Agenda
City Council Regular Meeting

City Council Chambers | 50 Natoma Street, Folsom CA 95630
June 09, 2020

FOLSOM 6:30 PM

CISTINCTIVE BY MATURE

Welcome to Your City Council Meeting

We welcome your interest and involvement in the city’s legislative process. This agenda includes
information about topics coming before the City Council and the action recommended by city staff. You
can read about each topic in the staff reports, which are available on the city website and in the Office
of the City Clerk. The City Clerk is also available to answer any questions you have about City Council
meeting procedures.

Participation

If you would like to provide comments to the City Council, please:

e Fill out a blue speaker request form, located at the back table.

e Submit the form to the City Clerk before the item begins.

o When it's your turn, the City Clerk will call your name and invite you to the podium.

e Speakers have three minutes, unless the presiding officer (usually the mayor) changes that
time.

Reasonable Accommodations

In compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act, if you are a person with a disability and you need
a disability-related modification or accommodation to participate in this meeting, please contact the City
Clerk’s Office at (916) 461-6035, (916) 355-7328 (fax) or cfreemantle@folsom.ca.us. Requests must
be made as early as possible and at least two full business days before the start of the meeting.

How to Watch

The City of Folsom provides three ways to watch a City Council meeting:

In Person Online On TV
R N
lei . I
I M i
City Council meetings take place at Watch the livestream and replay past Watch live and replays of meetings on
City Hall, 50 Natoma Street meetings on the city website, Sac Metro Cable TV, Channel 14

www.folsom.ca.us

More information about City Council meetings is available at the end of this agenda


mailto:cfreemantle@folsom.ca.us
http://www.folsom.ca.us/

FOLSOM

City Council Regular Meeting

Folsom City Council Chambers
50 Natoma Street, Folsom, CA
www.folsom.ca.us

Tuesday, June 09, 2020 6:30 PM

Sarah Aquino, Mayor
Ernie Sheldon, Vice Mayor Roger Gaylord, Council Member
Kerri Howell, Council Member Mike Kozlowski, Council Member

REGULAR CITY COUNCIL AGENDA

Pursuant to Governor Newsom'’s Executive Order N-29-20, members of the Folsom City Council and
staff may participate in this meeting via teleconference.

Due to the coronavirus (COVID-19) public health emergency, the City of Folsom is allowing for remote
public input during City Council meetings. Members of the public are encouraged to participate by
emailing comments to CityClerkDept@folsom.ca.us. Emailed comments must be received no later

than thirty minutes before the meeting and will be read aloud at the meeting during the agenda
item. Please make your comments brief. Written comments submitted and read into the public record
must adhere to the principles of the three-minute speaking time permitted for in-person public comment
at City Council meetings. Members of the public wishing to participate in this meeting via
teleconference may email CityClerkDept@folsom.ca.us no later than thirty minutes before the meeting
to obtain call-in information. Each meeting may have different call-in information. Verbal comments via
teleconference must adhere to the principles of the three-minute speaking time permitted for in-person
public comment at City Council meetings.

Members of the public may continue to participate in the meeting in person at
Folsom City Hall, 50 Natoma Street, Folsom, CA while maintaining appropriate social distancing.

CALL TO ORDER

ROLL CALL:
Council Members: Kozlowski, Sheldon, Gaylord, Howell, Aquino

The City Council has adopted a policy that no new item will begin after 10:30 p.m. Therefore, if you are
here for an item that has not been heard by 10:30 p.m., you may leave, as the item will be continued to
a future Council Meeting.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

AGENDA UPDATE



http://www.folsom.ca.us/

BUSINESS FROM THE FLOOR:

Members of the public are entitled to address the City Council concerning any item within the Folsom
City Council's subject matter jurisdiction. Public comments are limited to no more than three
minutes. Except for certain specific exceptions, the City Council is prohibited from discussing or taking
action on any item not appearing on the posted agenda.

CONSENT CALENDAR:

Items appearing on the Consent Calendar are considered routine and may be approved by one
motion. City Council Members may pull an item for discussion.

1.

