized team sports, including three to four basketball/Softball diamonds, turf fields for soccer
and football, and a multiuse sports barn with lighting. The new sports park isantidpated to attract
partidpantsand spectators from Winters and the surrounding area. It will be large enough to host
tournaments and competitions. The new sports park is estimated to cost $15.00 million in today's
dollars. The new community center iseslimated to cost $12.00 million in today's dollars. All costs
shown in Appendix Table A-7 are net of other funding sources.

The Qty has removed the neighborhood park requirement from itsDIFprogram; instead, it will
determine neighborhood park requirements during the development review process. Total
estimated parks and reaeation cost induded in the fee is $15.46 million, as shown in Table 12.

Table 12

fetimated Total Ffeirksand Ftecreation Projects Cbst Summary

Cost Bement

Total

^imated Cost

Allocation

to New

Growth

Btimated Cost

Allocatedto

New Growth

Community F^liites
Buy-In F^lities

Snared New Polities

Subtotal Infrastructure Costs

Estimated Rnandng Costs

subtotal Community Faalities

$3,497,642

$27,000,000

$30,497,642

50.7%

50.7%

$1,772,782

$13,684,966

$15,457,748

$0

$15,457,748

Neighborhood Polities

Buy-In Polities
Subtotal Neighborhood Polities

$4,374,547

$4,374,547

0.0% $0

$0

Total Estimated Parks Cost $15,457,748

Source: Qty of Winters and HB3 parkas
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4.2 FsOlculation

The parks and recreation development impact fee comprise two components. The community
facilities costs are spread among all land uses because both residents and employees may use the
facilities. Neighborhood parks facilities costs are spread only among projected new residents
because these facilities are located near housing and are unlikely to be visited by people who work
in Winters. Table 13 on the next page showsthe cost allocation and fee calculation for the
community fee and the neighborhood fee components of the park and recreation fee. There are no
neighborhood park facilities costs included in the total costs; therefore, the neighborhood park fee
component is zero.

Table 14 shows the total parks and recreation development impact fee. New residential
development isresponsiblefor79%of the total community parks facilities costs, and 100%of the
neighborhood parks facilities costs. Non-residential development is responsible for 21%of the total
community parks facilities cost. The parks and reaeation development impact fees inaease from
current levels for all land usea

Table 14

Total Ffeirk and Ffeaeation Development Impact Fee

Land Use Cbmmunlty Neighborhood Total current Fee Qiange in Fee

F^dential indudesadministration fee at 3%

Riral F^dential $6,079.54 $0.00 $6,079.54 $2,131.00 $3,948.54
Low Density Indentiai $6,079.54 $0.00 $6,079.54 $2,131.00 $3,948.54
Medium Density F^d^tial $5,319.60 $0.00 $5,319.60 $2,131.00 $3,188.60
Medium high Density F^dential $4,939.63 $0.00 $4,939.63 $1,732.00 $3,207.63
High Density F^dential $4,559.66 $0.00 K559.66 $1,332.00 $3,227.66
Accessory Dweliling Units[1] $2,754.79 $0.00 $2,754.79 n/a n/a

Non-f^dential per bidg, sq. ft.
Nei^borhood Cbmmerdal $2.91 $2.91 $0.00 $2.91
Central Business Dstrict $5.09 $5.09 $0.00 $5.09
Highway Service COmmerdal $2.91 $2.91 $0.00 $2.91
Office $4.07 $4.07 $0.00 $4.07
Light Industrial $1.45 $1.45 $0.00 $1.45
Heavy Industrial $1.20 $1.20 $0.00 $1.20

per room

Hotel / Lodging [1] $339.26 $339.26 n/a n/a

Sburce: hBd

[1] These land uses do currently pay impact fees however, they cannot be directly compared to the new fee schedule.

totparltfee
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4.3 NexusFindings

Nexus Test for the Parks and Reaeation Development Impact

Identify the purpose of the fee.

The purpose of the fee is to fund new development's
share of existing parks and reaeation facilities costs,
and to pay new development's portion of new
infrastructure costs.

Identify the use of the fee.
The fee will be used to construct parks fadlitiesthat
benefit all new residentsand employees.

Determine how there is a reasonable

relationship between the fee's use and the
type of development project on which the
fee is imposed.

New development within the Qty will generate
additional reaeation needs. The fee will be used to

mitigate the impacts of new residents and
employees on the Qt/s parks and reaeation
facilities.

Determine how there is a reasonable

relationship between the need for the
public facility and the type of development
project on which the fee is imposed.

New residentsand employees will utilize existing
and new community fadlities. New residents will
utilize existing neighborhood parks and reaeation
facilities. New persons served generated by
developed properties will pay their proportional
impact on the facilities.

Determine how there is a reasonable

relationship between the amount of the fee
and the cost of the publicfadlity or portion
of the public facility attributable to the
development on which the fee is imposed.

The fee is based on the best estimate of costs to

continue to provide parks and reaeation facilities in
the Qty. Developing land uses will tie responsible for
their portion of costs based on their share of
inaeased service population.
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Chapter 5: Public Safety Fee

5.1 Faq lity N eeds an d Cost Esti mates

The Qty of VMnters Fblice Department facility needs and cost estimates were provided by RDlice
Qiief Milter in September, 2017. Rjblic safety facilities are considered adequate to service the
existing and new service population through 2036. The current estimated value of the public safety
facilities is $4.66 million, as is shown in Appendix Table A-8. Of this total cost, the portion of
existing facilities costs attributable to new development is $2.36 million (see Table 15 below). The
police department will have to hire two new police officers and one community services officer, and
the cost estimates for the development impact fee program include equipment for these positions.
Officer equipment costs are estimated at $112,760 in today's dollars, as shown in Appendix Table
A-9. All costs shown are net of other funding sources.

Tablets

Btimated PublicS&fety ProjectsCost Summary

Cbst Bement

Total

Estimated Cost

Allocation

to New

Growth

Btimated Cost

Allocated to

New Growth

Buy-In Polities

New Development Fadlities

Subtotal Infrastructure Costs

Btimated Rnandng Costs

Total Estimated PublicSafety Cost

K657,010

$112,760

$4,769,770

50.7%

100.0%

$2,360,408

$112,760

$2,473,168

$0

$2,473,168

Source; Qtyof VMntersand HB3 polailoc

5.2 FeeOlcxilation

The public safety development impact fee is calculated in Table 16. New residential development is
responsible for 79%of the total public safety facilities costs, and new non-residential development
is responsible for 21%of the total public safety facilities cost. The public safety development impact
fee is reduced for high density residential, neighborhood commercial, highway service commercial,
and light industrial land uses but increases for all other land uses.
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5.3 Nexus Findings

NexusTest for the Rjblic^ety Development Impact

Identify the purpose of the fee.

The purpose of the fee is to pay for existing
infrastructure that will serve new developrrjent,
and new equipment that will be purchased
specifically for new development.

Identify the use of the fee.
The fee will be used to provide the new service
population public safety.

Determine how there is a reasonable

relationship between the fee's use and the
type of development project on which the
fee is imposed.

New development within the Qty will generate
additional public safety calls. The fee will be used to
mitigate the resources necessary to respond to
those additional public safety calls.

Determine how there is a reasonable

relationship between the need for the
public facility and the type of development
project on which the fee is imposed.

Public safety responderswill utilize existing and
new public safety facilities and equipment to serve
new residents and employees. New persons served
generated by developed properties will pay their
proportional impact on the facilities and
equipment.

Determine how there is a reasonable

relationship between the amount of the fee
and the cost of the public facility or portion
of the public facility attributable to the
development on which the fee is imposed.

The fee is based on the best estimate of costs to

provide adequate public safety in the Qty.
Developing land uses will be responsible for their
portion of the total project cost based on their
share of the increase in service population.
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Chapter 6: Fire Protection Fee

6.1 Faqlity Needs and Cost Estimates

"Rie Qty of Winters Rre Department facility needs and cost estimates were provided by Rre Chief
Bushrowin September, 2017. Basting facilities that new development will utilize are listed in
Appendix Table A-10. The estimated current value of existing fire protection facilities is $4.81
million. Of thistotal cost, the portion of existing facilities costs attributable to new development is
$2.44 million. Appendix Table A-11 lists the equipment that the fire department estimates
necessary to serve new development through 2036. The list includes three new engines and
equipment, a training tower, and other vehicles and equipment. The total cost of new equipment is
estimated at $2.56 million in today's dollars. All costs shown are net of other funding sources.

Table 17 summarizesthe fire protection costs included in the fee calculation. The total cost to be
paid through development impact fees is $5.01 million.

Table 17

fetimated Rre Rrotection Projects Cost Summary

Cost Bement

Total Btimated

cost

Allocation to

New Growth

^imated Cost

Allocated to

New Growth

Buy-In Polities

New Development Polities

Subtotal infrastructure Costs

Btimated Rnandng Costs

Total Btimated Cost

K815,404

$2,565,000

$7,380,404

50.7%

100.0%

$2,440,690

$2,565,000

$5,005,690

$0

$5,005,690

SDuroe: Qty of V\flntefsand HB3 firealloc

6.2 Recalculation

The fire protection development Impact fee is calculated in Table 18. New residential development
is responsible for 79%of the total fire protection facilities costs, and non-residential development is
responsiblefor 21 %of the total fire protection facilities cost. The fire protection development
impact fee increases from current levels for all land use categories except light and heavy industrial.
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F^sonsper

HH/ Bdg. C&doulated

St|. R. per fee Ffer

Units/ Bdg. Bnployee/ Total FVoportional Roportionai Dwelling Unit

Sb-R/ Rooms per Persons Servioe fee / Bdg. Sq. R. Osculated Change in

Land Use Gregory Rooms Briployee Served Fbpulation fesponsibility / Room New fee current fee fee

ind. admin, fee

3%

F^d^tial per unit
Rjral f^dential 36 3.20 115 1.4% $68,810 $1,911.40 $1,968.74 $1,382.00 $586.74

Low Density F^dential 595 3.20 1,904 22.7% $1,137,282 $1,911.40 $1,968.74 $1,382.00 $586.74

Medium Density F^dential 540 2.80 1,512 18.0% $903,136 $1,672.47 $1,722.65 $1,382.00 $340.65

Medium Hc^ Density F^dential 891 2.60 2,317 27.6% $1,383,733 $1,553.01 $1,599.60 $1,123.00 $476.60

High Density F^dential 318 2.40 763 9.1% $455,869 $1,433.55 $1,476.56 $864.00 $612.56

Accessory Dwelling Units 25 1.45 36 0.4% $21,653 $866.10 $892.09 n/a n/a

subtotal F^dential Units 2,405 6,647 78.9% $3,970,483

Non-F^denti^ per bidg. sq. ft.

Neighborhood Cbmmerdal 236,000 350 361 4.3% $215,764 $0.91 $0.94 $0,79 $0.15

Central Business Dstrict 42,000 200 113 1.3% $67,198 $1.60 $1.65 $1.02 $0.63

Highway Servioe Commercial 36,000 350 55 0.7% $32,913 $0.91 $0.94 $0.79 $0.15

afice 217,000 250 465 5.5% $277,750 $1.28 $1.32 $0.00 $1.32

Li^t industrial 611,000 700 468 5.6% $279,304 $0.46 $0.47 $0.55 ($0.08)

Heavy Industrial 371,000 850 234 2.8% $139,666 $0.38 $0.39 $0.51 ($0.12)

SUbtot^ Non-F^dential BIdg. Sq. R. 1,513,000 1,695 20.2% $1,012,595

per room

Hotel / Lodging [1] 212 3.00 38 0.5% $22,613 $106.66 $109.86 n/a n/a
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3
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Total Rre 8,380 100.0% $5,005,690

<D

Source: atyc/\AKntersaxihE;^

[1] These land uses do currently pay impact fees: however, they cannot be directly compared to the new fee schedule.
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6.3 Nexus Findings

NexusTest for the Rre Protection Development Impact

Identify the purpose of the fee.
The purpose of the fee is to fund new development's
share of fire protection facilities and equipment
costs.

Ident ify t he use of t he fee.
The fee will be used to construct facilities and buy
equipment that will provide fire protection to new
development.

Determine how there is a reasonable

relationship between the fee's use and the
type of development project on which the
fee is imposed.

New development within the Qty will generate
additional fire protection service calls. The fee will
be used to mitigate costs of facilities and equipment
necessary to respond to the additional fire
protection calls from the new developments.

Determine how there is a reasonable

relationship t)etween the need for the
public facility and the type of development
project on which the fee is imposed.

The fire department will utilize existing and new
facilities and equipment to serve new residents and
employees. New persons served generated by
developed properties will pay their proportional
impact on the facilities and equipment.

Determine how there is a reasonable

relationship between the amount of the fee
and the cost of the public facility or portion
of the public facility attributable to the
development on which the fee is imposed.

The fee is based on the best estimate of costs to

provide adequate fire protection in the Qty.
Developing land uses will be responsible for their
portion of the total project cost based on their share
of the increase in service population.
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Chapt er 7: Gen eral Govern ment Fee

7.1 Faq lity N eeds an d Cost Esti mates

General government facilities are buildings and other infrastructure and equipment necessary for
the Qty to serve its residents and businesses. Bcisting assets that will continue to be of service to
new development are listed in Appendix Table A-12. New facilities that will be needed to serve new
development through 2036 include a corporation yard and a remodel of the old police station.
Tbese costs are estimated to total $4.12 million, as shown in Appendix Table A-13. All costs shown
are net of other funding sources.

Table 19 provides a summary of the estimated general government facility coststo be included in
the general government development impact fee calculation. The total estimated cost included in
the development impact fee calculation is $4.12 million.

Table 19

fetimated General Government Projects Cost Summary

Cost Bement

Total

Btimated

Cost

Allocation

to New

Growth

Estimated

Cost Allocated

to New

Growth

Buy-In Polities

New Development Polities

Subtotal Infrastructure Costs

Btimated Rnandng Costs

Total Estimated General BdlitiesCost

$137,302

$4,118,585

K255.888

50.7%

100.0%

$69,592

$4,118,585

$4,188,177

$0

$4,188,177

Sburce: Qty of V\rtntersand HBO genalloc

7.2 F^Olcxilation

The general government development impact fee is calculated in Table 20. New residential
development is responsible for 79%of the total general government facilities costs, and new non-
residential development is responsible for 21%of the total general government facilities cost. The
fee decreases from current levels for all land uses except office.
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Land Use Category
Units/ Bdg. Sq.
R / R)oms

Persons per
HH/ adg. Sq.

R.per

Bnployee /
Rx>msper

Bnployee

9

Total

F^rsons

Served

Roportional

Service

R)puiation

R-oportional

Fee

F^sponsibility

Calculated

ReeFter

[>A/ellingUnit
/ Bdg. Sq. R.

I Rxxn

Calculated

New Fee Current Change in Fee

Residential

Rjral F^dential

Low Density F^dential
Medium Density F^dential

Medium Hgh Density F^denti^

high Density %sidentid

Axessory t^v^ling Units
subtotal F^dential Units

Non-F^dential

ind. admin, fee

3%

per unit

36

595

540

891

318

25

2,405

3.20 115 1.4% $57,572 $1,599.24 $1,647.21 $2,012.00 ($364.79)
3.20 1,904 22.7% $951,545 $1,599.24 $1,647.21 $2,012.00 ($364.79)
2.80 1,512 18.0% $755,639 $1,399.33 $1,441.31 $2,012.00 ($570.69)
2.60 2,317 27.6% $1,157,746 $1,299.38 $1,338.36 $1.635.x ($296.64)

2.40 763 9.1% $381,418 $1,199.43 $1,235.41 $1.257.x ($21.59)
1.45 36 0.4% $18,116 $724.65 $746,39 n/a n/a

6,647 79.3% $3,322,037

perbldg. sq. ft.
Neighborhood Gbmrnerd^ 236,OX 3X.X 361 4.3% $1X,526 $0.76 $0.79 $1.15 ($0.36)
Central Business District 42.0X 2X.X 113 1.3% $56,223 $1.34 $1.38 $1.X ($0.42)
Highway Sbrvioe Cbmmerdal 36,OX 350.x 55 0.7% $27,538 $0.76 $0.79 $1.15 ($0.36)
Office 217,0X 2X,X 465 5.5% $232,389 $1.07 $1.10 $0.X $1.10

Light Industrie 611,OX 7X.X 468 5.6% $233,689 $0.38 $0.39 $0.43 ($0.04)
hteavy Industrial 371,OX 8X.X 234 2.8% $116,856 $0.31 $0.32 $0.32 $0.X

subtotal Non-F^dential Bdg. Sq. R. 1,513,0X 1,695 X.2% $847,221

per rcx)m

Hotel / Lodging [1] 212 3.x 38 0.5% $18,9X $89.24 $91.92 n/a n/a

Total Oena'al Fadlities 8,3X 1X.0% $4,188,177
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Sburce; Oty of Winters and HH!1

[1] These land uses do currently pay impact fees; however, they cannot be directly compared to the new fee scJiedule.
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7.3 NexusFindings

Nexus Test for the General Government Development Impact

Identify the purpose of the fee.

The purpose of the fee is to fund new
development's share of existing general
government fadlitiesaswell asnew facilities that
will be built as a result of new development.

Identify the use of the fee.
The fee will be used to pay for new development's
use of existing facilities and to build and remodel
facilities that will serve new development.

Determine how there is a reasonable

relationship between the fee's use and the
type of development project on which the
fee is imposed.

New development within the Qty will generate
additional general government service provision
needs. The fee will be used to mitigate the
additional costs associated with the general
government servicesfadlitiesto serve new
development.

Determine how there is a reasonable

relationship between the need for the
publicfadlity and the type of development
project on which the fee is imposed.

The Qty will utilize existing and new facilities and
equipment to serve new residents and employeea
New persons served generated by developed
properties will pay their proportional impact on the
facilities and equipment.