2.

|
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|

|

|~

|0

|©

Approval of the May 26, 2020 Regular Meeting Minutes

Ordinance No. 1305 - An Uncodified Ordinance Levying Special Taxes for the Fiscal Year 2020-
21 and Following Fiscal Years Solely Within and Relating to the City of Folsom Community
Facilities District No. 23 (Folsom Ranch) (Second Reading and Adoption)

Resolution No. 10431 - A Resolution Authorizing the City Manager to Purchase a 3.03 Acre
Parcel (A.P.N. 071-0690-006) in the City of Folsom Made Available Through a Sacramento
County Chapter 8 Auction Process

Resolution No. 10460 - A Resolution Authorizing the City Manager to Execute an Agreement
with Tesco Controls for Consulting Services for the Supervisory Control and Data Acquisition
(SCADA) System Upgrade and Maintenance Services for Water and Sewer

Resolution No. 10461 - A Resolution Supporting Proposed Modifications to State Transportation
Fund Allocation Framework Administered by the Sacramento Area Council of Governments

Resolution No. 10462- A Resolution Authorizing the City Manager to Execute a Memorandum of
Understanding with the County of Sacramento for Commercial and Industrial Stormwater
Inspections and Enforcement Within Folsom to Comply with the City’s National Pollutant
Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) Permit

Resolution No. 10463— A Resolution Authorizing the City Manager to Execute an Agreement
with Sacramento Housing and Redevelopment Agency for Continued Participation in the
Community Development Block Program from January 1, 2021 to December 31, 2023

Resolution No. 10464 - A Resolution Authorizing the City Manager to Seek Grant Funds from the
United States Bureau of Reclamation for a WaterSMART Drought Response Program Drought
Resiliency Project

Resolution No. 10466 - A Resolution Electing the Population and Inflation Factors and
Establishing the Fiscal Year 2020-21 Appropriations Limit

Resolution No. 10467 — A Resolution Approving an Additional Appropriation in FY 2020-21 to be
used for Park Renovation

Resolution No. 10468 - A Resolution Approving an Acquisition and Shortfall Agreement for the
Community Facilities District No. 23 Improvement Area No. 1 (Mangini Ranch Phase 2)

12. Resolution No. 10469 — A Resolution Authorizing the City Manager to Execute a

Communications Site License Agreement with CCTM1, LLC for Mann Park

Resolution No. 10471 — A Resolution Approving the Folsom Tree Care and Maintenance
Standards and Folsom Master Tree List



14. Receive and File the City of Folsom, the Folsom Redevelopment Successor Agency, the Folsom
Public Financing Authority, the Folsom Ranch Financing Authority, and the South of 50 Parking
Authority Monthly Investment Reports for the Month of March 2020

NEW BUSINESS:

15. Resolution No. 10465 - A Resolution Approving and Certifying Addendum No. 2 to the
Environmental Impact Report for the Folsom South of U.S. 50 Specific Plan Project (State
Clearinghouse # 2008092051) and Approving Transfer of up to 5,000 Acre-Feet of Water to
State Water Contractors

16. Resolution No. 10470 — A Resolution of the City Council Authorizing Deferral of Certain
Development Impact Fees for the Parkway Apartment Project

CITY MANAGER REPORTS:

COUNCIL COMMENTS:

ADJOURNMENT

NOTICE: Members of the public are entitled to directly address the City Council concerning any item
that is described in the notice of this meeting, before or during consideration of that item. If you wish to
address Council on an issue, which is on this agenda, please complete a blue speaker request card, and
deliver it to a staff member at the table on the left side of the Council Chambers prior to discussion of the
item. When your name is called, stand to be recognized by the Mayor and then proceed to the podium. If
you wish to address the City Council on any other item of interest to the public, when the Mayor asks if
there is any “Business from the Floor,” follow the same procedure described above. Please limit your
comments to three minutes or less.

NOTICE REGARDING CHALLENGES TO DECISIONS: Pursuantto all applicable laws and regulations,
including without limitation, California Government Code Section 65009 and or California Public
Resources Code Section 21177, if you wish to challenge in court any of the above decisions (regarding
planning, zoning and/or environmental decisions), you may be limited to raising only those issues you or
someone else raised at the public hearing(s) described in this notice/agenda, or in written
correspondence delivered to the City at, or prior to, the public hearing.

As presiding officer, the Mayor has the authority to preserve order at all City Council meetings, to remove
or cause the removal of any person from any such meeting for disorderly conduct, or for making personal,
impertinent, or slanderous remarks, using profanity, or becoming boisterous, threatening or personally
abusive while addressing said Council, and to enforce the rules of the Council.

PERSONS INTERESTED IN PROPOSING AN ITEM FOR THE CITY COUNCIL AGENDA SHOULD
CONTACT A MEMBER OF THE CITY COUNCIL.

The meeting of the Folsom City Council is being telecast on Metro Cable TV, Channel 14, the
Government Affairs Channel, and will be shown in its entirety on the Friday and Saturday following the
meeting, both at 9 a.m. The City does not control scheduling of this telecast and persons interested in
watching the televised meeting should confirm this schedule with Metro Cable TV, Channel 14. The City
of Folsom provides live and archived webcasts of regular City Council meetings. The webcasts can be
found on the online services page of the City's website www.folsom.ca.us.

In compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act, if you are a person with a disability and you need
a disability-related modification or accommodation to participate in this meeting, please contact the City
Clerk’s Office at (916) 461-6035, (916) 355-7328 (fax) or cfreemantle @folsom.ca.us. Requests must be
made as early as possible and at least two full business days before the start of the meeting.
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City Council Regular Meeting

MINUTES

Tuesday, May 26, 2020 6:30 PM

Pursuant to Governor Newsom’s Executive Order N-29-20, members of the Folsom City
Council and staff may participate in this meeting via teleconference.

CALL TO ORDER

The regular City Council meeting was called to order at 6:30 p.m. in City Council Chambers, 50
Natoma Street, Folsom, California, with Mayor Sarah Aquino presiding.

ROLL CALL:

Council Members Present:

Council Members Absent:

Participating Staff:

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

Kerri Howell, Council Member
Mike Kozlowski, Council Member
Ernie Sheldon, Vice Mayor
Roger Gaylord, Council Member
Sarah Aquino, Mayor

None

City Manager Elaine Andersen

City Attorney Steve Wang

City Clerk Christa Freemantle

Finance Director Stacey Tamagni

Parks and Recreation Director Lorraine Poggione
Fire Chief Felipe Rodriquez

Principal Planner Steve Banks

The Pledge of Allegiance was recited.

AGENDA UPDATE

City Clerk Christa Freemantle advised that there were no updates to the agenda

BUSINESS FROM THE FLOOR:

None

Draft — Not Official Until Approved by the City Council
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SCHEDULED PRESENTATIONS:

1. City Manager's Financial Report for Fiscal Year 2019-20 Third Quarter Financial Report

Finance Director Stacey Tamagni made a presentation and responded to questions from the
City Council.

CONSENT CALENDAR:

2. Approval of the May 12, 2020 Special and Regular Meeting Minutes

3. Resolution No. 10454 — A Resolution Authorizing the City Manager to Execute
Amendment No. 3 to the Agreement (Contract No. 173-21 16-035) with Murraysmith Inc.
for Design and Construction Administration Services for the Misc. Water System
Rehabilitation Project No. 1 and Folsom Zoo Sewer Line Project and Appropriation of
Funds

4. Resolution No. 10455 - A Resolution Authorizing the City Manager to Execute a
Construction Agreement with Sierra National Construction, Inc. for the Prairie City at Blue
Ravine Lane Modification Project, Project No. PW2002

5. Resolution No. 10457— A Resolution Authorizing the City Manager to Approve
Amendment No. 2 to the Contract with Aquatic Design Group for Additional Design
Services for the Steve Miklos Aquatic Center Renovation Project (Contract No. 173-21
17-063) and Appropriation of Funds

Motion by Council Member Kerri Howell, second by Council Member Mike Kozlowski, to
approve the Consent Calendar. Motion carried with the following roll call vote:

AYES: Council Member(s): Howell, Kozlowski, Sheldon, Gaylord, Aquino
NOES: Council Member(s): None
ABSENT: Council Member(s): None
ABSTAIN: Council Member(s): None

NEW BUSINESS:

6. Resolution No. 10459 - A Resolution Authorizing the Automatic Extension of Zoning
Related Entitlements and Grading Permits for One Year

City Manager Elaine Andersen made a presentation and responded to questions from the City
Council.