Determine how there is a reasonable

relationship between the amount of the fee
and the cost of the public facility or portion
of the public facility attributable to the
development on which the fee is imposed.

The fee is based on the best estimate of coststo

provide adequate public works and administrative
functions of the Qty. Developing land uses will be
responsible for their portion of the total project
cost based on their share of the increase in service

population.

aty of \/\Anters Nexus Fee 3 udy 9/24/2018 Page 33
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Chapter 8: Project Monitoring Fee

8.1 Cost Estimates

The Qty has $396,636 in General Ran development costs that new growth is responsible for
reimbursing.

8.2 Fee calculation

The project monitoring development impact fee calculation is shown in Table 21 on the following
page. The total cost is allocated to each land use based on proportional service population. The
project monitoring development impact fee is reduced from current fee levelsfor all land use
categories because the total amount remaining iscontinually reduced by the collection of
development impact fees.

8.3 NexusFindings

Test for the Roject Monitoring Development Impact

Identify the purpose of the fee.
The purpose of the fee is to fund new
development's share of expended planning costs
assodated with the General Ran.

Identify the use of the fee.

The fee will be used to reimburse planning costs
already expended on development of the 1992
General Ran, for which new development through
2036 benefits from.

Determine how there is a reasonable

relationship between the fee's use and the
type of development project on which the
fee is imposed.

New development within the Qty requires many
coordinated planning efforts, as allowed for in the
General Ran. The fee will be used to pay for the
costs of the existing General Ran.

Determine how there is a reasonable

relationship between the need for the
publicfadlity and the type of development
project on which the fee is imposed.

Each new development project generates demand
for public fadlities and the related need for
engineering, planning, and finandng of these
fadlities. The Oty has to plan for new fadlities to
meet the needs of new development.

Determine how there is a reasonable

relationship between the amount of the fee
and the cost of the publicfadlity or portion
of the public fadlity attributable to the
development on which the fee is imposed.

The fee is based on proportional service
population generated by each land use category
because the demand for fadlitiesthat must be

planned are driven by new residents and
employees in the Qty.

Qty of Wnters Nexus Fee St udy 9/24/2018 Page 34
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F^sonsper Calculated

HH/ BIdg. aj. feeRer

R. per Dwelling
Bhployee/ Total Ftoportional Proportional Unit / BIdg.

Units/ Bdg. Rxims per Persons Service Fee Sq.R,/ Calculated New

Land Use Category 3q. R / Rooms Briployee Served R^puiation Responsibility Room current Fee Change in Fee

ind. admin, fee

3%

F^dential per unit

Rjral Indent iai 36 3.20 115 1.4% $5,452 $151.45 $156.00 $1,221.00 ($1,065.00)
Low Density ̂ sidential 595 3.20 1,904 22.7% $90,115 $151.45 $156.00 $1,221.00 ($1,055.00)
Medium Density %sidential 540 2.80 1,512 18.0% $71,562 $132.52 $136.50 $1,211.00 ($1,074.50)
Medium l-Igh Density F^dential 891 2.60 2,317 27.6% $109,643 $123.06 $126.75 $1,166.00 ($1,039.25)
high Density F^dential 318 2.40 763 9.1% $36,122 $113.59 $117.00 $1,156.00 ($1,039.00)
Accessory Qveiling Units 25 1.45 36 0.4% $1,716 $68.63 $70.69 n/a n/a

Subtotal Residential Units 2,405 6,647 79.3% $314,609

Non-F^dential perbidg. sq.ft.
Neighborhood Cbmrnerdal 236.000 350.00 361 4.3% $17,096 $0.07 $0.07 $0.64 ($0,57)
Central Business Dstrict 42,000 200.00 113 1.3% $5,325 $0.13 $0.13 $0.64 ($0.51)
Highway Service Cbmrnerdal 36,000 350.00 55 0.7% $2,608 $0.07 $0.07 $0.64 ($0.57)
afice 217,000 250.00 465 5.5% $22,008 $0.10 $0.10 $0.64 ($0.54)
Light Industrial 611,000 700.00 466 5.6% $22,131 $0.04 $0.04 $0.11 ($0.07)
hieavy Industrial 371,000 850.00 234 2.8% $11,067 $0.03 $0.03 $0,11 ($0.06)
Subtotal Non-F^dential BIdg. Sq. R. 1,513,000 1,695 20.2% $80,235

per rocMh

Hotel / Lodging [1] 212 3.00 38 0.5% $1,792 $8.45 $8.71 n/a n/a

Totirf Rojed Monitoring 8,380 100.0% $396,636
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[1] these land usesdo currently pay impact fees; however, they cannot be directly compEred to the new fee schedule.
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Chapter 9: ContinuingAdministration of the DIF Program

9.1 Updated Impact F^Adoption

Rjrsuant to California Government Code, prior to inaeasing an existing fee, an agency must hold at
least one open and public meeting. At least ten days prior to that meeting, the agency must make
the nexus study and accompanying infrastructure costsand funding sources information available
to the public. After adoption of the enabling ordinance or resolution there is a 60-day waiting
period beforethefeesgointoeffect, unless an urgency ordinance is adopted with findings
regarding the urgency being claimed. Fees adopted by urgency go into effect immediately.

It is recommended that the Qty adopt a resolution that allows for the transfer of fee revenues
between the individual fee funds to provide greater flexibility and fadlitate the timely construction
of improvements by allowing fees to be combined and used as necessary. Any interfund transfers
must be documented and must be repaid with interest.

All developers shall pay the amount of the impact fees in effect at the time a building permit is
issued unless stated otherwise in a developer agreement with the Qty.

9.2 FsStudy Updates and Adjustments

It is recommended that the Qty update the fees annually by a predetermined index. The
Bigineering NewsFfecord S&n Randsco Construction Cost Index March to March change is
recommended for an annual July 1 update. Fteriodic review of the DIFprogram is also
recommended whenever estimated costs are revised, fadlity standards change, or there are
changes in derriographics or the land use plan.

for purposes of collecting the development impact fee, the Qty will make the final determination as
to which land use category a particular development will be assigned. If the Qty determines that no
land use category adequately captures use of the property development, the Qty Bigineer and
Rnance Orector will jointly determine the appropriate fee on a case by case basis.

9.3 Mitigation FeeActCompliance

The Qty must comply with annual and five-year reporting requirements. Within 180 days of the end
of a fiscal year, the following is to be furnished for the prior fiscal year:

1. The amount of the fee,

2. The beginning and ending balance of the account or fund,
3. The amount of the fees collected and interest earned,
4. An identification of each public improvement for which fees were expended and the

amount of expenditures,
5. An identification of an approximate date by which the construction of a public improvement

will commence, if sufficient funds exist for the project.

QtyofWintersNexusFeeStudy 9/24/2018 Page36
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6. AdesCTiption of each interfund transfer or loan made from the account or fund, including a
desaiption of repayment terms, and

7. Identification of any refunds once it has been determined that sufficient monies have been
collected to fund all fee-related projects

The information isto be available for public review and to be presented at the next regularly
scheduled public meeting no lessthan 15 days after the information has been made available for
public review. B/ery five years the Qty must also make the following findings with respect to any
remaining funds in the fee account:

1. Identify the purpose to which the fee isto be put,
2. Demonstrate the reasonable relationship between the fee and the purpose for which it is

charged,
3. Identify all sources and amounts of funding anticipated to complete financing of incomplete

improvements, and
4. Designate the approximate dates on which funding of incomplete improvements is

expected to be deposited into the fee account.

If the Qty does not make these findings, the law requiresthe Qty to refund monies on a prorated
basis to the then current record owners of the development project.

9.4 Credits OR Rbmbursbvients

The Qty may provide fee credits or reimbursements to developers who dedicate land or construct
facilities. The credit or reimbursement may only be up to the cost of the improvement, as included
in theOFprogram, or the actual cost paid by the developer, whichever is lower. No credit or
reimbursement will t>e allowed for costs incurred that are higher than estimated in the DIF
program. Qedits or reimbursements may be repaid based on the priority of the capital
improvements, as determined by the Qty. credits or reimbursements may be determined by
the Qty on a case-by-case basis.

QtyofWintersNexusFeeSludy 9/24/2018 Page37
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Appendix A

2018 Nexus Study Fee CALCULATIONS

Supporting Tables

HANSFORD ECONOMICCON SUITING Regional and Resairce Economics
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Table A-1

Qty of Winters2018 Development Impact FeesNexusaudy

BdstingF^dential Development Impact Fees

^'llty F^jral Low Density

Medium

Density

Medium hfigh

Density high Density

per unit -feeseffective JUly 1,2010

Water ̂ stem $5,590 $4,346 $2,904 $1,975 $1,423

Wastewater %stem $7,574 $5,902 $5,246 $3,935 $2,754

General 9orm Drain $81 $63 $42 $25 $22

Sreets $3,061 $3,067 $3,070 $2,492 $1,917

F^ksand Ftoeation $2,131 $2,131 $2,131 $1,732 $1,332

RjblicSef^y $396 $394 $394 $395 $933

Rre Rotection $1,382 $1,382 $1,382 $1,123 $864

General Coital $2,012 $2,012 $2,012 $1,635 $1,257

Sorm Drain-Non-Rood $582 $454 $303 $182 $161

Monitoring $1,221 $1,221 $1,211 $1,166 $1,156
Total Development Impact F^es $24,030 $20,972 $18,695 $14,660 $11,819

Sburce: Qty of V\fl nters resexdif

Repared by HB3 170230 Model RNALSbp 24 2018 9/24/^Q]!§



T^leA-2

Qty of Winters 2018 Development Impact F^esNexusSudy
Bclsting Non-f^dential Development Impact

Neighborhood Highwsv Business ether Business Light Heavy F^blic/

Facility Cbmmerdai Cbmmerdai District Office Cbmmerdai ftrk Industrial Industrial Quasi Rjblk

per Building Square Foot -fees^ective July 1.2010

Water S^em $1.40 $1.40 $0.50 $0.00 $1.03 $1.17 $0.82 $0.91 $0.92

Wastewater^stem S2.78 $2.78 $0.97 $0.00 $1.99 $1.99 $1.39 $1.85 $2.14

General 3orm Grain $0.03 $0.03 $0.01 $0.00 $0.02 $0.02 $0.02 $0.02 $0.00

3reets $3.74 $3.74 $2.72 $0.00 $2.80 $1.12 $0.65 $0.48 $0.00

F^ksand F^eation $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
Rjblic Safety $0.50 $0.50 $0.50 $0.00 $0.50 $0.10 $0.10 $0.10 $0.00

FireRotection $0.79 $0.79 $1.02 $0.00 $1.03 $0.65 $0.55 $0.51 $0.00
General Capital $1.15 $1.15 $1.80 $0.00 $1.86 $0.74 $0.43 $0.32 $0.00
9orm Oain-Non-Rood $0.23 $0.23 $0.06 $0.00 $0.16 $0.16 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
Monitoring Fee $0.64 $0.64 $0.64 $0.64 $0.64 $0.11 $0.11 $0.11 $0.00

Total Fees $11.28 $11.26 $8.22 $0.64 $10.03 $6.06 $4.07 $4.X $3.06

93urce: Qty of VUntera

n'epa-ed by hS 170230 Model 24 2018



Table A-3

Qty of Winters2018 Development Impact FeesNexusSudy
Bdsting Bnployment in Winters

Number of

industry Employees Fteroentage

^riculture, Forestry, Rshing and Hunting 515 30%

Mining, Quarrying, and OI and GasBctraction 0 0%

Utilities 1 0%

Construction 74 4%

Manufacturing 57 3%

VMiolesale Trade 32 2%

F^tail Trade 113 7%

Transportation and Warehousing 127 8%

Information 13 1%

Rnance and Insurance 18 1%

Estate and F^tai and Leasing 12 1%

Rofessional, Scientific, and Technical Services 19 1%

Management of Companies and Biterprises 0 0%

Administration & Support, Waste Management and F^ediation 22 1%

Educational Services 214 13%

IHealth COre and Sbdal Assistance 105 6%

Arts, Entertainment, and f^eation 2 0%

Accommodation and Food Sfervices 269 16%

Other Services (excluding Fijblic Administration) 39 2%

Rjblic Administration 57 3%

Total Bdsting Employees in Winters 1,689 100%

Sburce; 2015 American Cbmmunity Sjrvey via Onthemap.com. emps

Repared by HB3 170230 Model HNALSep 24 2018 9/24/^0®



Table A-4

Qty of \A^nters2018Development Impact FeesNexusSudy
V\^er Roject Costs Detail

Description Btimated Cbst

R-oject COststhat Sferve B(isting and New Development
Vehicles

Maintenance Eijuipment

Estimated Total Roject COststhat ̂ ve Bdstingand New Development

2018 Dollars

$140,000

$148,000

$288,000

R*oject COststhat Sferve New Development
Water %stem Master Ran Update
Urban V\feter Management Ran

Future V\feter V\fells (3)

North Eastern Area Water Mainsto32A

feilroad Avenue \Afeter Mains

Total fetimated R-oject COststhat Sferve New Development

$62,500

$90,000

$7,722,000

$1,239,608

$683,049

$9,797,157

Source: Ftonticello Biterprises. wnewold

FVepared by HBO 170230 Model HNAL&p 24 2018 9/24/^g



Table A-5

Qty of Winters 2O18D0ve!opment Impact Fees Nexus Study
Wastewater Reject Gbsts Detail

Description Btimated Cbst

Qtywide Rojectsthat Sferve New Development
Wastewater ̂ stem Master Ran Update

East Sreet Rjmp Sation

F^lroad/fest Abbey to MainSreet feliefSfewer

WWTF Improvements

Option 2A Improvements

Influent Screen

Qtywide Estimated Total Cbst

2018 Dollars

$125,000

$329,940

$6,051,000

$1,300,000

$7,805,940

Future FUmp Station A

Rjture Rjmp Sation Afor SA/Area

Dual Force Mainsfor Rjmp Sation A

Zone of Benefit A Btimated Total

Future Rjmp Station 0

Rjture Rjmp Sation Cfor Northeast Area

Dual ForceMainsto F^allel E3. PSFbrceMain

Northeastern Area Sewers{10" section)

Northeastern Area Sewers{15" section)
Northeastern AreaSawers{18" section)

Zone of Benefit CBtimated Total

Future Rjmp Sation D

Rjmp Sation on F^lroad Ave

F^allel Sewers on Neimann 3 to PSD(#2)
Dutton Sreet Sewer Upsiang

Neimain/F^lroad/Dutton Sewers(10" section)
EaA Sreet Rjmp Sation B<pansion
fest Sreet FUmp Sation Instrumentation

F^alle! E S. PSFbroe Main Segment #1
50%of F^allel E S. PSFbrce Main Segment #2

Zone of Benefit D Btimated Total

$2,955,810

$3,321,510

$6,277,320

$4,502,880

$1,278,360

$429,724

$282,939

$30,879

$6,524,782

$739,350

$270,106

$231,225

$53,547

$2,273,700

$109,710

$1,637,700

$1,926,285

$7,241,623

SOuroe: Fbnticello Biterprises. wwnew

FVepa-ed by HB3 170230 M odel R NAL fep 24 2018 9/24/



Table A-6

Qty of Winters 2018Development Impact Fees Nexus Study

[Depredation of Basting F^ksand F^eation Assets

Year Useful Annual Bapsed Totd Orignal
Description Acquired Life Cbst Depredation Time Depred^ion BJR Feb.

years years

Community Polities

community Center Maint Sied 1/1/1987 50 $16,000 $320 31.1 $9,953 4,406 10,1

community Center 1/1/1980 50 $800,000 $16,000 38.1 $609,753 3,237 10,1

Svimming F^l 6/1/2007 20 $925,000 $46,250 10.7 $493,798 7,939 10.1

Swimming FOd 6/1/2007 20 $725,000 $36,250 10.7 $387,031 7.939 10,1

Fbol Cover 5/22/2015 5 $7,958 $1,592 2.7 $4,295 9,979 10.1

Total community Fadlities

Neighborhood Fadlities
WFNS Linoleum 9/30/2004 50 $7,590 $152 13.3 $2,026 7,298 10,1

201 RrstaCFbgersBdg) 12/3/2010 50 $210,211 $4,204 7.2 $30,132 8,952 10,1

Ampitheater 5/10/2005 50 $38,833 $777 12.7 $9,892 7,398 10,.

Tennis Court Ftebuild 4/21/2005 50 $21,734 $435 12.8 $5,559 7,355 10,1

community Siade Sructure 6/30/2006 50 $93,427 $1,869 11.6 $21,670 7,700 10,.
F^tary F^rk F^room 6/1/2008 50 $92,306 $1,846 9.7 $17,859 8,185 10,.
Ftotary Fferk F^room 7/1/2008 50 $34,259 $685 9.6 $6,572 8,293 10,.

Qty F^k Booster F^mp 9/30/2014 20 $14,300 $715 3.3 $2,388 9,870 10..

Qty perk Ray Sructure 4/22/2015 50 $36,538 $731 2.8 $2,032 9,992 10,.

Qty F^k Basketball Court Surface 1/21/2015 20 $28,000 $1,400 3.0 $4,242 9,972 10,.

Qty F^k Basketball Court 3riping 4/9/2015 20 $12,250 $613 2.8 $1,725 9,992 10,.
North F^ank F^ah 0*eek F^k 5/7/2013 50 $1,816,786 $36,336 4.7 $172,221 9,516 10,.
Walnut F^k Phase 1 3/14/2014 50 $491,772 $9,835 3.9 $38,237 9,702 10,.
Qty F^k F^abilitation 3/1/2016 50 $101,662 $2,033 1.9 $3,905 10,242 10,.

F^tary F^k Faking Lot 7/31/2006 50 $1,015,446 $20,309 11.5 $233,803 7,721 10,

Total Neighborhood Polities

Total Basting Community and Neighborhood Fadlities

Sburce: Qty of VNAnters, Bigineering News F^cord, and HEI

Repared by HBD
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Table A-7

Qty of Winters Fee Update

Parks and F^aeation Cbmmunity Polities CbstsDetall

Project Description Estimated Gbst

2018 Dollars

Community Facilities

^ortsF^k $15,000,000

Community center $12,000,000

fetimated Community F^litiesCbsts $27,000,000

Source: Qty of VNAnters. parkcost

n-epared by hE3 170230 Model RNALSbp 24 2018 9/24/?Q|19



Table A-8

Qty of Winters2018 EDevelopment Impact F^NexusSudy
Depredation of Rjblic Sbfety Assets

Oapsed

Useful Annual Time Accumulated Acquired BIR

Description Year Acquired Life cost Depredation (years) Depredation Year ̂ JR Feb. i

years years

Chiefs Bijuipment 6^1/2013 5 $9,150 $1,830 4.7 $8,548 8,865 10,8

Jeep C3 \fehide 3/5/2013 5 $21,449 K290 4.9 $21,072 9,456 10,8

Ftertrol Vehide 4/24/2014 5 $46,407 $9,281 3.8 $35,040 9,750 10,8

F^rol Vehide 7/9/2014 5 $52,392 $10,478 3.6 $37,378 9,835 10,8

ftrtrol Vehide 10/28/2015 5 $49,662 $9,932 2.3 $22,477 10,128 10,8

F^rol Vehide 4/5/2016 5 $55,467 $11,093 1.8 $20,242 10,280 10,8

F^io Tower at aation[1] 1/1/2012 50 $140,787 $2,816 6.1 $17,141 9,176 10,8
In-C^ C^era %stem 11/1/2012 5 $59,620 $11,924 5.3 $62,626 9,398 10,8

Rjblic safety Fadlity [ 1] 10/19/2011 50 $43,963 $879 6.3 $5,531 9,147 10,8

Rjblic safety Facility [ 1] 10/19/2011 50 $8,339,048 $166,781 6.3 $1,049,121 9,147 10,8
Total Depredated Assets Value

source: Qty of Winters, Bigpneering News F^cord, and HEI

[1] 9iaredfadlity with Rre Department, replacement cost new less depredation reduced by 50%

FVepared by l-K
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TableA-9

Qty of Winters Update
Rjblic Safety Rejects Cbsts Detail

Reject Description Btimated Rice Quantity Estimated Cost

Fter Fblice Officer Costs

fttrol Vehidewith Sjuipment $35,000 2 $70,000

Rimary Handgun $800 2 $1,600

secondary Handgun $450 2 $900

Rfle $1,200 2 $2,400

Less Lethal $450 2 $900

Taser $1,060 2 $2,120

Ballistic Helmet $400 2 $800

Oowd Control Helmet $150 2 $300

Duty Gear $600 2 $1,200

RortableF^io $8,500 2 $17,000

BallisticVest and Cover $1,000 2 $2,000

GasMaskKit $500 2 $1,000

Miscellaneous Equipment $1,525 2 $3,050

Total Rjlioe Officer Estimated Cbsts $103,270

Per community fervice Officer

Djty Gear $250 1 $250

Portable F^io $8,500 1 $8,500

M iscel laneous Equipment $740 1 $740

Total Community Service Officer Estimated Costs $9,490

Total Rjblic Safety Rejects fetimated Cost $112,760

Sburce: Qty of Winters Felice Department. polproj

Repared by HB3 170230 Model RNALSep242018 9/24/2p|§



Table A-10

Qty of Winters2018 Development Impact Fees Nexus Sudy
Depredation of Rre Assets

Useful Annual Bapsed Total Original BMROa

Description Year Acquired Life Cbst Depredation Time Depreddion BJR F^. 201 f

years years

Rre Department UTV 12/23/2014 10 $13,367 $1,337 3.1 $4,156 9,936 10,889
Slower at RreSation 8/17/2004 50 $12,600 $252 13.5 $3,393 7,188 10,889

Brush Truck 6/30/2014 5 $87,691 $17,538 3.6 $62,993 9,800 10,889

Rerce Rre Bigine 2/19/2014 5 $563,578 $112,716 4.0 $445,304 9,681 10,889

G26 Bigine Fteplaced 11/4/2015 5 $25,576 $5,115 2.2 $11,478 10,092 10,889

F^io Tower at Sation [1] 1/1/2012 50 $140,787 $2,816 6.1 $16,000 9,176 10,889
RiblicSfetfety F^lity [1] 10/19/2011 50 $43,963 $879 6.3 $5,174 9,147 10,889

Rjblic Sfefety F^lity [1] 10/19/2011 50 $8,339,048 $166,781 6.3 $981,495 9,147 10,889
TOTAL

Ssurce: Qty of V\Anters, Bigneering News F^rd. and HEI

[1] Siared fadlity with ftjiioe Department, replacement cost new less depreciation reduced by 50%

frepared by l-BO
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T^leA-11

Qty of Winters fee Update

RreFYotection RojectsCbsts Derail

R-qjed DesCTlption Estimated R'ice Qu^tity Btimated Cbst

Training Tower COnex %stems/F^lity $395,000 1 $395,000

Property, Infrastructure, Utilities $100,000 1 $100,000

Type 1 Bigine and Equipment $625,000 1 $625,000

Type III Bigine and Equipment $435,000 1 $435,000
Type VI Eigineand Equipment $120,000 1 $120,000

Command Vehicles and Equipment $75,000 3 $225,000

Fescue Squad Vehicle and Equipment $345,000 1 $345,000
Fre R-evention Vehicles and Equipment $50,000 2 $100,000

Utility Rckup $45,000 1 $45,000

SC^ Air F^ck & ̂are Bott les $7,000 25 $175,000

Total RojectsBtimated Cbst $2,565,000

Ssiffce: Qty of Winters Rre Department. fireprpj

R-epared by f-K 170230Model HNAL^2420189/24/156



Table A-12

Qty of Winters2018 Development Impact Fees Nexus a udy

Depredation of [Sneral FedlitiesAssets

Year Useful Annual Bapsed Total L^ilhal BMRC

Description Acquired Life Gbst Depredation Time Depredation BiR F^.2(

years years

Qty ODundl SDund ̂ stem 4/25/2013 10 $16,328 $1,633 4.8 $7,793 8,865 10,8F

QtySferver 10/4/2012 10 $18,027 $1,803 5.3 $9,606 9,376 10,8«

Miles Vehide 1/17/2013 5 $8,801 $1,760 5.0 $8,873 9,437 10,K

F250 12/10/2014 5 $35,993 $7,199 3.1 $22,641 9,936 10,8f

F250 10/8/2014 5 $35,263 $7,053 3.3 $23,399 9,886 10,8f

F250 10/8/2014 5 $35,039 $7,008 3.3 $23,250 9,886 ^Q,a^

Kjbota Tractor 12/14/2014 10 $22,000 $2,200 3.1 $6,895 9,936 10,8J

Fbrklift 5/14/2009 10 $5,613 $561 8.7 $4,896 8,574 10,8f

HVACat Qty Hdl 2/10/2011 20 $21,000 $1,050 7.0 $7,327 8,998

Gas IRjmp teylock System 6/2/2009 20 $7,187 $359 8.7 $3,116 8,578 10,8f

Office Building 6/18/2009 20 $17,522 $876 8.6 $7,559 8,578 10,8{

Fendng at Detention Fbnd 1/2/2005 50 $5,375 $108 13.1 $1,407 7,297 10.8J

Total i^eral Polities

Sburce; Qty of V\^ntersi B^neertng News F^cord, and HBl

Repared by HB2
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TableA-13

Qty of Winters Fee Update

General F^lltiesFYojectsCbstsDetail

R-oject Description 2003 Cbst 2018 Cbst

Cbrporation Yard

Remodel Old RDlice Sation

Total General Polities BtimatedCbsts

$2,016,100

$520,600

[1]
$3,273,339

$845,246

K118,585

Source: Qty of Wntersand

t1] Bigineering News Ftecxord 20-aty Construction Cost Index (CO) change:

gencost

Year

JUIy2003

December 2017

Index

6,695

10,870

Inflation Factor

1.624

FVepared by HB3 170230 Model RNALSBp2420189/24/^tB



City of Winters

Impact Fee Analysis
October 16. 2018 Effective January 1,2019

Water Increase Increase

2004 2010 Proposed Over 2004 Over 2010

Fee Fee 2018 Fee

Rural Residential 7,864.00 5,590.00 4,465.96 (3,398.04) (1,124.04)
Low Density Residential 6,129.00 4,346.00 4,465.96 (1,663.04) 119.96

Medium Density Residential 4,086.00 2,904.00 3,653.96 (432.04) 749.96

Medium High Density Residential 2,779.00 1,975.00 2,841.97 62.97 866.97

High Density Residential 2,002.00 1,423.00 2,435.98 433.98 1,012.98
Accessory Dwelling Unit 1,471.74 1,471.74 1,471.74
Neighborhood Commerical 1.98 1.40 1.14 (0.84) (0.26)
Highway Service Commercial 1.98 1.40 1.14 (0.84) (0.26)
Central Business District 0.07 0.50 1.14 1.07 0.64

Office 1.44 - 1.46 0.02 1.46

Other Commercial 1.44 1.03 - (1.44) (1.03)
Business Park 1.65 1.17

- (1.65) (1.17)
Light Industrial 1.17 0.82 1.06 (0.11) 0.24

Heavy Industrial 1.28 0.91 1.06 (0.22) 0.15

Hotel Lodging (per room) 1,867.58 1,867.58 1,867.58
Public/Quasi Public 1.30 0.92 - (1.30) (0.92)

Sewer Increase Increase

2004 2010 Proposed Over 2004 Over 2010

Fee Fee 2018 Fee

Rural Residential 9,802.00 7,574.00 3,263.88 (6,538.12) (4,310.12)
Low Density Residential 7,638.00 5,902.00 3,263.88 (4,374.12) (2,638.12)
Medium Density Residential 6,789.00 5,246.00 2,810.56 (3,978.44) (2,435.44)
Medium High Density Residential 5,092.00 3,935.00 2,266.58 (2,825.42) (1,668.42)
High Density Residentisd 3,563.00 2,754.00 1,994.59 (1,568.41) (759.41)
Accessory Dwelling Unit 1,205.07 1,205.07 1,205.07
Neighborhood Commerical 3.60 2.78 1.09 (2.51) (1.69)
Highway Service Commercial 3.36 2.78 1.09 (2.27) (1.69)
Central Business District 1.21 0.97 1.09 (0.12) 0.12

Office 2.57 - 1.23 (1.34) 1.23

Other Commercial 2.57 1.99 (2.57) (1.99)
Business Park 2.57 1.99

- (2.57) (1.99)
Light Industrial 1.80 1.39 1.12 (0.68) (0.27)
Heavy Industrial 2.41 1.85 1.18 (1.23) (0.67)
Hotel Lodging (per room) 1,452.73 1,452.73 1,452.73
Public/Quasi Public 2.76 2.14

- (2.76) (2.14)
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City of Winters

Impact Fee Analysis
October 16. 2018 Effective January 1,2019

Storm Drainage Increase Increase

2004 2010 Proposed Over 2004 Over 2010

Fee Fee 2018 Fee

Rural Residential 104.00 81.00 (104.00) (81.00)
Low Density Residential 81.00 63.00 (81.00) (63.00)
Medium Density Residential 54.00 42.00 (54.00) (42.00)
Medium High Density Residential

- 25.00 - (25.00)
High Density Residential 28.00 22.00 (28.00) (22.00)
Accessory Dwelling Unit

- - -

Neighborhood Commerical 0.03 0.03 (0.03) (0.03)
Highway Service Commercial 0.03 0.03 (0.03) (0.03)
Central Business District 0.01 0.01 (0.01) (0.01)
Office 0.02 - (0.02)
Other Commercial 0.02 0.02 (0.02) (0.02)
Business Park 0.03 0.02 (0.03) (0.02)
Light Industrial 0.02 0.02 (0.02) (0.02)
Heavy Industrial 0.02 0.02 (0.02) (0.02)
Hotel Lodging (per room)

- .

Public/Quasi Public
-

- -
-

Transportation Increase Increase

2004 2010 Proposed Over 2004 Over 2010

Fee Fee 2018 Fee

Rural Residential 8,580.00 3,061.00 3,142.00 (5,438.00) 81.00
Low Density Residential 8,580.00 3,067.00 3,142.00 (5,438.00) 75.00
Medium Density Residential 8,580.00 3,070.00 3,142.00 (5,438.00) 72.00
Medium High Density Residential 6,971.00 2,492.00 2,195.00 (4,776.00) (297.00)
High Density Residential 5,363.00 1,917.00 2,195.00 (3,168.00) 278.00
Accessoiy Dwelling Unit case by case -

Neighborhood Commerical 10.44 3.74 3.88 (6.56) 0.14

Highway Service Commercial 10.44 3.74 4.26 (6.18) 0.52

Central Business District 7.27 2.72 1.81 (5.46) (0.91)
Office 7.83 - 0.82 (7.01) 0.82
Other Commercial 7.83 2.80 - (7.83) (2.80)
Business Park 3.13 1.12 - (3.13) (1.12)
Light Industrial 1.82 0.65 0.50 (1.32) (0.15)
Heavy Industrial 1.34 0.48 0.27 (1.07) (0.21)
Hotel Lodging (per room) 498.00 498.00 498.00

Public/Quasi Public
-

- - -

Page 2 of 6 154



City of Winters

Impact Fee Analysis
October 16. 2018 Effective January 1,2019

Parks Increase Increase

2004 2010 Proposed Over 2004 Over 2010

Fee Fee 2018 Fee

Rural Residential 4,373.00 2,131.00 6,079.54 1,706.54 3,948.54
Low Density Residential 4,373.00 2,131.00 6,079.54 1,706.54 3,948.54
Medium Density Residential 4,373.00 2,131.00 5,319.60 946.60 3,188.60
Medium High Density Residential 3,554.00 1,732.00 4,939.63 1,385.63 3,207.63
High Density Residential 2,733.00 1,332.00 4,559.66 1,826.66 3,227.66
Accessory Dwelling Unit 2,754.79 - -

Neighborhood Commerical - 2.91 2.91 2.91

Highway Service Commercial 1.07 2.91 1.84 2.91

Central Business District 5.09 5.09 5.09

Office 4.07 4.07 4.07

Other Commercial 1.07 - (1.07) -

Business Park

Light Industrial 1.45 1.45 1.45

Heavy Industrial 1.20 1.20 1.20

Hotel Lodging (per room) 339.26 339.26 339.26

Public/Quasi Public
-

-
-

Public Safety Increase Increase

2004 2010 Proposed Over 2004 Over 2010

Fee Fee 2018 Fee

Rural Residential 1,163.00 396.00 972.70 (190.30) 576.70

Low Density Residential 1,163.00 394.00 972.70 (190.30) 578.70

Medium Density Residential 1,163.00 394.00 851.11 (311.89) 457.11

Medium High Density Residential 1,163.00 395.00 790.32 (372.68) 395.32

High Density Residential 2,750.00 933.00 729.52 (2,020.48) (203.48)
Accessory Dwelling Unit 440.75 - -

Neighborhood Commerical 1.46 0.50 0.47 (0.99) (0.03)
Highway Service Commercial 1.46 0.50 0.47 (0.99) (0.03)
Central Business District 2.55 0.50 0.81 (1.74) 0.31

Office 1.46 - 0.65 (0.81) 0.65

Other Commercial 1.46 0.50 - (1.46) (0.50)
Business Park 0.29 0.10

- (0.29) (0.10)
Light Industrial 0.41 0.10 0.23 (0.18) 0.13

Heavy Industrial 0.29 0.10 0.19 (0.10) 0.09

Hotel Lodging (per room) 54.28 54.28 54.28
Public/Quasi Public

-
-
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City of Winters

Impact Fee Analysis
October 16. 2018 Effective January 1,2019

Fire Increase Increase

2004 2010 Proposed Over 2004 Over 2010

Fee Fee 2018 Fee

Rural Residential 1,671.00 1,382.00 1,968.74 297.74 586.74

Low Density Residential 1,767.00 1,382.00 1,968.74 201.74 586.74

Medium Density Residential 1,767.00 1,382.00 1,722.65 (44.35) 340.65

Medium High Density Residential 1,436.00 1,123.00 1,599.60 163.60 476.60

High Density Residential 1,104.00 864.00 1,476.56 372.56 612.56

Accessory Dwelling Unit 892.09 - -

Neighborhood Commerical 1.02 0.79 0.94 (0.08) 0.15

Highway Service Commercial 1.02 0.79 0.94 (0.08) 0.15

Central Business District 1.24 1.02 1.65 0.41 0.63

Office 1.32 - 1.32 - 1.32

Other Commercial 1.32 1.03 - (1.32) (1.03)
Business Park 0.83 0.65 - (0.83) (0.65)
Light Industrial 0.67 0.55 0.47 (0.20) (0.08)
Heavy Industrial 0.64 0.51 0.39 (0.25) (0.12)
Hotel Lodging (per room) 109.86 109.86 109.86

Public/Quasi Public
- -

General Increase Increase

2004 2010 Proposed Over 2004 Over 2010

Fee Fee 2018 Fee

Rural Residential 2,599.00 2,012.00 1,647.21 (951.79) (364.79)
Low Density Residential 2,599.00 2,012.00 1,647.21 (951.79) (364.79)
Medium Density Residential 2,579.00 2,012.00 1,441.31 (1,137.69) (570.69)
Medium High Density Residential 2,112.00 1,635.00 1,338.36 (773.64) (296.64)
High Density Residential 1,623.00 1,257.00 1,235.41 (387.59) (21.59)
Accessory Dwelling Unit 746.39 - _

Neighborhood Commerical 1.50 1.15 0.79 (0.71) (0.36)
Highway Service Commercial 1.50 1.15 0.79 (0.71) (0.36)
Central Business District 2.22 1.80 1.38 (0.84) (0.42)
Office 2.39 - 1.10 (1.29) 1.10