Motion by Council Member Mike Kozlowski, second by Council Member Kerri Howell to
approve Resolution No. 10459. Motion carried with the following roll call vote:

AYES: Council Member(s): Howell, Kozlowski, Sheldon, Gaylord, Aquino
NOES: Council Member(s): None
ABSENT: Council Member(s): None
ABSTAIN: Council Member(s): None

Draft — Not Official Until Approved by the City Council
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PUBLIC HEARING:

7. Community Facilities District No. 23 (Folsom Ranch)

a. Resolution No. 10435 — A Resolution of the City Council of the City of Folsom to Form
a Community Facilities District, to Designate Improvement Areas Within the District and
to Levy Special Taxes Therein

b. Resolution No. 10436 - A Resolution of the City of Folsom Deeming it Necessary to
Incur Bonded Indebtedness Within Improvement Area No.1 of City of Folsom Community
Facilities District No. 23 (Folsom Ranch)

c. Resolution No. 10437 - A Resolution of the City of Folsom Deeming it Necessary to
Incur Bonded Indebtedness Within Improvement Area No.2 of City of Folsom Community
Facilities District No. 23 (Folsom Ranch)

d. Resolution No. 10438 - A Resolution of the City of Folsom Deeming it Necessary to
Incur Bonded Indebtedness Within Improvement Area No.3 of City of Folsom Community
Facilities District No. 23 (Folsom Ranch)

e. Resolution No. 10439 - A Resolution of the City of Folsom Deeming it Necessary to
Incur Bonded Indebtedness Within Improvement Area No.4 of City of Folsom Community
Facilities District No. 23 (Folsom Ranch)

f. Resolution No. 10440- A Resolution of the City of Folsom Deeming it Necessary to
Incur Bonded Indebtedness Within Improvement Area No.5 of City of Folsom Community
Facilities District No. 23 (Folsom Ranch)

g. Resolution No. 10441 - A Resolution of the City of Folsom Deeming it Necessary to
Incur Bonded Indebtedness Within Improvement Area No.6 of City of Folsom Community
Facilities District No. 23 (Folsom Ranch)

h. Resolution No. 10442- A Resolution of the City Council of the City of Folsom Calling
Special Mailed-Ballot Election in the City of Folsom Community Facilities District No. 23
(Folsom Ranch) Improvement Area No.1

i. Resolution No. 10443- A Resolution of the City Council of the City of Folsom Calling
Special Mailed-Ballot Election in the City of Folsom Community Facilities District No. 23
(Folsom Ranch) Improvement Area No.2

j. Resolution No.10444 — A Resolution of the City Council of the City of Folsom Calling
Special Mailed-Ballot Election in the City of Folsom Community Facilities District No. 23
(Folsom Ranch) Improvement Area No.3

k. Resolution No. 10445 — A Resolution of the City Council of the City of Folsom Calling
Special Mailed-Ballot Election in the City of Folsom Community Facilities District No. 23
(Folsom Ranch) Improvement Area No.4

[. Resolution No. 10446 — A Resolution of the City Council of the City of Folsom Calling
Special Mailed-Ballot Election in the City of Folsom Community Facilities District No. 23
(Folsom Ranch) Improvement Area No.5

Draft — Not Official Until Approved by the City Council
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m. Resolution No. 10447 — A Resolution of the City Council of the City of Folsom Calling
Special Mailed-Ballot Election in the City of Folsom Community Facilities District No.23
(Folsom Ranch) improvement Area No.6

n. Resolution No. 10448 — A Resolution of the City Council of the City of Folsom
Declaring Election Results in the City of Folsom Community Facilities District No. 23
(Folsom Ranch) Improvement Area No. 1

0. Resolution No. 10449 — A Resolution of the City Council of the City of Folsom
Declaring Election Results in the City of Folsom Community Facilities District No. 23
(Folsom Ranch) Improvement Area No. 2

p. Resolution No. 10450 — A Resolution of the City Council of the City of Folsom
Declaring Election Results in the City of Folsom Community Facilities District No. 23
(Folsom Ranch) Improvement Area No. 3

g. Resolution No. 10451 — A Resolution of the City Council of the City of Folsom
Declaring Election Results in the City of Folsom Community Facilities District No. 23
(Folsom Ranch) Improvement Area No. 4

r. Resolution No. 10452 — A Resolution of the City Council of the City of Folsom
Declaring Election Results in the City of Folsom Community Facilities District No. 23
(Folsom Ranch) Improvement Area No. 5

s. Resolution No. 10453 — A Resolution of the City Council of the City of Folsom
Declaring Election Results in the City of Folsom Community Facilities District No. 23
(Folsom Ranch) Improvement Area No. 6

t. Ordinance No. 10305 - An Uncodified Ordinance Levying Special Taxes for the Fiscal
Year 2020-21 and Following Fiscal Years Solely Within and Relating to the City of
Folsom Community Facilities District No. 23 (Folsom Ranch) (Introduction and First
Reading)

City Clerk Christa Freemantle advised that the ordinance number should be corrected to
Ordinance No. 1305 rather than Ordinance No. 10305.

Finance Director Stacey Tamagni made a presentation and responded to questions from the
City Council.

Mayor Sarah Aquino opened the public hearing, with City Clerk Christa Freemantle affirming
that notice of the public hearing was published as required by the Mello-Roos Community
Facilities Act.

Hearing no speakers, the public hearing was closed.
City Clerk Christa Freemantle confirmed that a majority protest did not exist.

Motion by Mike Kozlowski, second by Council Member Kerri Howell, to approve
Resolution No. 10435. Motion carried with the following roll call vote:

AYES: Council Member(s): Howell, Kozlowski, Sheldon, Gaylord, Aquino

NOES: Council Member(s): None
ABSENT: Council Member(s): None

Draft — Not Official Until Approved by the City Conncil
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ABSTAIN: Council Member(s): None

Motion by Council Member Kerri Howell, second by Council Member Mike Kozlowski to
approve Resolution No’s 10436 through 10441. Motion carried with the following roll call
vote:

AYES: Council Member(s): Howell, Kozlowski, Sheldon, Gaylord, Aquino
NOES: Council Member(s): None
ABSENT: Council Member(s): None
ABSTAIN:  Council Member(s): None

Motion by Council Member Kerri Howell, second by Council Member Mike Kozlowski to
approve Resolution No’s 10442 through 10447. Motion carried with the following roll call

vote:

AYES: Council Member(s): Howell, Kozlowski, Sheldon, Gaylord, Aquino
NOES: Council Member(s): None
ABSENT: Council Member(s): None
ABSTAIN: Council Member(s): None

Mayor Sarah Aquino opened the elections for the incurring of bonded indebtedness, the levy of
the applicable special tax, and the establishment of the appropriations limit for each
Improvement Area and directed the City Clerk to conduct the elections. City Clerk Christa
Freemantle confirmed that all ballots in the elections have been submitted and declared the
elections closed. Following completion of the canvass, it was announced that for each
Improvement Area, all eligible votes were cast in support of the applicable measure and zero
votes were cast in opposition to such measure. Therefore, for each Improvement Area, the
applicable measure was approved with a 100% vote in favor.

Motion by Council Member Kerri Howell, second by Mayor Sarah Aquino to approve
Resolution No’s 10448 through 10453. Motion carried with the following roll call vote:

AYES: Council Member(s): Howell, Kozlowski, Sheldon, Gaylord, Aquino
NOES: Council Member(s): None
ABSENT: Council Member(s): None
ABSTAIN: Council Member(s): None

Motion by Council Member Kerri Howell, second by Council Member Mike Kozlowski to
introduce Ordinance No. 1305. Motion carried with the following roll call vote:

AYES: Council Member(s): Howell, Kozlowski, Sheldon, Gaylord, Aquino
NOES: Council Member(s): None
ABSENT: Council Member(s): None
ABSTAIN: Council Member(s): None

8. Resolution No. 10458 - A Resolution Determining that the Creekstone Phase 1
Subdivision Project is Exempt from CEQA and Approving a Small-Lot Vesting Tentative
Subdivision Map, Planned Development Permit, and the Inclusionary Housing Plan for
the Creekstone Phase 1 Subdivision Project

Draft — Not Official Until Approved by the City Council
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Principal Planner Steve Banks made a presentation and responded to questions from the City
Council. In response to Council Member questions, Fire Chief Felipe Rodriquez addressed the
issue of street names.