Other Commercial 2.39 1.86 - (2.39) (1.86)
Business Park 0.97 0.74

- (0.97) (0.74)
Light Industrial 0.55 0.43 0.39 (0.16) (0.04)
Heavy Industrial 0.41 0.32 0.32 (0.09) _

Hotel Lodging (per room) 91.92 91.92 91.92

Public / Quasi Public
- -
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City of Winters

Impact Fee Analysis
October 16. 2018 Effective January 1,2019

Storm Non-Flood Increase Increase

2004 2010 Proposed Over 2004 Over 2010

Fee Fee 2018 Fee

Rural Residential 749.00 582.00 (749.00) (582.00)
Low Density Residential 251.00 454.00 (251.00) (454.00)
Medium Density Residential 224.00 303.00 (224.00) (303.00)
Medium High Density Residential 11.00 182.00 (11.00) (182.00)
High Density Residential 60.00 161.00 (60.00) (161.00)
Accessory Dwelling Unit -

Neighborhood Commerical 0.10 0.23 (0.10) (0.23)
Highway Service Commercial 0.10 0.23 (0.10) (0.23)
Central Business District 0.07 0.06 (0.07) (0.06)
Office 0.13 - (0.13) -

Other Commercial 0.13 0.16 (0.13) (0.16)
Business Park 0.21 0.16 (0.21) (0.16)
Light Industrial -

Heavy Industrial -
_

Hotel Lodging (per room) _ _

Public/Quasi Fhiblic
- •

Monitoring Fee Increase Increase

2009 2010 Proposed Over 2004 Over 2010

Fee Fee 2018 Fee

Rural Residential 1221 1,221.00 156.00 (1,065.00) (1,065.00)
Low Density Residential 1221 1,221.00 156.00 (1,065.00) (1,065.00)
Medium Density Residential 1221 1,221.00 136.50 (1,084.50) (1,084.50)
Medium High Density Residential 1166 1,166.00 126.75 (1,039.25) (1,039.25)
High Density Residential 1156 1,156.00 117.00 (1,039.00) (1,039.00)
Accessoiy Dwelling Unit

- 70.69 - _

Neighborhood Commerical 0.64 0.64 0.07 (0.57) (0.57)
Highway Service Commercial 0.64 0.64 0.07 (0.57) (0.57)
Central Business District 0.64 0.64 0.13 (0.51) (0.51)
Office 0.64 0.64 0.10 (0.54) (0.54)
Other Commercial 0.64 0.64 (0.64) (0.64)
Business Park 0.11 0.11 (0.11) (0.11)
Light Industrial 0.11 0.11 0.04 (0.07) (0.07)
Heavy Industrial 0.11 0.11 0.03 (0.08) (0.08)
Hotel Lodging (per room) 8.71 _

Public/Quasi Public
- -
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City of Winters

Impact Fee Analysis
October 16. 2018 Effective January 1,2019

Total Fee per bldg Increase Increase

2004 2010 Proposed Over 2004 Over 2010

Fee Fee 2018 Fee

Rural Residential 38,126.00 24,030.00 21,696.03 (16,429.97) (2,333.97)
Low Density Residential 33,802.00 20,972.00 21,696.03 (12,105.97) 724.03

Medium Density Residential 30,836.00 18,705.00 19,077.69 (11,758.31) 372.69

Medium High Density Residential 24,284.00 14,660.00 16,098.21 (8,185.79) 1,438.21
High Density Residential 20,382.00 11,819.00 14,743.72 (5,638.28) 2,924.72
Accessory Dwelling Unit

- - 7,581.52 7,581.52 7,581.52
Neighborhood Commerical 20.77 11.26 11.29 (9.48) 0.03

Highway Service Commercial 21.60 11.26 11.67 (9.93) 0.41

Central Business District 15.28 8.22 13.10 (2.18) 4.88

Office 17.80 0.64 10.75 (7.05) 10.11

Other Commercial 18.87 10.03 - (18.87) (10.03)
Business Park 9.79 6.06 - (9.79) (6.06)
Light Industrial 6.55 4.07 5.26 (1.29) 1.19

Heavy Industrial 6.50 4.30 4.64 (1.86) 0.34

Hotel Lodging (per room)
-

- 4,422.34 4,422.34 4,422.34
Public/Quasi Public 4.06 3.06

- (4.06) (3.06)

Notes: Fee per unit for Residential and per square foot for Commercial
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City of Winters
Impact Fees Effective January 1, 2019

Resolution 2018-59

Residential Fee per Unit Non-Residential Fee per Building Square Foot Per Room

RR R1 R2 R3 R4

Medium Highway Central

Medium High High Accessory Neighborhood Service Business Light Heavy

Rual Low Density Density Density Density Dwelling Commercial Commercial District Office Industrial Industrial Hotel

Water 4,465.96 4,465.96 3,653.96 2,841.97 2,435.98 1,471.74 1.14 1.14 1.14 1.46 1.06 1.06 1,867.58

Sewer 3,263.88 3,263.88 2,810.56 2,266.58 1,994.59 1,205.07 1.09 1.09 1.09 1.23 1.12 1.18 1,452.73

Transportation 3,142.00 3,142.00 3,142.00 2,195.00 2,195.00 case by case 3.88 4.26 1.81 0.82 0.50 0.27 498.00

Parks 6,079.54 6,079.54 5,319.60 4,939.63 4,559.66 2,754.79 2.91 2.91 5.09 4.07 1.45 1.20 339.26

Public Safety 972.70 972.70 851.11 790.32 729.52 440.75 0.47 0.47 0.81 0.65 0.23 0.19 54.28

Fire 1,968.74 1,968.74 1,722.65 1,599.60 1,476.56 892.09 0.94 0.94 1.65 1.32 0.47 0.39 109.86

General 1,647.21 1,647.21 1,441.31 1,338.36 1,235.41 746.39 0.79 0.79 1.38 1.10 0.39 0.32 91.91

Monitoring Fee 156.00 156.00 136.50 126.75 117.00 70.69 0.07 0.07 0.13 0.10 0.04 0.03 8.71

Total per unit 21,696.03 21,696.03 19,077.69 16,098.21 14,743.72 7,581.52 11.29 11.67 13.10 10.75 5.26 4.64 4,422.33
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Est. i37S

CITY COUNCIL

STAFF REPORT

TO; Honorable Mayor and Council Members

DATE; November 6, 2018

THROUGH: John W. Donlevy, Jr.. City Managei

FROM; Alan Mitchell, City Engineer

SUBJECT: Circulation Master Plan Update

RECOMMENDATION: Staff recommends the City Council receive a presentation of the
Circulation Master Plan Update presented by Fehr & Peers staff and approve the Master Plan.

BACKGROUND: In 1992. as part of the General Plan Update, the Circulation Master Plan was
prepared by Wilbur Smith Associates. It included an assessment of then-existing traffic conditions and.
using a traffic modeling software, an analysis of future traffic conditions for various combinations of
land-use and roadway improvements. The Plan provided a recommended circulation plan including
projects with cost estimates, and roadway classifications and standards.

Subsequently, the City's on-call Traffic Engineering Consultant - Fehr & Peers has provided additional
analysis and in 2002 developed a travel demand model (traffic model) to produce more reliable traffic
forecasting to use with evaluating the traffic impacts of new development. They have also prepared
traffic studies for specific development projects, including Winters Midlands (Stone's Throw). Callahan
Estates (Heartland), Hudson Ogando (Winters Ranch), and Creekside Estates, the PG&E Gas Training
Facility, the I-505/Grant Ave. Planning Area. Burger King/Arco. and they also prepared the Grant
Ave./Hwy . 128 Complete Streets Concept Plan and Grant Avenue Access Study. We currently have only
the 1992 Plan plus numerous individual Traffic Studies and Reports, which are now updated and
incorporated into one document (Master Plan Update) for future planning of the City's circulation system.

DISCUSSION: The City recently updated the Impact Fee Program (AB1600), which is before Council
tonight for consideration. The AB1600 document includes projects to expand the current public facilities
to serve new development and to establish appropriate capital improvement facilities fees to pay for the
cost of these facilities, consistent with the goals and policies of the General Plan. An update of the
Circulation Master Plan was authorized by Council in order to identify the transportation elements needed
to serve new development, and identify the estimated costs for those elements, which will be used to set
the impact fees the city will collect.

City staff worked with Fehr & Peers to update of the Circulation Master Plan, which was completed in
late 2017. The document includes a discussion of existing roadway conditions, travel-demand forecasting
with an update to the city's model, a discussion of future roadway conditions and necessary improvement

160



projects under build-out conditions, and a description of the methodology for updating the impact fees.
The result is a comprehensive plan that incorporates approved development, as well as future
development through General Plan buildout.

On October 23. 2018. the Circulation Master Plan Update was presented to the Planning Commission
who recommended approval to the City Council.

RECOMMENDATION: Staff recommends that the following action:

1) Receive the staff report and Circulation Master Plan Update presentation: and
2) Approve the Master Plan

ALTERNATIVES:

1) Approve the Master Plan as-drafted, or
2) Approve the Master Plan with Council edits, or
3) Provide comments and direct staff to revise the Master Plan and bring it back to Council for approval

FISCAL IMPACT: No City funds impacted.

ATTACHMENT: Draft Circulation Master Plan Update, dated November 2017
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DOCUMENT ORGANIZATION

This document contains the following chapters:

•  Chapter 1, an introduction of the document.

•  Chapter 2, a discussion of existing roadway conditions in the City of Winters.

•  Chapter 3, a discussion of the travel demand forecasting process, including the update to the City

of Winters travel demand model.

•  Chapter 4, a discussion of future roadway conditions and necessary roadway improvement

projects under General Plan buildout conditions.

•  Chapter 5, a description of the methodology for updating the City's roadway impact fee program.

City of Winters i Circulation Master Ptan i Roadway imDact ̂ ee Program uoaate
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1. INTRODUCTION

The City of Winters General Plan details a future vision for citywide residential and economic development

throughout the City of Winters. At buildout, the General Plan includes provisions for approximately 14,200
residents, a near doubling of the current City population. Most residential growth is planned to occur in the

northern portion of the City, while commercial and industrial land use growth areas are concentrated around

the Grant Avenue corridor near the Interstate 505 (1-505) interchange.

The continued development of the City would require an expanded circulation system in order to

adequately serve the growing mobility needs of the community. Therefore, the primary purpose of the City
of Winters Circulation Master Plan is to identify the roadway improvements necessary to ensure the on
going functionality of the citywide circulation system as the City continues to develop.

This document serves as an update to the Circulation Master Plan originally developed in 1992. Since the

original plan's adoption, Winters has added more than 2,500 residents and undergone multiple revisions to

the City's future land use plan. Moreover, the incremental development of the citywide circulation system
has resulted in a road network that partially deviates from that outlined in the original plan. This Circulation

Master Plan update provides an opportunity to enhance the City's original network framework in response

to the demographic and transportation system changes that have transpired over the past 25 years.

Data Collection

In order to understand current operations of the local roadway system, peak hour intersection traffic counts

and daily roadway segment counts were collected throughout the City of Winters in Fall 2016.

Intersections

Fehr & Peers conducted moming (7:00 to 9:00 AM) and evening (4:00 to 6:00 PM) peak period traffic counts

in October 2016 at nine major intersections. Weather conditions during the traffic counts were dry and

sunny.

1. Grant Avenue / Valley Oak Drive 6. Grant Avenue

2. Grant Avenue / Main Street 7. Grant Avenue

3. Railroad Avenue / Niemann Street 8. Grant Avenue

4. Grant Avenue / Railroad Avenue 9. Grant Avenue

5. Railroad Avenue / Main Street
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Roadway Segments

Daily traffic volume counts were also conducted in October 2016 for a two-day (48-hour) period at the

following 12 roadway segments:

1. Grant Avenue west of Valley Oak Drive 7. Grant Avenue west of 1" Street

2. Valley Oak Drive north of Grant Avenue 8. Railroad Avenue north of Grant Avenue

3. Main Street south of Grant Avenue 9. Railroad Avenue north of Putah Creek Road

4. Main Street north of Grant Avenue 10. Grant Avenue west of East Main Street

5. Niemann Street west of Railroad Avenue 11. East Main Street south of Grant Avenue

6. Railroad Avenue north of Niemann Street 12. Grant Avenue east of East Main Street

Methodology

This study analyzes traffic operating conditions using level of service (LOS) as the primary measure of

operational performance. Motorized vehicle LOS is a qualitative measure of traffic flow from the perspective

of motorists and are an indication of the comfort and convenience associated with driving. Typical factors

that affect motorized vehicle LOS include speed, travel time, traffic interruptions, and freedom to maneuver.

Empirical LOS criteria and methods of calculation have been documented in the Highway Capacity Manual

(HCM) published by the Transportation Research Board of the National Academies of Science

(Transportation Research Board, 2010). The HCM defines six levels of service ranging from LOS A

(representing free-flow vehicular traffic conditions with little to no congestion) to LOS F (oversaturated

conditions where traffic demand exceeds capacity resulting in long queues and delays). The LOS definitions

and calculations contained in the HCM are the prevailing measurement standard used throughout the

United States and are used in this study. Motorized vehicle LOS definitions for signalized intersections,

unsignalized intersections, and roadway segments are discussed below.

Signalized Intersection Analysis

The LOS at signalized intersections is based on the average control delay (i.e., delay resulting from initial

deceleration, queue move-up time, time stopped on an intersection approach, and final acceleration)

experienced per vehicle traveling through the intersection. Table 1 describes the delay range for each LOS

category for signalized intersections as presented in Chapter 18 of the HCM 2010.
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Table 1:

Level of Sennce Criteria - Signalized Intersections

Level of

Service
Description

Volume-to-capacity ratio is low and either progression is exceptionally favorable or
A  cycle length is very short Most vehicles arrive during the green phase and travel

through the intersection without stopping.

g  Volume-to-capacity ratio is low and either progression is highly favorable or the cycle
length is short. More vehicles stop than with LOS A.

Progression is favorable or the cycle length is moderate. Individual cycle failures (i.e.,
^  one or more queued vehicles are not able to depart as a result of insufficient capacity

during the cycle) may begin to appear at this level. The number of vehicles stopping is
significant although many vehicles still pass through the intersection without stopping.

Volume-to-capacity ratio is high and either progression is ineffective or the cycle length
is long. Many vehicles stop and individual cycle failures are noticeable.

g  Volume-to-capacity ratio is high, progression is unfavorable, and the cycle length is
long. Individual cycle failures are frequent.

P  Volume-to-capacity ratio is very high, progression is very poor, and the cycle length is
long. Most cycles fail to clear the queue.

Average
Control Deiay^

< 10

>10 to 20

>20 to 35

>35 to 55

>55 to 80

>80

Notes: 'Average control delay presented in seconds per vehicle. Delay values are rounded to the nearest second and evaluated for
LOS based on the above thresholds (i.e., 10 seconds per vehicle = LOS A)

Source: Highway Capacity Manual 2010. Transportation Research Board, 2010.

Unsignalized Intersection Analysis

Sinnilar to signalized intersections, the HCM 2010 methodology for unsignalized intersections reports the
LOS based on the control delay experienced by motorists traveling through the intersection. Table 2

presents the LOS criteria for unsignalized intersections per Chapter 19 and Chapter 20 of the HCM 2010.
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Table 2:

Level of Service Criteria - Unsgnalized Intersections

Level of Service

A

B

C

D

E

F

Control Delay'

< 10

>10 to 15

>15 to 25

>25 to 35

>35 to 50

>50

Notes: 'Control delay presented in seconds per vehicle. Delay values are rounded to the nearest second
and evaluated for LOS based on the above thresholds (i.e., 10 seconds per vehicle = LOS A)

Source: Highway Capacity Manual 2010. Transportation Research Board, 2010.

As shown in Table 2, the LOS criteria for unsignalized intersections are slightly different from signalized
intersections. The HCM anticipates that motorists expect signalized intersections to carry higher traffic
volume that result in greater delay than an unsignalized intersection. Unsignalized intersections are

associated with more uncertainty as delays are less predictable, which can reduce users' delay tolerance.

As described in Chapter 20 of the HCM 2010, the LOS for all-way stop controlled intersections is based on

the average control delay for the entire intersection.

For side-street stop-controlled intersections, the LOS is determined separately for each minor-street

movement (or shared movement) as well as major-street left turn movements, per Chapter 19 of the HCM

2010.

Roadway Segment Analysis

Roadway segments were analyzed by comparing PM peak hour (two-way total) traffic volumes to roadway
capacities for different roadway classifications. These roadway capacities were developed using the Highway
Capacity Software (HCS) 2000 (Patch E), which applies the HCM 2000 methodologies.

Citywide, the PM peak hour experiences the highest hourly volume during a typical weekday, and therefore
represents a 'worst-case' scenario for the purposes of this analysis. This peak hour volume is used to design
future roadways because of its regular weekday occurrence. Using a higher or lower volume hour could
lead to inadequate designs or designs that are underused.

Table 3 summarizes the peak hour roadway segment capacities by functional classification for two- and

four-lane roadways.
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Type

Table 3:

Level of Service Criteria - Roadway Segments

Lanes Separation
Peak Hour Roadway Capacity

LOS A LOSB LOSC LOSD LOSE

Raised 1,000 3,470 3,730

4 TWLTL 940 3,290 3,550

Arterial
Undivided 770 2,740 2,980

Raised 440 1,640 1,860

2 TWLTL 420 1,550 1,760

Undivided 340 1,270 1,480

4

Collector

TWLTL 940 3,290 3,550

Undivided 770 2,740 2,980

0

TWLTL 420 1,550 1,760

Undivided 340 1,270 1,480

Source: Fehr & Peers and Highway Capacity Manual 2000, Transportation Research Board. 2000.