Mayor Sarah Aquino opened the public hearing. Hearing no speakers, the public hearing was
closed.

Motion by Council Member Kerri Howell, second by Council Member Mike Kozlowski to
approve Resolution No. 10458. Motion carried with the following roll call vote:

AYES: Council Member(s): Howell, Kozlowski, Sheldon, Gaylord, Aquino
NOES: Council Member(s): None
ABSENT: Council Member(s): None
ABSTAIN: Council Member(s): None

9. Resolution No. 10456 - A Resolution Adopting the City Manager's Fiscal Year 2020-21
Operating and Capital Budgets for the City of Folsom, the Successor Agency, the Folsom
Public Financing Authority and the Folsom Ranch Public Financing Authority

Finance Director Stacey Tamagni made a presentation and responded to questions from the
City Council. Parks and Recreation Director Lorraine Poggione and Fire Chief Felipe Rodriquez
provided additional information. City Manager Elaine Andersen and City Attorney Steve Wang
also provided additional information.

The City Council Member discussed the proposed budget.

Mayor Sarah Aquino opened the public hearing. Hearing no speakers, the public hearing was
closed.

The City Council Member further discussed the proposed budget.

Motion by Council Member Kerri Howell, second by Council Member Mike Kozlowski to
approve Resolution No. 10456. The City Council further directed that $0.5M of Quimby
Fees be appropriated for renovating existing parks as prioritized by the Parks and
Recreation Commission. Motion carried with the following roll call vote:

AYES: Council Member(s): Howell, Kozlowski, Sheldon, Gaylord, Aquino
NOES: Council Member(s): None
ABSENT: Council Member(s): None
ABSTAIN:  Council Member(s): None

CITY MANAGER REPORTS:

City Manager Elaine Andersen spoke of the recently updated public health order, reopening of
City facilities and warned residents about scams.

Draft — Not Official Until Approved by the City Council
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COUNCIL COMMENTS:

Council Member Mike Kozlowski spoke of recent SACOG meeting. He also spoke about the
recent distribution of facemasks at the library, and complimented Library Director Lori
Easterwood for all of her great work and library programs.

Council Member Kerri Howell also complimented the library’s services, including online books.
She encouraged everyone to drive carefully and thanked staff for their work.

Vice Mayor Ernie Sheldon spoke of upcoming fireworks.

Mayor Sarah Aquino congratulated recent high school graduates.

ADJOURNMENT

There being no further business to come before the Folsom City Council, the meeting was
adjourned at 8:48 p.m.

PREPARED AND SUBMITTED BY:

Christa Freemantle, City Clerk
ATTEST:

Sarah Aquino, Mayor

Draft — Not Official Until Approved by the City Council
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Folsom City Council

Staff Regort

MEETING DATE: 6/9/2020

AGENDA SECTION: | Consent Calendar

SUBJECT: Ordinance No. 1305 — An Uncodified Ordinance Levying
Special Taxes for the Fiscal Year 2020-21 and Following Fiscal
Years Solely within and Relating to the City of Folsom
Community Facilities District No. 23 (Folsom Ranch) (Second
Reading and Adoption)

FROM: Finance Department

RECOMMENDATION / CITY COUNCIL ACTION

It is recommended that the City Council conduct the second reading and move to adopt the
following ordinance:

Ordinance No. 1305 — An Uncodified Ordinance Levying Special Taxes for the Fiscal Year

2020-21 and Following Fiscal Years Solely within and Relating to the City of Folsom
Community Facilities District No. 23 (Folsom Ranch) (Second Reading and Adoption)

BACKGROUND /ISSUE

The Folsom Plan Area Specific Plan Public Facilities Financing Plan (“PFFP”), approved by
the City Council on January 28, 2014 via Resolution 9298, is an $877 million plan that
describes the backbone infrastructure and facility requirements, presents a comprehensive
financing strategy, and sets forth the estimated time horizon for the development of the Folsom
Plan Area (“FPA”).