It should be noted that this methodology used to analyze the roadway system is a simple comparison of

vehicle throughput and roadway capacity and does not account for potential operational improvements
resulting from traffic control at intersections. As such, roadway segment LOS is often reported as being

worse than adjacent intersection LOS where traffic signals, roundabouts, and other traffic control devices

facilitate vehicular movement. Therefore, at locations where both roadway segment LOS and intersection
LOS analyses are conducted, intersection LOS supersedes roadway segment LOS, as it more accurately

portrays actual roadway operating conditions.
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Signal Warrants

The study analyzes peak hour signal warrants at unsignalized intersections using the California Manual on

Uniform Traffic Control Devices (MUTCD) peak hour warrant criteria (California State Transportation Agency,
2017).

The peak hour signal warrant is one of nine warrants included in the MUTCD to determine whether the

installation of a traffic signal is appropriate at a particular location. As stated in the MUTCD, the satisfaction

of a traffic signal warrant or warrants shall not in itself require the installation of a traffic control signal. For

purposes of this study, the peak hour signal warrant is used as an indicator of whether peak hour traffic

conditions may warrant a signal. However, a full engineering study of traffic conditions, pedestrian

characteristics, and physical characteristics of a specific intersection would be necessary to fully determine
if a traffic signal is an appropriate traffic control option.

Level of Service Standards

City of Winters

Existing LOS Policy

The City of Winters General Plan (City of Winters, 1992) establishes LOS standards for City-owned roadway
facilities. Currently, two policies address LOS standards in the City:

Policy The City shall endeavor to maintain a Level of Service "C" or better, as defined by the 1985

Highway Capacity Manual or subsequent revisions, on all streets and intersections within

the City.

Policy 111^.8. The City shall comply with and implement the programs and policies of the Yolo County

Congestion Management Plan (CMP).

According to these policies, currently, LOS C is identified as the acceptable service level throughout the City,

except at intersections located along Grant Avenue (SR-128) where LOS D conditions are acceptable as

specified in the Yolo County CMP.

Recommended LOS Policy

The City of Winters Circulation Master Plan provides an opportunity to update and refine the future roadway

network vision and desired level of operation consistent with the City's current mobility and livability goals.

Given this opportunity, the City determined that a review of the current LOS policy is warranted in order to

determine if LOS C is still appropriate for planning purposes.
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Several factors were considered in this review:

•  The boundary between LOS E and LOS F represents full utilization of peak hour roadway capacity.
Setting a peak hour threshold of LOS C means that the network will not be fully utilized during the
peak hour and other hours of the day will operate well below capacity.

•  Maintaining LOS C conditions may create the need to expand the roadway network or to allocate

more green time at signals for drivers. Either modification to the network could crate conflicts with

bicyclists and pedestrians by creating longer crossing distances or wait times at intersections.

•  LOS C will generally require a larger roadway network footprint than allowing LOS D, E. or E/F

conditions. A larger network footprint creates higher costs for roadway operations and

maintenance.

Based on this review, the following modifications (in italics) to Policy IIIA1. are recommended to identify
future roadway facility needs on the City circulation network.

Policy IIIA.1. The City shall endeavor to maintain a Level of Service "D" or better, as defined by the

Highway Capacity Manual 2010 or subsequent revisions, on all streets and intersections

within the City.

Caltrans

Caltrans' Draft Transportation Corridor Concept Report State Route 128 (Caltrans, June 2017) identifies future

roadway improvements and LOS targets for SR-128 over a 20-year planning horizon. For SR-128 within the

limits of the City of Winters, the 20-Year Future LOS is specified as LOS E and the 20-Year Concept LOS is

specified as LOS D.

Circulation Master Plan LOS Criteria

Based on the LOS thresholds identified above, operational deficiencies for the purposes of the Circulation

Master Plan are identified under the following conditions:

♦  On City of Winters roadway facilities:

For signalized and all-way stop-controlled intersections, locations with peak hour

intersection operations of LOS E or worse.

-  For side-street stop-controlled intersections, locations where the worst-case movement

(or shared movement) operates at LOS E or worse and that meet the California Manual on

Uniform Traffic Control Devices (CAMUTCD) peak hour signal warrant.

-  For roadway segments, locations with peak hour roadway segment operations of LOS E or

worse (except where superseded by intersection LOS).
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On Grant Avenue (SR-128):

-  For signalized and all-way stop-controlled intersections, locations with peak hour

intersection operations of LOS E or worse.

-  For side-street stop-controlled intersections, locations where the worst-case movement

(or shared movement) operates at LOS E or worse and that meet the California Manual on

Uniform Traffic Control Devices (CAMUTCD) peak hour signal warrant.

-  For roadway segments, locations with peak hour roadway segment operations of LOS E or

worse (except where superseded by intersection LOS).

176



November 2018 City of Winters

Circulation Master Plan and Roadway Impact Fee Prc^ram Update

2. EXISTING CONDITIONS

This chapter describes the existing traffic conditions in Winters.

Roadway Network

Figure 1 illustrates the existing roadway network serving the City of Winters. Primary roadways serving the

City include Interstate 505 (1-505), State Route 128 (SR-128), and Railroad Avenue.

Regional Roadways

1-505 is a four-lane divided freeway running north-south between Vacaville and Dunnigan. 1-505 is the

primary regional route serving Winters, with local access available via Grant Avenue and Putah Creek Road.

According to Caltrans average daily traffic (ADT) data from 2015,1-505 carries approximately 23,000 daily

trips within the vicinity of the Grant Avenue interchange.

SR-128 is a two-lane arterial running east-west through Winters. Within the City of Winters, SR-128 is

referred to as Grant Avenue. SR-128 transitions into Russell Boulevard as it runs east of Winters towards

Davis. West of Winters, SR-128 travels past Lake Berryessa and eventually into the Napa Valley. SR-128 is

owned, operated, and maintained by Caltrans.

Local Roadways

Grant Avenue is the major east-west roadway through the City. Local motorists utilize Grant Avenue as the

primary route to 1-505, as well as Davis and other regional destinations along the 1-80 corridor. Grant Avenue

serves as a major route for local and regional motorists traveling west to Lake Berryessa. Through trips

generated by regional recreational travelers result in heightened traffic volumes during the peak summer

months.

Railroad Avenue is the primary north-south roadway through the City. This two-lane arterial bisects the

City, beginning at the Solano County line, crossing Putah Creek, and traveling north through Winters

towards Esparto. Local motorists utilize Railroad Avenue for access to the downtown Winters business

district.

Main Street is a two-lane collector utilized for local access to downtown Winters and the adjacent

residential neighborhoods. Currently a 'half-loop' through the southem portion of the City. Main Street has

long been planned to provide a complete loop through Winters.

iO
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Niemann Street and Anderson Avenue are two-lane east-west collectors located in the northern portion

of the City, providing local motorists with access to Winters Middle School and Shirley Rominger

Intermediate School. Valley Oak Drive, Taylor Street, Hemenway Street, Dutton Street, and Walnut

Lane are north-south roadways connecting residential neighborhoods to Grant Avenue. Matsumoto Lane,

or County Road 90 (CR-90), is north-south collector beginning at Grant Avenue and traveling north as a

frontage road along the west side of 1-505. Matsumoto Lane is the primary access route for highway

commercial uses concentrated near the 1-505 / Grant Avenue interchange.

Existing Roadway Operations

This section describes the existing operations of roadway facilities within the City.

Average Daily Traffic

Figure 2 illustrates existing average daily traffic volumes (two-way total) for roadways within Winters.

Currently, Grant Avenue is the most heavily utilized roadway within the City, carrying approximately 13,800

daily vehicles near the City's eastern limits. Daily vehicle trips decrease substantially on Grant Avenue

towards the west, with 7,780 and 3,030 daily vehicles traveling on Grant Avenue west of Railroad Avenue

and west of Valley Oak Drive, respectively.

Daily vehicles on Railroad Avenue increase from 1,650 daily vehicles near the City's northern limits to 5,690

daily vehicles south of Grant Avenue.

Elsewhere within the City, average daily traffic volumes generally measure fewer than 3,000 vehicles

11
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Level of Service

Table 4 summarizes the existing AM and PM peak hour LOS results for the nine study intersections. All

study intersections currently operate acceptably based on their respective LOS standards.

Table 4:

Existing Level of Service - Study Intersections

Intersection Control Type
AM Peak Hour

LOS Delay (sec)

PM Peak Hour

LOS Delay (sec)

Grant Ave. / Valley Oak Dr. SSSC^ B 10.2 B 11.5

Grant Ave. / Main St. Signal B 11.4 A 6.2

Railroad Ave. / Niemann St. SSSC B 10.5 A 9.4

Grant Ave. / Railroad Ave. Signal B 19.2 B 15.5

Railroad Ave. / Main St. AWSC^ A 8.4 A 9.1

Grant Ave. / E Main St. SSSC C 20.7 D 29.8

Grant Ave. / Matsumoto Ln. Signal A 6.1 A 7.5

Grant Ave. / t-505 SB Ramps SSSC C 17.5 C 20.7

Grant Ave. / I-S05 NB Ramps Signal A 5.8 A 7.0

Notes: 'SSSC = Side Street Stop Control.
-AWSC = All Way Stop Control

Source: Fehr & Peers, 2017,

Figure 3 illustrates existing PM peak hour traffic volumes and level of service for roadways within Winters.

As shown in Figure 3, during the PM peak hour, all roadway segments operate acceptably at LOS D or better.

Based on existing LOS results, no deficiencies currently exist on local or State roadway facilities in the City.

Signal Warrants

Peak hour signal warrant analyses were conducted for critical unsignalized intersections throughout the

City. None of the unsignalized intersections meet the peak hour signal warrant under existing conditions.

i3
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3. TRAVEL DEMAND FORECASTING

The City of Winters travel demand forecasting (TDF) model was utilized to forecast traffic volumes

associated with anticipated population and employment growth throughout the City. Traffic volume

forecasts serve as the basis for identifying future roadway network needs for the City.

Fehr & Peers updated the City's TDF model as part of the broader Circulation Master Plan update process.

The TDF model update included the following model improvements from the prior TDF model, which had

been developed in 2001:

•  Updated street network data to reflect existing roadway conditions throughout the City;

•  Updated land use inputs to reflect current land use allocations throughout the City:

•  Updated trip generation rates to reflect the most recent rates recommended by the Institute of

Transportation Engineers and to capture City-specific trip generation characteristics surveyed in

Fall 2016; and

•  Refined traffic analysis zone (TAZ) structure to isolate travel characteristics of neighborhoods that

have developed since 2001.

Figure 4 displays the refined TDF model TAZ boundaries.

Model Scenarios

The updated TDF model includes the following scenarios:

•  Existing Conditions, which represents the land use and roadway network present as of Fall 2016

•  General Plan Buildout, which represents the full buildout of the City of Winters General Plan

The General Plan Buildout scenario was developed to assist with roadway sizing and to establish a buildout

roadway system for the City. The General Plan Buildout scenario was also developed to identify necessary

roadway improvement projects for inclusion in the City's impact fee program.

15
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Model Inputs

This section summarizes the roadway network, land use, and trip generation inputs in the TDF model.

Roadway Network

The existing roadway network included in the TDF model reflects the current circulation system serving the

City of Winters, including roadway classification, speed, and capacity.

The roadway network changes included in the future TDF model scenarios incorporates elements of the

circulation framework envisioned in the original 1991 Circulation Master Plan. Key elements of this

framework, such as the Main Street loop, were preserved in the TDF model. Modifications were made where

actual development has deviated from the original circulation framework (e.g. the truncation of East Street

south of Grant Avenue).

Figure 5 illustrates the future roadway network included in the TDF model. Key elements of the future

roadway network include:

•  Completion of Main Street loop road

•  Northern extension of Valley Oak Drive, Taylor Street, Hemenway Street, Dutton Street, Walnut

Lane, and Timber Crest Road.

•  Westem extension of Niemann Street.

•  Creation of new east-west roadways, including Moody Slough Road and CR-32A.

All new roadways identified in the future network are intended to be two-lane collector roads. No new

arterials are included in the future roadway network. The updated TDF model does not include granular

network detail for subdivisions such as Winters Highlands, but does include centroid connectors linking

TAZs to adjacent collector roadways.

17
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Land Use

Table 5 summarizes the land use inputs for each IDF model scenario.

Table 5:

TDF Model Land Use Inputs

Land Use Classification Existing General Plan

ID Type Unit Conditions Buildout

Population Persons 7,000 14,200

RR Rural Residential DU 2 38

R-1 Single Family Residential DU 587 1,182

R-2 1 & 2 Family Residential DU 1,399 1,939

R-3 Multi^mily Residential DU 169 1,060

R-4 High Density Residential DU 257 575

C-1 Neighborhood Commercial ksf 43 279

C-2 Central Business District ksf 218 260

CH Highway Service Commercial ksf 3 39

OF Office ksf 47 264

M-1 Light Industrial ksf 3 614

M-2 Heavy Industrial ksf 386 757

G Gas Station Pump 36 36

H Hotel Room _ 212

The Existing Conditions scenario reflects the City's land use allocations and distribution as of Fall 2016. Both

future scenarios include reasonably foreseeable land development projects approved by the City of Winters,

such as the PG&E Technical Operations Training Center, Blue Mountain Senior Housing, and Hotel Winters.

The remaining growth in the General Plan Buildout scenario includes unconstrained development of all

areas zoned for residential development according to City floor area ratio (FAR) standards. Non-residential

growth was proportionally distributed throughout the City based on the geographic size of areas zoned for

commercial, office, and industrial land uses. Absorption rates for commercial, office, and industrial land uses

were applied based on retail and non-retail Jobs per capita projections for Winters derived by SACOG.

19
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Trip Generation

Table 6 summarizes the City of Winters IDF model daily trip generation rates by land use category.

Table 6:

TDF Model Trip Generation Inputs

ID

Land Use Classification

Type Unit
Daily Trip Rate

RR Rural Residential DU 9.79

R-1 Single Family Residential DU 9.79

R-2 1 & 2 Family Residential DU 9.79

R-3 Multi^mily Residential DU 6.84

R-4 High Density Residential DU 6.84

C-1 Neighborhood Commercial ksf 91.75

C-2 Central Business District ksf 42.70

CH Highway Service Commercial ksf 496.12

OF Office ksf 11.42

M-1 Light Industrial ksf 6.97

M-2 Heavy Industrial ksf 3.82

G Gas Station Pump 162.78

H Hotel Room 8.17

Source:Fehr & Peers, 2016.

Trip generation rates were derived from the recommended rates included in the Institute of Transportation

Engineers Trip Generation Manual, 9^ Edition. Rates for single-family residential and neighborhood

commercial land uses were refined based on field surveys and traffic counts conducted in Winters.
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4. GENERAL PLAN BUILDOUT

This chapter describes the anticipated traffic conditions and necessary roadway improvements under the

General Plan Buildout scenario, which anticipates growth to approximately 14,200 residents.

General Plan Buildout Roadway Operations

Average Daily Traffic

Figure 6 shows average daily traffic volumes (two-way total) based on the General Plan Buildout land use

and roadway network inputs discussed in Chapter 3. Under these conditions, average daily traffic on Grant

Avenue near the 1-505 interchange would increase from 13,800 vehicles to approximately 32,000 vehicles.

Immediately west and east of Railroad Avenue, Grant Avenue is projected to carry approximately 20,000

and 22,400 daily vehicles, respectively, compared with 7,780 and 11,140 daily vehicles today.

Average daily traffic volume on Railroad Avenue would increase due to the buildout of the northern portion

of the City. North of Moody Slough Road, Railroad Avenue would carry 5,800 daily vehicles, compared to

1,500 daily vehicles today. Through downtown Winters, Railroad Avenue would carry approximately 9,800

daily vehicles, up from 5,700 daily vehicles today.

In this scenario. Moody Slough Road serves a critical role in providing east-west parallel capacity to Grant

Avenue, allowing motorists to travel between the 1-505 interchange and neighborhoods in the northern

portion of the City. Moody Slough Road is projected to carry more than 10,000 daily vehicles that would

otherwise rely on Grant Avenue for east-west access. East Main Street, Timber Crest Road, and Matsumoto

Lane would all provide connections to the 1-505 interchange from Moody Slough Road.

Level of Service

Figure 7 illustrates General Plan Buildout PM peak hour traffic volumes and level of service for roadways

within Winters. Most of the future circulation network would operate at acceptable LOS, except for the

following locations:

•  Roadway Segments

-  Grant Avenue - Morgan Street to 1-505 NB Ramps (LOS E/F)

•  Intersections

-  Grant Avenue / Dutton Street (LOS F)

21
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-  Grant Avenue / Morgan Street (LOS F)

-  Grant Avenue / East Main Street (LOS F)

-  Grant Avenue / l-SOS SB Ramps (LOS E)

- Moody Slough Road / East Main Street (LOS E)

- Moody Slough Road / Timber Crest Road (LOS E)

Signal Warrants

The following unsignalized intersections meet the peak hour signal warrant under General Plan Buildout

conditions:

Grant Avenue / Morgan Street

Grant Avenue / East Main Street

Grant Avenue / 1-505 SB Ramps

Railroad Avenue / Moody Slough Road

Moody Slough Road / East Main Street

Moody Slough Road / Timber Crest Road

189



!h
3
3 24H

7,1» tini 4^LIMtMstiito Bita *■***

'llffTlaim •iJJSI

/ \hUnma

2.m

4«

^nnedy

Ui qs

A

K =

Average Daily Traf5c Volume

' iCT i XC

S.CCG

a.XT '8,C00

'fl.M' - 32,260

9§ °ark
Wmrers Gly ..mitj

a CoL^ty Souraaty
XJOa Average Oany ''aftic voi-me

Average Daily Traffic Volume
General Plan Buildout

190



231

m 1.1M S5>ta MKf'Ul

P

>?