Landowners within the FPA requested to form the proposed City of Folsom Community
Facilities District No. 23 (Folsom Ranch) (“CFD No. 23”), and designate six separate
Improvement Areas (each an “IA”) therein (designated as Improvement Area No. 1 through
Improvement Area No. 6). Special tax revenues generated from each IA within CFD No. 23
will help fund all or a portion of the project’s share of PFFP backbone infrastructure and



facilities, including related environmental mitigation obligations. A detailed list of authorized
facilities can be found under Appendix A of Resolution No. 10414, approved by this City
Council on April 14, 2020. A summary of the facilities authorized to be funded by CFD No.
23 include, but are not limited to:

Transportation Improvements including all public roadway improvements designed to
meet the needs of development within CFD No. 23, including internal subdivision
streets and related underground utilities

Water System Improvements

Recycled Water System Improvements

Drainage System Improvements

Wastewater System Improvements

Park, Parkway and Open Space Improvements

Specific Plan Infrastructure Fee Improvements

Payment of Specific Plan Infrastructure Fee Program Obligation

Other Incidental Expenses and Bond Issuance Costs

In addition, the following project-specific services are anticipated to be funded by CFD No. 23
special taxes.

Enhanced open space maintenance

Landscape corridors and paseos

Street light maintenance

Medians, entries and entry monumentation

Neighborhood park maintenance

Community amenities

Storm water management

Other miscellaneous costs related to any of the items described above
Anticipated future repairs or replacements costs

The proposed CFD No. 23 is located within the FPA and is generally bounded by U.S.
Highway 50 on the north, Placerville Road on the east, and White Rock Road on the south.
Each IA within CFD No. 23 includes several Assessor’s Parcel Numbers, which are identified
in the CFD No. 23 boundary map, which is included in the CFD Public Hearing Report. The
proposed development plan for each IA within CFD No. 23 includes the following:

MF
SF High- | MF Low- | Medium | MF High Non-
Density Density Density Density | Residential
IA | SF Units Units Units Acreage Acreage Acreage

1Al 0 441 257 0.0 9.8 0.0
1A2 0 0 340 0.0 0.0 5.1
IA3 0 1,068 157 0.0 0.0 0.0
[1A4 100 266 251 0.0 0.0 0.0
IAS 84 194 401 9.7 17.8 23.5
1A6 0 0 0 9.5 9.3 11.4




The CFD No. 23 funding stream will be a combination of bonded indebtedness and pay-as-
you-go (“PAYGO”) funding, both secured by the levy of special taxes upon property within
the boundaries of CFD No. 23.

On April 14, 2020, this City Council appointed consultants, approved a proposed boundary
map and declared the intention to form CFD No. 23 and to levy special taxes within CFD No.
23 by passage of Resolution No. 10414. On that same date, this City Council declared the
necessity for incurring bonded indebtedness in and for CFD No. 23 and in and for each IA
designated therein by passage of Resolution No. 10415.

A Public Hearing and landowner election were conducted on May 26, 2020. At that time, the
following resolutions were approved by the Council:

e Resolution No. 10435, the Resolution of Formation, which formed CFD No. 23,
designated six separate IA’s, and authorized the levying of taxes therein

e Resolution Nos. 10436-10441, which deemed it necessary to incur bonded
indebtedness within the six respective IA’s within CFD No. 23

e Resolution Nos. 10442-10447, which called for a special mailed-ballot election within
each respective 1A

e Resolution Nos. 10448-10453, which declared the results of the elections within each
respective IA

The results of the landowner elections were as follows:

111 in favor of the ballot measure and zero opposed
50 in favor of the ballot measure and zero opposed
299 in favor of the ballot measure and zero opposed
167 in favor of the ballot measure and zero opposed
361 in favor of the ballot measure and zero opposed
22 in favor of the ballot measure and zero opposed

Improvement Area No.
Improvement Area No.
Improvement Area No.
Improvement Area No.
Improvement Area No.
Improvement Area No.