\
iSi^aisan Air2M

Jk%r
j•^

<enreoy jr

«j»

>-ii» O

ii*

A
Intenection LOS

• C 0' Sens'

t  E

Roadway Segment LOS

■  ■' C or ieaer

K

vViniers Ccy .fits

o County Soonaary
l,XO( 3M ^ea* -"Our '■'a'+'c voiurrie

Signal Aiar'ant Met

PM Peak Hour Level of Service

and Traffic Volumes
General Plan Buildout

191



General Plan Buildout Roadway Improvements

Figure 8 illustrates the proposed roadway and intersection improvements that are needed between existing

conditions and General Plan Buildout conditions to provide acceptable traffic operations. These include:

•  Traffic Signal

-  Grant Avenue / East Main Street

-  Grant Avenue /1-505 SB Ramps

- Moody Slough Road / East Main Street

- Moody Slough Road / Timber Crest Road

•  Roundabout

-  Grant Avenue / Dutton Street

-  Grant Avenue / Morgan Street

•  Roadway Widening

-  Grant Avenue - East Main Street to 1-505 SB Ramps - two- to four-lane widening

The implementation of these projects, in addition to the development of the future circulation framework,

would improve roadway operations to acceptable conditions. Figure 9 illustrates the PM peak hour traffic

volume and level of service with the proposed improvement projects under General Plan Buildout

conditions.
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5. ROADWAY IMPACT FEES

This section summarizes the roadway impact fee calculation methodology, presents the impact fee for new

development, and presents a methodology for calculating impact fees for different development types.

Impact Fee Introduction

Assembly Bill 1600 (AB 1600) created a mechanism for assessing new development for the cost of

infrastructure investment needed to serve new residents and businesses. Sections 66000-66008 of the

California Government Code, which are based on AB 1600, stipulate that a local government must take the

following steps to establish an impact fee:

•  Identify the purpose of the fee.

•  Identify the use to which the fee is to be put.

•  Determine how there is a reasonable relationship between the fee's use and the development

type on which it is imposed.

•  Determine how there is a reasonable relationship between the need for the facility and the type of

development on which the fee is imposed.

•  Determine how there is a reasonable relationship between the amount of the fee and the cost of

the public facility or portion of the public facility attributable to the development on which the fee

is stipulated.

Purpose of the Impact Fee

The purpose of the impact fee is to mitigate the effect of future development on traffic conditions. The fees

will help to fund improvements needed to maintain the target level of service in response to higher traffic

volumes brought on by developments in the City.

Use of the Impact Fee

AB 1600 requires that the local government identify the public facilities that are to be financed through the

use of the impact fee. One of the purposes of this document is to satisfy this requirement by determining

where and what type of improvements will be needed to serve future increases in traffic.
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Determining the "Reasonable Relationships"

AB 1500 requires the local government to determine how there are "reasonable relationships" between;

1. The use of the impact fee and the development type on which it is imposed;

2. The need for the facility and the type of development on which the fee is imposed: and

3. The amount of the impact fee and the facility cost attributable to the development project.

To determine the "use" relationship, the development being assessed an impact fee must be reasonably

shown to derive some use or benefit from the facility being built using the fee. Most drivers In the new

developments can be expected to use the facilities identified in this study, and those that do not would

benefit because new roadways would keep drivers from diverting to other roads and causing congestion in

other parts of the City. Even residents or workers in the new developments who do not drive at all would

benefit from access to goods and services made possible in part by the serviceability of the road.

To determine the "need" relationship, the facilities to be financed must be shown to be needed at least in

part because of the new development. In the case of this document, the roadway improvements are

consistent with those necessary for the buildout of the future General Plan Buildout Scenario described in

Chapter 4. This scenario was chosen for the purposes of deriving impact fees because it represents a

reasonably foreseeable growth scenario as anticipated by City staff over a 20-year planning horizon.

The "amount" relationship requires that there be a reasonable proportionality between the fee charged to

each type of development and the cost of the facility being financed. In the case of the City of Winters, the

traffic using the facility will come from a number of sources, including existing land uses, new residential

and non-residential development, and sources outside the City. Because there are no existing roadway

deficiencies within the City, new development will bear the full cost of necessary roadway improvement

projects in the fee program.

Commercial Fee Adjustments

During the process of calculating roadway impact fees, non-residential land uses (e.g., retail, office, etc.) are

typically at a disadvantage due to their high trip generation characteristics compared to residential land

uses. This results in relatively high per unit commercial fees, which can deter potential commercial

development. This is a particular concern forjurisdictions where retail sales represent a significant source

of revenue.

To address this issue, the roadway impact fee calculation methodology described below shifted a portion

of the fees from commercial development to residential development, by demonstrating that the need for

commercial development (or a portion thereof) is the result of new residential development. This is the

basis for demonstrating a reasonable relationship between the fee's use and the development type on
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which it is imposed, a requirement of AB 1600. With this approach, overall roadway fee program revenue is

maintained.

Information from the U.S. Census Bureau was used in the calculation of this adjustment. Specifically, data

regarding the types of Jobs located in the City of Winters according to the 2015 American Community

Survey (ACS) was extracted to understand the share of 'locally serving' employment versus 'non-locally

serving' employment within the City. Locally serving employment such as retail trade and educational

services typically cater to local residents, and therefore correspond with the number of residents and

amount of residential development in ajurisdiction. Non-locally serving employment such as manufacturing

and agriculture typically produce goods that are exported outside of a Jurisdiction, and therefore are not

directly correlated with the number of local residents.

As summarized in Table 7, 58 percent of Jobs within the City are considered locally serving. Therefore, 58

percent of the roadway fee program costs initially allocated to commercial land uses can be reasonably

shifted to residential land uses. This shift is reflected in the fee calculations described in detail below.

Table 7:

Qty of Winters Jobs Sumrnary

Industry Job Category
Number

of Jobs

Percentage

of Jobs

Retail trade Locally Serving 246 8%

Information Locally Serving 42 1%

Finance and insurance, and real estate and rental leasing Locally Serving 182 6%

Prof., scientific, and mgmt, and admin, and waste mgmt services Locally Serving 378 12%

Educational services, and health care and social assistance Locally Serving 781 24%

Other services, except public administration Locally Serving 106 3%

Public administration Locally Serving 170 5%

Locally Serving Jobs Subtotal 1,905 58%

Agriculture, forestry, fishing and hunting, and mining Non-Locally Serving 166 5%

Construction Non-Locally Serving 209 6%

Manufacturing Non-Locally Serving 380 12%

Wholesale trade Non-Locally Serving 179 5%

Transportation and warehousing, and utilities Non-Locally Serving 252 8%

Arts, entertainment and rec., and accommodation and food services Non-Locally Serving 177 5%

Non-Locally Serving Jobs Subtotal 1,363 42%

Source: American Community Survey, 2015.
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Roadway Impact Fee Calculation Methodology

The following steps outline the methodology used to compute the roadway impact fees. This methodology

relies on PM peak hour vehicle miles traveled (VMT) as the basis of dwelling unit equivalent (DUE)

calculations, since roadway systems are typically designed to accommodate peak traffic volumes that occur

during this time period.

1. Identify roadway improvements necessary to address future roadway deficiencies.

2. Determine roadway improvements that are to be included in the citywlde roadway impact fee

program and improvements that would be fully funded by specific development projects.

3. Calculate the cost of proposed roadway improvements that are to be included in the citywide

roadway impact fee program.

4. Calculate the total cost that is to be used for the roadway impact fee program by subtracting

existing funding allocated to proposed roadway improvements.

5. Determine the number of units of each land use type that are anticipated to be developed.

6. Determine the number of new PM peak hour VMT by individual units of each land use type using

the trip generation rates from the City of Winters TDF model, average trip lengths from the City of

Winters TDF model, and typical primary trip percentages for each land use type from the ITE Trip

Generation Manual.

7. Determine a preliminary DUE factor for each land use type by dividing the respective PM peak

hour VMT by the PM peak hour VMT for the single family dwelling unit land use type.

8. Determine a revised DUE factor for each land use type by shifting a portion of the commercial

land use fee burden to residential land use types commensurate with the amount of locally

serving Jobs present in the City of Winters.

9. Determine a final DUE factor for each land use type by dividing the revised DUE factors for each

land use type by the revised DUE factor for the single family dwelling unit land use type.

10. Divide the total cost of the proposed roadway improvements by the total final DUE for all new

land uses to calculate the improvement cost per single family DUE.

11. Multiply the improvement cost per single family DUE by the final DUE factor for each land use

type to determine the improvement cost per unit for each land use type.

3i
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Impact Fee Calculations

This section describes the roadway impact fee calculations.

Impact Fee Program Roadway Improvements

Figure 10 displays the roadway Improvement projects included in the fee program. As discussed previously,

these projects are necessary based on the estimated growth under the future General Plan Buildout

Scenario. The fee program excludes future roadway improvement projects that are fully funded. The fee

program also excludes projects that the City would require to be incorporated into individual land

development projects.

Individual roadway improvement projects in the fee program include;

•  Traffic Signal

-  Grant Avenue / East Main Street

-  Grant Avenue / l-SOS SB Ramps

•  Roundabout

-  Grant Avenue / Morgan Street

•  Roadway Widening

Grant Avenue - East Main Street to 1-505 SB Rams - two- to four-lane widening
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Roadway improvement Cost Estimates

Table 8 summarizes the estimated improvement costs for the roadway fee program.

Table 8:

Roadway Improvement Project Cost Estimates

Project Type

Traffic Signal

Traffic Signal

Roundabout

2 to 4 Lane Widening

Location

Grant Ave. / East Main St.

Grant Ave. / 1-505 SB Ramps

Grant Ave. / Morgan St.

Grant Ave. - East Main St. to

1-505 SB Ramps

Cost

$1,860,625

$2,232,750

$2,275,000

$1,799,120

Total $8,167,495

Note: Costs estimates include construction, design, and administrative expenses related to
each specific project.

Source: Laugenour & Meikle and Fehr 8i Peers, 2017.

Roadway Impact Fee Calculation

Table 9 summarizes the calculation of the roadway impact fees per DUE based on the land use growth

under the General Plan Buildout Scenario and the total roadway improvement cost attributable to new

development. The fee schedule includes DUE rates per unit of development for several land use categories

based on PM peak hour VMT using average trip lengths and trip generation rates from the City of Winters

TDF model. This method for calculating impact fees creates a better nexus between land use developments

and their impact on traffic operations, because it considers the specific trip generation characteristics of

different land uses as they relate to pass-by trips and trip length.

To estimate the roadway impact fee for a particular development, multiply the impact fee per unit in the

second-to-last column by the total amount of land use included in a proposed development project.
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Table 9:

Detailed Roadway Impact Fee Calculations

Ljnd Um Category

Rural Residential

Single Family Resider^tial

1 & 2 Family Residential

Multi^mily Residential

High Density Residential

Neighborhood Commercal

Central Business District

Highway Sen/ice Commercial

Office

Light Industrial

Heavy Industnal

Hotel

Residentiai Subtotal

Non-Raadantial Subtotal

Grand Total

Note. 1. 58% of rron-residemial preliminary DUE shifted to residential land use types, per Winters locally sen/tng jobs from ACS 2015
Source: FehrSt Peers, 2017 and American Community Survey. 201S

Land Use

Growth

PM Peak

Hour Trip

Rate per

Unit

Av^

Trip

Length

%New

Trips

New PM

Peak

Hour

VMTpw

Unit

Praikn.

DUE

Factor

per Unit

Prelim.

DUE

DUE Shift

for Local

Business'

Revised

DUE

Revised

DUE

Factor per

Unit

FIimI DUE

Factor per

Unit

Impact Fee per

Unit

ToWl Fee

Contribution

36 DU 095 1.14 100% 1.08 100 36 24 60 167 1.00 S3.142perDU S113.109

S95 DU 0.95 1.14 100% 1.08 100 595 397 992 167 1.00 $3,142 per DU 51.869,444

S40DU 0-95 1.14 100% 1.08 100 540 360 900 167 1.00 S3.142perDU 51.696.639

891 DU 0.66 1.14 100% 0.76 0.70 622 415 1.038 1 16 0.70 $2,195 per DU 51.955,501

318 DU 0,66 1 14 100% 0.76 0.70 222 148 370 1 16 0.70 $2,195 per DU 5697,923

236 ksf 10.82 0.98 50% 5.32 4.90 1.157 671 486 2.06 1.24 $348 per sf 5916,135

42ksf 5.05 0.98 50% 2.46 229 96 56 40 0.96 0.58 $1.81 persf $76,158

36 ksf 60.24 0.97 10% 5.84 5.38 194 112 81 2.26 1.36 $446 per sf $153,430

217 ksf 1.35 104 80% 1.12 1.04 225 130 94 043 0.26 $0.82 persf 5177,839

611 ksf 0.82 1.04 80% 0.68 0.63 385 223 162 0.26 0.16 $0.50 persf 5304.508

371 ksf 0.45 1.04 80% 0.37 0.35 128 74 54 0 14 0.09 50.27 per sf $101,336

212 rooms 1.02 0.96 70% 0.68 063 133

2.016

2,318

4433

77

1,344

1,344

56

3460

974

4.333

0.26 0.16 $498 per room 5105,473

$6,332,616

$1,834,879

$8,167,495
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Est. 1875

CITY COUNCIL

STAFF REPORT

TO: Honorable Mayor and Councilmembers

DATE; November 6, 2018

THROUGH: John W. Donlevy, Jr., City Manager!

FROM; Carol Scianna, Environmental Services Manager

SUBJECT: Waste Management (WM) Rate Increase

RECO^'[MENDATION: Staff recommends the Council:

1) Hold Public Hearing on the proposed rate increase for WM/Landfill rates
2) Approve Resolution 2018- 62 adopting refuse service rates increases

BACKGROUND: The City adopted a new 10 year agreement with WM, on June 20, 2017. The
franchise agreement establishes rates that WM will charge for solid waste services within the City
and provides certain circumstances under which rates may be increased. One of these conditions
is the amount paid by WM for increases in disposal costs, including "tipping fees" paid to Yolo
County Central Landfill(YCCL). Recently the City was sent notice from YCCL that tipping fees
were to be increased from $45.20 to $50.48 per ton for trash and $54 to $62 per ton for mixed
green waste. The increases are a result from the YCCL needing to construct a new landfill module
that will be consistent with their Waste Discharge Permit. The proposed new rates reflect the cost
for Winters customers regarding the tipping fee increases. The City sent out Public Hearing Notice
on September 18"^ to all property owners and WM customers. Staff has received no protests
regarding the proposed new rates. The new rates would be effective November if approved.

FISCAL IMPACT: Average rate increase would be $ 1 per month

Attachments:

Public Hearing Notice
Resolution 2018-62

203



CITY OF

ft

ERS
t ti f ft

£< t. 1^75

Notice of Public Hearing About Proposed Rate Increases for City
Integrated Waste Management Services

The City of Winters will hold a public hearing on November 6. 2018 at 6:30 p.m.. in the City of Winters, City Council
Chambers, 318 First Street. Winters, CA. to consider adopting increases to the rates for its refuse services (also known as
integrated waste management services.). These rate increases, if approved, will take effect on November 7. 2018. The
public hearing will provide an opportunity for Winters refuse customers to share their thoughts and comments with City
officials regarding proposed rate changes and, if desired, to file a protest to the respective fee increases. The reasons for
the proposed rate increases are described below.

The City has an exclusive franchise agreement with Waste Management of Winters. CA ("WM") for the collection and
handling of solid waste, including garbage, green waste, recycling, and street sweeping within the City (collectively,
"refuse services"). All properties within the City are required to subscribe to the weekly solid waste services provided by
WM. Pursuant to the franchise agreement, the City collects refuse service fees from customers who receive solid waste
services from WM. The City uses the revenues from the fees to pay WM for the refuse services provided under the
franchise agreement.

The franchise agreement establishes rates that WM will charge for solid waste services within the City, and provides
certain circumstances under which the rates may be increased. One of those conditions is that the amount paid to WM
may be adjusted for increases in disposal costs, including tipping fees ("Tipping Fees") paid to Yolo County for disposal
of solid waste at the Yolo County Central Landfill. Recently, the City received notice that Yolo County is increasing its
Tipping Fees from the current rate of $45.20 per ton to $50.48 per ton for trash and $54 to $62 per ton'for Mixed Green
Waste. The increase in Tipping Fees results from the County 's need to construct a new landfill module that is consistent
with the Waste Discharge Requirement (WDR) No. R5—2016-0094. which establishes new requirements to ensure
sufficient protection and separation between the landfill and groundwater in the vicinity of the Central Landfill.

The franchise agreement also provides that the amount to be paid WVl each year may be adjusted annually for increases in
the cost of living. The cost of living adjustment is based on a a percentage equal to the percent change in the average
Consumer Price Index for All Urban Consumers: Water and sewer and trash collection services. Series ID
CUUROOOOSEHG ("CPl"), as published by the Bureau of Labor Statistics, for the 12-month period ending nearest to May
1 of each vear.

Integrated Waste Management Services Rates
In order to recover increases in the City's costs of providing solid waste services as a result of the increase to Tipping
Fees, the City has determined that it is necessary to increase the rates for its refuse service fees. If adopted, the proposed
rates will be effective for services provided on and after November 7. 2018. The proposed rates for single-family
residential solid waste service fees are set forth in the table below:

Below are tables showing the current and proposed cost of the most common residential refuse service, and the monthly
and yearly increase for each of the most common residential refuse services. Included as attachment A to this notice, is
the partial list of services, both residential and non-residential, with the current rate and the proposed rate. Complete list of
rates is available at City Hall or online at http:/ www.citvofwiniers.orn waste-recv cling.

Typical Service Bundle Summary •

l-32g Trash/l-96g Recycle/l-96g Green Waste/Yearly Bulky

l-64g Trash/l-96g Recycle/l-96g Green WasteAearly Bulky

l-96g Trash/l-96g Recycle/l-96g Green WasteAearly Bulky

New Rates

$35.31

$39.00

$45.77

Current Rates

$34.43

$38.03

$44.64
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In addition to the rate increases provided above, beginning on July 1. 2019, and each July 1 thereafter, through and
including July I, 2023. the rates for the residential solid waste service fees identified above may be adjusted annually for
increases in the cost of living based on the CPI ("CPl Adjustment"). Provided, however, in no event shall the rates for the
solid waste service fees identified above be adjusted, as a result of the annual CPI Adjustment, by more than the City's
cost of providing solid waste services. Prior to implementing any annual CPI Adjustment, the City must provide written
notice of such adjustment to any property owner whose property is subject the payment of the refuse service fees and any
tenant directly liable for the payment of such fees. The notice must be mailed not less than 30 days prior to the effective
date of any rate adjustment.

You Can be Heard

The City of Winters will hold a public hearing on Tuesday. November 6, 2017 at a meeting beginning at 6:30 p.m. in the
City of Winters Community Chambers. 318 First Street, Winters. CA, to consider adopting increases to the rates for its
integrated waste management services. Proposition 218 allows customers to object to proposed rale increases prior to, and
up until the close of. the public hearing. Any customer of record may submit a written protest to the proposed rate
increases. However, only one protest will be counted per identified parcel.

F*rotests may be submitted by mail or in person (protests submitted by e-mail will not be accepted) to the City Clerk at 318
First Street, Winters. CA 95694. or during the public hearing. Any protests received during the public hearing must be
received prior to the conclusion of the public comment portion of the public hearing. Please include the words "Public
Hearing on Rate Increases" on the front of any envelope submitted with a protest.

A valid written protest must contain:

•  A clear statement that the customer/property owner is in opposition to the proposed rate increase:
•  Name and signature of customer or property owner:
•  Property address or assessor's parcel number; and
•  Written evidence that the signers) is/are the owner(s) of the property if the signer(s) was/were not shown on the
last equalized assessment roll of Yolo County as the owner(s) of the property (not applicable to non-owner customers).

At the public hearing on November 6, 2018 the City Council will hear and consider all written and oral protests to the
proposed integrated waste management services rate increase. Oal comments at the public hearing will not qualify as
formal protests unless accompanied by a valid written protest.

At the conclusion of the public hearing, the City Council will consider authorizing the rate increases as described above. If
a majority of customers/property owners of the identified parcels upon which the rates are proposed to be imposed file
valid written protests against the proposed rate increases, the proposed rate changes will not be imposed. If adopted the
proposed rate increases will take effect November 7. 2018.

If you have any questions regarding this notice or the proposed rate increases, please call (530) 794-6704 between 8am
and 5pm Monday through Friday.

wnii
Attachment A

City of Winters

Effective 11/7/2018

Typical Service Bundle Summary - New Rates

l-32g Trash/l-96g Recycle/l-96g Green WasteAearly Bulky

l-64g Trash/l-96g Recycle/l-96g Green WasteAearly Bulky

l-96g Trash/l-96g Recycle/l-96g Green WasteAearly Bulky

CPI Change 0.00%

$35.31 MSW Change 2.53%

$39.00 C&D Change -6.00%

$45.77 GW Change -0.89%

GW / Food Change 3.31%
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SINGLE FAMILY COLLECTION SERVICES
Current Monthly

Rate Effective

7/1/2018
Disposal Change

New Total Monthly

Rate

SOLID WASTE COLLECTIGN

1-32 gallon $17.99 $0.46 $18.45
2 - 32 gallon $29.04 $0.73 $29.77
3 -32 gallon $40.11 $1.01 $41.12
4-32 gallon $51.15 $1.29 $52.44
1-64 gallon $21.59 $0.55 $22.14
2-64 gallon $38.20 $0.97 S39.17
3 - 64 gallon $54.82 $1.39 $56.21
4 - 64 gallon $71.41 $1.81 $73.22
1 - 96 gallon $28.20 $0.71 $28.91
2 - 96 gallon $50.24 $1.27 $51.51
3-96 gallon $72.28 $1.83 $74.11
4 - 96 gallon $94.33 $2.39 $96.72
RECYCLING

1 - 96 gallon $2.89 $0.00 $2.89
2 - 96 gallon $7.11 $0.00 $7.11
GREEN WASTE

96 Gallon Cart EOW + Loose Piles + Leaf Drop Season $8.92 $0.30 $9.22
Add'l Cubic Yard $20.65 $0.68 $21.33
LARGE ITEM COLLECTION

Yearly Bulky Pickup - Up to 5 Cu Yds $4.63 $0.12 $4.75
Add'l 1 Cu Yd $20.65 $0.52 $21.17
OTHER SERVICES

Add'l 1 Cu Yd $20.65 $0.52 $21.17
32 gallon Cart Exchange/Delivery $6.30 $0.16 $6.46
64 gallon Cart Exchange/Delivery $6.30 $0.16 $6.46
96 gallon Cart Exchange/Delivery $6.30 $0.16 $6.46
SPECIAL SERVICE CHARGES / ANCILLARY CHARGES

Backyard/Sideyard Pickup Charge $11.25 $0.28 $11.53
On-call bulky items pickup per yard up to 4 cu yds $21.06 $0.53 $21.59
Vacation Stop/Restart per incident $70.15 Sl.77 $71.92
Reactivation Charge (if due to non payment) • no delivery $54.60 $1.38 $55.98
Reactivation Charge (if due to non payment) - with delivery $97.07 $2.46 $99.53
Bad Check Charge per incident $25.00 N/A $25.00

Finance / Late Payment Charge 2.5% or minimum

$5.00
N/A

2.5% or minimum

$5.00

206



COMMERCIAL COLLECTION SERVICES
Current Monthly

Rate Effective

7/1/2018
rv ̂  - ; ;r--_ ,

Disposal Change
New Total Monthlv

Rate

SOLID WASTE COLLECTION

1 yd IX week $62.42 $1.58 $64.00

1.5 yd IX week $93.57 $2.37 $95.94

2 yd IX week $124.88 S3.16 $128.04

3 yd IX week $187.27 $4.74 $192.01

4 yd IX week $249.68 $6.32 $256.00

5 yd IX week $312.11 $7.90 $320.01

6 yd IX week $374.56 $9.48 $384.04

SOLID WASTE COLLECTION

96 gallon cart IX week $45.95 $1.16 $47.11

20yd compactor IX week $459.57 $11.63 $471.20

30yd compactor IX week $536.78 $13.58 $550.36

MIXED ORGANICS RATES

32 Gallon Mixed Organics Cart • 1 x Week $20.06 $0.51 $20.06

64 Gallon Mixed Organics Cart • 1 x Week $24.07 $0.61 $24.07

2 Yard Mixed Organics Bin* -1 x Week $288.27 $7.29 $288.27

3 Yard Mixed Organics Bin* -1 x Week $290.53 $7.35 $290.53

PUSH RATES

0 -75 feet - Per Service Frequency $3.90 $0.10 $4.00

TEMPORARY INDUSTRIAL COLLECTION SERVICES

10 cubic yards $247.75 $6.27 $254.02

20 cubic yards $495.54 $12.54 $508.08

25 cubic yards $588.01 $14.88 $602.89

30 cubic yards $664.97 $16.82 $681.79

35 cubic yards $745.81 $18.87 $764.68

40 cubic yards $817.28 $20.68 $837.96

SPECIAL SERVICE CHARGES / ANCILLARY CHARGES

Cleaning per incident in excess of 1 time per year $105.22 $2.66 $107.88

Bin Exchange per incident in excess of 1 time per year $70.15 $1.77 $71.92

Cart Exchange per incident in excess of 1 time per year $21.06 $0.53 $21.59

Key/Unlock charges $4.21 $0.11 $4.32

Vacation Stop/Restart $70.15 $1.77 $71.92

Gate service charges $5.61 $0.14 $5.75

Long walk charges (20 ft or more) $11.25 $0.28 $11.53

Excess yards/Snapshot Charge $150.00 N/A $150.00

Contamination Charge $50.00 N/A $50.00

Cart Swap / Cleaning Charge $125.00 $3.16 $125.00

Bin Swap / Cleaning Charge $125.00 $3.16 $125.00

Reactivation Charge (if due to non payment) - no delivery $54.60 $1.38 $55.98

Reactivation Charge (if due to non payment) - with delivery $97.07 $2.46 $99.53

Bad Check Charge $25.00 N/A $25.00

Finance / Late Payment Charge
2.5% or minimum

$5.00
N/A

2.5% or minimum

$5.00

All rates include franchise fee 15%
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RESOLUTION NO. 2018-62

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF WINTERS,
INCREASING INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT SERVICES

RATES FOR RESIDENTIAL AND COMMERCIAL PREMISES

WHEREAS, Chapter 8.04 of the City of Winters Municipal Code ("Code'') establishes
regulations for the collection and removal of refuse; and

WHEREAS, the City has an agreement for the collection and removal of refuse, along with
related integrated waste management services with USA Waste of California, Inc. (doing business
as Waste Management of Winters) (''Waste Management"); and

WHEREAS, the agreement between the City and Waste Management contemplates
increases to the rates that are charged for residential and commercial services to account for
increased costs resulting from changes to the services provided and other increases to the cost of
doing business; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to Califomia Proposition 218 (Calif. Constitution. Article XIIID,
Section 6) and California Assembly Bill 1260 (Calif. Government Code. Section 53755) at least 45
days prior to the hearing on this Resolution, the City has mailed, postage prepaid, a notice of the
public hearing on the proposed solid waste rate increase to the address to which the City
customarily mails the solid waste service bill, for each identified parcel upon which the increased
rates are being proposed;

WHEREAS, said notice identified: (1) the amount of the increased rates proposed to be
charged; (2) the basis upon which the rate increase was determined: (3) the reason for the rate
increase; and (4) the date, time, and location for the public hearing on the rate increase;

WHEREAS, on November 6, 2018, the City Council held a duly noticed public hearing
pursuant to the requirements of Section 6(a) of Article XIIID of the Califomia Constitution
(Proposition 218) on the proposed rate increases; and

WHEREAS, the City Council considered the staff report and other documentation
concerning the proposed rate increase and all of the information, testimony, and evidence
presented at the public hearing; and

WHEREAS, on November 6, 2018, at 6:30 p.m., the City Council conducted a duly
noticed public hearing at which time all those wishing to be heard were afforded an opportunity to
be heard, and at which time the City Council considered any and all written protests concerning the
proposed solid waste rates; and

WHEREAS, the City did not receive written protests from a majority of the identified
parcels that would be subject to the proposed rates; and
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WHEREAS, ail other prerequisites to the adoption of this Resolution have occurred: and

WHEREAS, based upon the information contained in the Staff Report, the City proposes to
increase its integrated waste management services rates in accordance with California law in an
amount that corresponds to the amount necessary for the collection, conveyance, recycling and
disposal of solid waste via the City's franchise agreement. Therefore, the City Council finds, with
respect to the revenue derived from the increased rates, that (1) there is a reasonable relationship
between the use of the rates increased herein and the services for which they are imposed; (2) the
revenue derived from the increased rates does not exceed the amount necessary to provide the
services; (3) the increased rates shall not be used for any purpose other than that for which the rates
are imposed, including but not limited to, solid waste pick-up, transportation, recycling, disposal,
facilities and equipment maintenance, capital projects and financing, and billing and account
management; (4) the increased rates do not exceed the proportional cost of the services attributable
to each customer; and (5) the increased rates are not levied for general governmental purposes; and

WHEREAS, the integrated waste management services rates for fiscal year 2018/19 are
included as Exhibit A to this Resolution and incorporated herein;

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF

WINTERS AS FOLLOWS:

Section 1. Based upon its review of the Staff Report, and upon the written and verbal evidence
presented, the City Coimcil hereby finds and determines that the Integrated Waste Management
Services for fiscal year 2018-19. beginning November 7. 2018, shall be provided based upon the
rates attached hereto as Exhibit "A". The rates for said Integrated Waste Management Services
includes, but is not limited to: solid waste collection and disposal, organics and green waste
collection and processing, recycling collection and processing, and bulky-item collection, all as
more specifically established in accordance with the Franchise Agreement

Section 2. This Resolution supersedes and voids all prior resolutions, and other Council
actions, which are inconsistent with its terms, including all prior resolutions establishing or
amending integrated waste management services rates.

Section 3. This Resolution shall become effective immediately upon its approval.

I HEREBY CERTIFY that the foregoing Resolution was adopted by the City
Council of the City of Winters at a regular meeting held on the 6thth day of November
2018, by the following vote:

AYES:

NOES:

ABSENT:
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Bill Biasi. Mayor
City of Winters

ATTEST:

Tracy Jensen, City Clerk
City of Winters
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EXHIBIT A

INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT SERVICES RATES

FOR FISCAL YEAR 2018-19

[Attached behind this cover page}
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lAmA City of Winters

Effective 11/7/2018

ATTACHMENT A

Typical Service Bundle Summary • New Rates CPIChange 0.00%

l-32g Trash/l-%g Recycle/l-96g Green Waste/Yearly Bulky $35.31 MSW Change 2.53%

l-64g Trash/l-96g Recyde/l-96g Green Waste/Yearly Bulky $39.00 C&O Change •6.00%

l-96g Trash/l-96g Recyc!e/l-96g Green Waste/Yearly Bulky $45.77 GW Change -0.89%

GW / Food Change 3.31%

SINGLE FAMILY COLLECTION SERVICES

Current

Mortthly Rate

Effective

7/1/2018

Disposal Change
New Total Monthly

Rate

SOUD WASTE COUECnON

1 - 32 gallon $17.99 $0.46 $18.45
2 - 32 gallon $29.04 $0.73 529.77
3 - 32 gallon $40.11 $1.01 $41.12
4 - 32 gallon 551.15 $1.29 $52.44
1 - 64 gallon $21.59 $0.55 $22.14
2 - 64 gallon $38.20 $0.97 $39.17
3 - 64 gallon $54.82 $1.39 $56.21
4 - 64 gallon $71.41 $1.81 $73.22
1-96 gallon $28.20 $0.71 528.91

2 - 96 gallon $50.24 $1.27 $51.51
3 - 96 gallon $72.28 $1.83 $74.11
4 - 96 gallon $94.33 $2.39 $96.72
REaCUNG

1 - 96 gallon $2.89 $0.00 $2.89
2 - 96 gallon $7.11 SO.OO $7.11
GREEN WASTE

96 Gallon Cart EOW + Loose Piles + Leaf Drop Season $8.92 $0.30 $9.22
Add'l Cubic Yard $20.65 $0.68 $21.33
LARGE ITEM COLUCT10N

Yearly Bulky Pickup - Up to 5 Cu Yds $4.63 $0.12 $4.75
Add'l ICuYd $20.65 $0.52 $21.17
OTHER SERVICES

Add'llCu Yd $20.65 $0.52 $21.17
32 gallon Cart Exchange/Delivery $6.30 $0.16 $6.46
64 gallon Cart Exchange/Delivery $6.30 $0.16 $6.46
96 gallon Cart Exchange/Delivery $6.30 $0.16 $6.46
SPECIAL SERVia CHARGES / ANCILLARY CHARGES

Backyard/Sideyard Pickup Charge $11.25 $0.28 $11.53

On-call bulky items pickup per yard up to 4 cu yds $21.06 $0.53 $21.59
Vacation Stop/Restart per incident 570.15 $1.77 $71.92
Reactivation Charge (if due to non payment) - no delivery $54.60 $1.38 $55.98
Reactivation Charge (if due to non payment) - with delivery $97.07 $2.46 $99.53
Bad Check Charge per incident $25.00 N/A 525.00

Finance / Late Payment Charge
2.5% or

minimum $5.00
N/A

2.5% Of minimum

$5.00
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COMMERCIAL COLLECTION SERVICES

Current

Monthly Rate

Effective

7/1/2018

Disposal Change
New Total Monthly

Rate

SOUD WASTE COLLECTION

1 yd IX week $62.42 51.58 $64.00

1.5 yd IX week $93.57 $2.37 $95.94

2 yd IX week $124.88 $3.16 $128.04

3 yd IX week $187.27 $4.74 $192.01

4 yd IX week $249.68 $6.32 $256.00

5 yd IX week $312.11 $7.90 $320.01

6 yd IX week $374.56 $9.48 $384.04

SOUD WASTE COLLECTION

96 gallon cart IX week $45.95 $1.16 $47.11

ZOyd compactor IX week $459.57 $11.63 $471.20

30yd compactor IX week $536.78 $13.58 $550.36

MIXED 0R6ANICS RATES

32 Gallon Mixed Organics Cart -1 x Week $20.06 $0.51 $20.06

64 Gallon Mixed Organics Cart -1 x Week $24.07 $0.61 $24.07

2 Yard Mixed Organics Bin* -1 x Week 5288.27 $7.29 $288.27

3 Yard Mixed Organics Bin* -1 x Week $290.53 $7.35 $290.53

PUSH RATES

0-75 feet - Per Service Frequency | S3.90 j SO.IO | $4.00
HMPORARY INDUSTRIAL COUECnON SERVICES

10 cubic yards $247.75 $6.27 $254.02

20 cubic yards $495.54 $12.54 $508.08

25 cubic yards $588.01 $14.88 $602.89

30 cubic yards $664.97 $16.82 $681.79

35 cubic yards $745.81 $18.87 $764.68

40 cubic yards $817.28 $20.68 $837.96

SPECIAL SERVICE CHARGES / ANCILLARY CHARGES

Cleaning per incident in excess of 1 time per year $105.22 $2.66 $107.88

Bin Exchange per incident in excess of 1 time per year $70.15 $1.77 $71.92

Cart Exchange per incident in excess of 1 time per year $21.06 $0.53 $21.59

Key/Unlock charges $4.21 $0.11 $4.32

Vacation Stop/Restart $70.15 $1.77 $71.92

Gate service charges $5.61 $0.14 $5.75

Long walk charges (20 ft or more) $11.25 $0.28 $11.53

Excess yards/Snapshot Charge $150.00 N/A $150.00

Contamination Charge $50.00 N/A $50.00

Cart Swap / Cleaning Charge $125.00 $3.16 $125.00

Bin Swap / Cleaning Charge $125.00 $3.16 $125.00

Reactivation Charge (if due to non payment) - no delivery $54.60 $1.38 $55.98

Reactivation Charge (if due to non payment) - with delivery $97.07 $2.46 $99.53

Bad Check Charge $25.00 N/A $25.00

Finance / Late Payment Charge
2.5% or

minimum $5.00
N/A

2.5% or minimum

$5.00

All rates include franchise fee 15%
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CITY OF

f/ o i n t r/

Est. 1875

CITY COUNCIL

STAFF REPORT

TO: Honorable Mayor and Councilmembers

DATE: November 6,2018 f\

THROUGH: John W, Donlevy, Jr., City Manage/ K/
FROM: John P. Miller, Chief of Police

SUBJECT: Downtown Parking Master Plan Parking Fines Update, Resolution to adopt
Schedule of Fines and Penalties

RECOMMENDATION:

Read and adopt a resolution to adopt an updated City of Winters Schedule of Fines and
Penalties for traffic and parking violations.

BACKGROUND:

Pursuant to the ordinance concurrently submitted for consideration, if approved, the
Council may set respective fines for parking violations.

The fines for parking violations within the City of Winters were last updated in
approximately 1995. Staff reviewed the parking fine schedules of the neighboring cities of
Woodland, Davis, Vacaville, and Dixon (refer to Exhibit A) and is recommending adopting
the proposed Schedule of Fines and Penalties.

It should be noted that pursuant to California Government Code §76000, §76000.3, and
§70372(8), $11.00 from every citation is remitted to the County and/or Courts.

FISCAL IMPACT:

Undetermined increase in revenues from parking citation fines.
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Exhibit A

Parking Fines Comparison

Parking Violations Current

Winters

Recommende

d Winters

Dixon Davis Woodland Vacaville

10.16.020 Stoping in parkway- Prohibited $20 $30 $60 $50 $40 $27

10.16.040 (Signed No parking/ red zone/
fireiane)

$40 $30

ocI

o
CD

o

$50/$50/$8
8

$40/$45/$4
5

$38/$43/$10
8

10.16.050 Use city streets for storage of
veh- Prohibited

$15 $30 $60

10.16.060 Parking for demonstration-
Prohibited

$15 $30 $50 $40 $35

10.16.070 Repair of veh on public Street $15 $30 $60 $43

10.16.080 Parking adjacent to schools $15 $30 $60 $40 $58

10.16.090 Parking prohibited on narrow St $15 $30 $40

10.16.100 Emergency Parking signs $20 $30 $60 $50 $40 $38

10.16.110 Parking on City Property $15 $30 $50 $40

10.16.120A 24 minute parking $15 $30 $60

10.16.120B 40 minute parking $15 $30 $60

10.16.120C 1 hour parking $15 $30 $60 $50 $40

10.16.120D 2 hour parking $15 $30 $60 $50 $45

10.16.130 Parking parallel on one way st $15 $30 $38

10.16.140 Diagonal Parking $15 $30 $40 $38

10.16.150 Parking space markings $15 $30 $60 $50 $40 $33

10.16.160 No stopping zones $20 $30 $60 $50

10.16.170 All night parking- prohibited $15 $30 $40

10.16.180 30 minute limit $15 $30 $60 $40

10.16.190 Establishment of Preferential

parking
$15 $30

10.16.210A Curb marking RED $20 $30 $60 $50 $45 $30

ro
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10.16.210B Curb marking YELLOW $15 $30 $60 $50 $40 $30

10.16.210C Curb marking WHITE $15 $30 $60 $50 $40 $30

10.16.210D Curb marking GREEN $15 $30 $60 $50 $40 $30

10.16.230 Parking for loading and
unloading only

$15 $30 $40 $38

10.16.240 Parking passenger loading
zone

$15 $30 $50 $40

10.16.250 Parking in any alley $15 $30

10.20.010 Certain vehicles prohibited in
central traffic dist

$15 $30

10.20.030 Restricted truck route/ over 3

tons

$20 $30 $60 $63

10.20.050B Truck parking prohibited in
residential zones

$30 $30 $55

22507.8 CVC Disabled parking N/A $336 $365 $283 $285 $358

22523 CVC Abandoned vehicle N/A $100 $265 $106

ro
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RESOLUTION NO. 2018-65

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF WINTERS

ESTABLISHING THE SCHEDULE OF FINES AND PENALTIES FOR

TRAFFIC AND PARKING VIOLATIONS

WHEREAS, the City Council, by ordinance introduced concurrently with this Resolution,
amended Chapter 10.24 of the Winters Municipal Code regarding the administration and
enforcement of parking violations; and

WHEREAS, the City Council is authorized to establish the schedule of fines and penalties
applicable to traffic and parking violations; and

WHEREAS, the City Council therefore desires to set the fines and penalties applicable to
traffic and parking violations, which fines shall be effective upon the effective date of Ordinance
No. 2018-07, introduced concurrently with this Resolution.

NOW, THEREFORE, the City Council of the City of Winters does hereby resolve as
follows:

SECTION 1. Schedule of Fines and Penalties. The schedule of fines and penalties
applicable to traffic and parking violations, as set forth in Exhibit A attached hereto and
incorporated herein by this reference, and as authorized by Chapter 10.24 of the Winters Municipal
Code, is hereby adopted and established.

SECTION 6. Severability. If any provision, clause, sentence or paragraph of this
resolution or the application thereof to any person or circumstances shall be held invalid, such
invalidity shall not affect the other provisions of this chapter which can be given effect without the
invalid provision or application, and to this end the provisions of this chapter are declared to be
severable.

SECTION 7. Effective Date. This Resolution shall take effect upon the effective date of
Ordinance No. 2018-07, introduced concurrently herewith. Within fifteen (15) days after adoption
of this Resolution, it shall be published at least once in a newspaper of general circulation published
and circulated within the City.

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of Winters on this 6^ day of
November, 2018, by the following vote:

AYES:

NOES:

ABSTAIN:

ABSENT:

Bill Biasi, MAYOR, City of Winters
ATTEST:

Tracy S. Jensen, City Clerk
82573.00023\29983419,1
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Exhibit A

22500 sections (a) through (m)
CVC

Prohibited Parking area (sidewalks, bridges, etc) $30

21113(a)(1)(F) CVC No parking on public grounds $30

21211 (a)CVC Parking/ stoping Impede bicycle path $30

22S02CVC Parking within 18 inches of curb $30

22505 (b) CVC Parking/ stoping failure to obey state highway sign
restrictions

$30

22507 CVC Preferential or permit parking $30

22507.8 CVC Parked/stopped disabled person designated
parking

$336

22514CVC Parking within 15 feet of fire hydrant $30

22500.1CVC Stopping/parking in fire lane prohibited $30

22523(a) or (b) CVC Abandoned vehicle $100

22515 CVC Parking with engine running- no driver/occupant
present

$30

22516 CVC Locked veh- occupant inside unable to escape $30

22511.1 CVC Parking/blocking space designated for electric
veh/charging

$30

22951 CVC Parking lot operator using street $30

10.16.050 WMC Using city street to store veh over 72 consecutive

hours prohibited
$30

10.16.060 WMC Parking for demonstration (sale) prohibited $30

10.16.070 WMC Repair of vehicles on public street prohibited $30

10.16.080 WMC Parking adjacent to schools in violation of signs $30

10.16.090 WMC Parking prohibited on narrow streets $30

10.16.100 WMC Emergency parking sign due to event $30

10.16.110 WMC Parking in violation of parking signs placed by the
city

$30

10.16.120 (a) through (d)
WMC

Parking in violation of timed parking restrictions $30

10.16.130 WMC Parellel parking on one way street $30

10.16.140 WMC Diagonal parking $30

10.16.150 WMC Vehicle must be parked within parking space
markings

$30

10.16.160 WMC Parking in areas designated as no parking zones
prohibited

$30

10.16.170 WMC Parking all night for purpose of habitation

prohibited

$30

10.16.210 (a) through (d)

WMC

Parked in violation of curb markings $30

10.16.230 WMC Parked in commercial load/unload zone $30

10.16.250 WMC Stopping/parking in alley prohibited $30
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10.20.010 WMC Certain commercial veh prohibited in central traffic

district

S30

10.20.030 WMC Restricted truck route / over 3 tons $30

10.20.050 WMC Truck parking restrictions in residential areas $30
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CITY OF

c ft O t 91 ( ft

Est. 1875

CITY COUNCIL

STAFF REPORT

TO: Honorable Mayor and Councilmembers

DATE: November 6,2018 A

THROUGH: John W. Donlevy, Jr., City Manager!
FROM; John P. Miller, Chief of Police

SUBJECT: Downtown Parking Master Plan Parking Fines Update, Ordinance to
amend WMC §§10.24.160, 10.24.170, 10.24.180, 10.24.200 and
10.24.210 regarding administration and enforcement of parking violations
and citations.

RECOMMENDATION:

First reading of an ordinance to amend Winters Municipal Code §§10.24.160,
10.24.170, 10.24.180, 10.24.190, and 10.24.210 and repeal §10.24.200 regarding
administration and enforcement of parking violations and citations.

BACKGROUND:

Assembly Bill 408 {Stats. 1992, ch. 1244), effective January 1, 1993, revised and recast
the procedures for processing and adjudicating parking law violations as administrative
offenses subject to a civil penalty. The bill required courts to transfer the processing of
parking offenses to issuing agencies no later than January 1, 1994. Consequently,
parking violations that cannot be cited as infractions have been removed from the
Superior Courts' Uniform Bail and Penalty Schedules.

The City of Winters Municipal Code addressing the administration of parking violations
was last updated in approximately 1995 and still references the "municipal superior
courts...bail schedule" in establishing fines. Staff is recommending updating the
Winters Municipal Code to reflect current law in establishing the fines for violating
parking statutes by Council Resolution as outlined in California Vehicle Code §40200
through §40230.
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Additionally, Caiifornia Vehicle Code §40215(c)(3) states, in part, "The administrative
hearing shall be conducted in accordance with written procedures established by the
issuing agency and approved by the governing body or chief executive officer of the
issuing agency." Current Winters Municipal Code places the responsibility on the City
Council to appoint hearing officers for the administrative review of parking citations.
This may be cumbersome for the Council to have to appoint hearing officers as needed
and/or based on their availability. Given the time constraints on scheduling and
responding to administrative reviews, Staff feels the public may be better served, and
the Council left less encumbered, if this authority was redistributed to the Chief of
Police.

Staff is also recommending repealing §10.24.200 reference the City of Winters Parking
Administrative Adjudication Process Manual, which was drafted in 1995. Winters Police
Department Policy 516.7 "Notice of Parking Violation Appeal Procedure" (drafted and
updated by Lexipol) accurately reflects California Vehicle Code §40215 et seq. in
outlining the procedures in the administrative review of parking violations making the
Manual redundant and unnecessary (refer to Exhibit A).

FISCAL IMPACT:

Undetermined increase in revenues from parking citation fines.
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Exhibit A

Winters Police Department

Policy Manual

516.7 NOTICE OF PARKING VIOLATION APPEAL PROCEDURE

Disposition of notice of parking violation appeals is conducted pursuant to Vehicle Code
§40215.

516.7.1 APPEAL STAGES

Appeals may be pursued sequentially at three different levels:
(a) Administrative reviews are conducted by the Traffic Bureau who will review

written/documentary data. Requests for administrative reviews are available at the front
desk or Traffic Bureau of the Winters Police Department. These requests are informal
written statements outlining why the notice of parking violation should be dismissed.
Copies of documentation relating to the notice of parking violation and the request for
dismissal must be mailed to the current mailing address of the processing agency.

(b) If the appellant wishes to pursue the matter beyond administrative review, an
administrative hearing may be conducted in person or by written application, at the
election of the appellant. Independent referees review the existent administrative file,
amendments, and/or testimonial material provided by the appellant and may conduct
further investigation or follow-up on their own.

(c) If the appellant wishes to pursue the matter beyond an administrative hearing, a
Superior Court review may be presented in person by the appellant after an application
for review and designated filing fees have been paid to The Superior Court of California.

516.7.2 TIME REQUIREMENTS

Administrative review or appearance before a hearing examiner will not be provided if
the mandated time limits are not adhered to by the violator.

(a) Requests for an administrative review must be postmarked within 21 calendar days
of issuance of the notice of parking violation, or within 14 calendar days of the mailing of
the Notice of Delinquent Parking (Violation Vehicle Code § 40215(a)).

(b) Requests for administrative hearings must be made no later than 21 calendar days
following the notification mailing of the results of the administrative review (Vehicle
Code § 40215(b)).
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(c) An administrative hearing shall be held within 90 calendar days following the receipt
of a request for an administrative hearing, excluding time tolled pursuant to Vehicle
Code §40200 - 40225. The person requesting the hearing may request one
continuance, not to exceed 21 calendar days (Vehicle Code § 40215).

(d) Registered owners of vehicles may transfer responsibility for the violation via timely
affidavit of non-liability when the vehicle has been transferred, rented or under certain

other circumstances (Vehicle Code § 40209 and Vehicle Code § 40210).

516.7.3 COSTS

(a) There is no cost for an administrative review.

(b) Appellants must pay the full amount due for the citation, or provide satisfactory proof
of their inability to pay, before receiving an administrative hearing.

(c) An appeal through Superior Court requires prior payment of filing costs including
applicable court charges and fees. These costs will be reimbursed to the appellant in
addition to any previously paid fines if appellant's liability is overruled by the Superior
Court.
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ORDINANCE NO. 2018-07

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF WINTERS AMENDING
SECTIONS 10.24.160, 10.24.170, 10.24.180,10.24.200 AND 10,24.210 OF THE WINTERS
MUNICIPAL CODE REGARDING ADMINISTRATION AND ENFORCEMENT OF

PARKING VIOLATIONS AND CITATIONS

WHEREAS, the City Council, by Ordinance No. 95-01, added former Chapter 7 to the
Winters Municipal Code to establish the process to adjudicate parking violations; and

WHEREAS, the provisions of former Chapter 7 were renumbered and added as Article 3
to Chapter 10.24 of the Winters Municipal Code, goveming the administration and enforcement
of parking violations; and

WHEREAS, the existing provisions of the municipal code regarding parking violations
follow the former bail schedule used by Yolo County Superior Court, which is now outdated;
and

WHEREAS, the existing provisions of the municipal code places the responsibility on
the City Council to appoint hearing officers for the administrative review of parking citations,
and given the time constraints placed on hearing and responding to administrative reviews, the
public may be better served, and the Council left less encumbered, if this authority was
redistributed to the Chief of Police; and

WHEREAS, the existing Winters Police Department Manual, drafted and updated by
Lexipol, accurately reflects California Vehicle Code §40215 et seq. in outlining the procedures
in the administrative review of parking violations making the a "Adminsartive Adjudication
Manual redundant and unnecessary; and

WHEREAS, the City Council therefore desires to amend the municipal code to update
the city's parking and traffic violations and to authorize the City Council to adopt a schedule of
fines and penalties by resolution.

NOW, THEREFORE, the City Council of the City of Winters does hereby ordain as
follows:

SECTION 1. Amendment, Section 10.24.160 of the Winters Municipal Code is hereby
amended to read in full as follows:

10.24.160 Violations unlawful.

It is unlawful to violate any provision of this title. Talcing any action mentioned in thia
title and preceded by the words "no person ... shall," conotituto a violation of this title.

SECTION 2. Amendment. Section 10.24.170 of the Winters Municipal Code is hereby
amended to read in full as follows:

10.24.170 Violations - Penalties. Generally.

Except as otherwise provided in Division 17 of the California Vehicle Code entitled

82573.00023\29967079.1
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"Offenses and Prosecution" (Cal Vehicle Code section 40000.L et seq.). as may he
amended from time to time, violations of this title shall constitute an infraction

punishable bv a fine of up to five hundred dollars ($500.00) for each offense. The
Winters city council shall by resolution set the respective fines for violations of specific
sections of this title.

SECTION 3. Amendment. Section 10.24.180 of the Winters Municipal Code is hereby
repealed and replaced to read in full as follows:

10.24.180 Parking Violations - Enforcement.
Each police officer or parking enforcement officer in the city shall issue, in writing, a
citation for parking violations in the form and subject to the procedure provided for by
law and this title. A comprehensive schedule of civil fines and penalties for parking
violations and late payment penalties shall be set by resolution of the City Council.

SECTION 4. Amendment. Section 10.24.190 of the Winters Municipal Code is hereby
amended to read in full as follows:

10.24,190 Hearing officer.
A hearing officer Hearing Officers shall be appointed by the city council from time to
time Chief of Police. The hearing officer Hearins officers may be -a- city employees, but
will not be nccoooarily be a city omployoo. There will be no compensation for the sdvicos
voluntoorod. non-city employees appointed as hearins officers will serve in a voluntary
capacity without compensation.

SECTION 5. Amendment. Section 10.24.200 of the Winters Municipal Code, entitled
"Administrative adjudication manual," is hereby repealed.:

SECTION 6. Amendment. Section 10.24.210 of the Winters Municipal Code, entitled "Bail
schedule," is hereby repealed.

SECTION 7. Severability. If any provision, clause, sentence or paragraph of this chapter or
the application thereof to any person or circumstances shall be held invalid, such invalidity shall
not affect the other provisions of this chapter which can be given effect without the invalid
provision or application, and to this end the provisions of this chapter are declared to be
severable.

SECTION 8. Effective Date. This Ordinance shall take effect thirty (30) days after its adoption
and, within fifteen (15) days after its passage, shall be published at least once in a newspaper of
general circulation published and circulated within the City.

INTRODUCED on the day of , 2018, and PASSED AND
ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of Winters on this day of ,
2018, by the folloNving vote:

AYES:

NOES:

82573.00023\29967079.1
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ABSTAIN:

ABSENT:

Bill Biasi

Mayor of the City of Winters

ATTEST:

Tracy Jensen, City Clerk

82573.00023\29967079.1
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