AR

POLICY /RULE

Chapter 5 of the Folsom Plan Area Public Facilities Financing Plan authorizes the formation
of community facilities districts (each a “CFD”) to finance the construction, acquisition, and
servicing of FPA backbone infrastructure and public facilities

Section 2.5.3 of the First Amended and Restated Tier 1 Development Agreement authorizes
the formation of infrastructure CFDs.

Resolution No. 9282 — A Resolution of the City Council of the City of Folsom Approving
Goals and Policies for Community Facilities Districts

Mello-Roos Community Facilities Act of 1982



ANALYSIS

CFD No. 23 will be structured as an extended-term CFD and will provide the necessary funding
to help fund all or a portion of the project’s share of PFFP backbone infrastructure and
facilities, including related environmental mitigation obligations. The PFFP backbone
infrastructure and facilities will be financed using both bond proceeds and PAY GO special tax
revenues. The extended-term CFD structure is proposed to help meet the challenge of high-
cost infrastructure and facilities while also aligning the timing of future funding availability
with the need for such funding.

The PFFP backbone facilities to be funded via CFD No. 23, and listed above, were originally
anticipated to be funded by either Community Facilities District No. 18 (Folsom Plan Area -
Area-Wide Improvements and Services) or funded as part of project specific CFDs established
for each development within the FPA.

The special tax revenue generated from taxable parcels within each IA of CFD No. 23 will be
comprised of a special tax to fund facilities and a special tax to fund services. The 2020/21
maximum facilities special tax rates, set forth in each IA’s Rate and Method of Apportionment,
for each land use category are provided in the table below:

Residential  |2020/21 Maximum
Floor Area Facilities Special
Land Use Category (square footage) | Tax Rate (All IAs)| Per
Single-Family Detached Property - SF/SFHD Zoning > 3,600 $3.886 | Unit
Single-Family Detached Property - SF/SFHD Zoning | 3,200 - 3,599 3,571 | Unit
Single-Family Detached Property - SF/SFHD Zoning | 2,800 - 3,199 3,559 | Unit
Single-Family Detached Property - SF/SFHD Zoning | 2,400 - 2,799 3,293 | Unit
Single-Family Detached Property - SF/SFHD Zoning | 2,000 - 2,399 3,000 | Unit
Single-Family Detached Property - SF/SFHD Zoning <2,000 2,900 | Unit
Single-Family Detached Property - MLD Zoning > 3,600 3,886 | Unit
Single-Family Detached Property - MLD Zoning 3,200 - 3,599 3,571 | Unit
Single-Family Detached Property - MLD Zoning 2,800 - 3,199 3,559 | Unit
Single-Family Detached Property - MLD Zoning 2,400 - 2,799 3,293 | Unit
Single-Family Detached Property - MLD Zoning 2,000 - 2,399 3,000 | Unit
Single-Family Detached Property - MLD Zoning < 2,000 2,900 | Unit
MMD Multi-Family Attached Property N/A 30,000 | Acre
MHD Multi-Family Attached Property N/A 11,700 [ Acre
Non-Residential Property N/A 11,700 | Acre

The special tax for the authorized facilities within any IA shall not be levied after the earlier
of (i) Fiscal Year 2079/80 or (ii) the fiscal year occurring 50 years following (a) the fiscal year
in which the first building permit was issued or (b) the first series of bonds or other debt issued
for the respective IA. Each fiscal year, commencing with 2021/22, the maximum facilities
special tax rate will be increased by 2% annually.



The 2020/21 maximum services special tax rates, set forth in each IA’s Rate and Method of
Apportionment, for each land use category are provided in the table below:

Land Use Category 1Al 1A2 IA3* IA4 IAS IA6 Per
Single-Family Detached .
Property - SF/SFHD Zoning $210 | $200| $175| $205| $165| $175| Unit
Single-Family Detached
Property - MLD Zoning
MMD Multi-Family
Attached Property
MHD Multi-Family
Attached Property 1,000 | 1,000 | 1,000 | 1,000 | 1,000 300 | Acre
Non-Residential Property 1,000 | 1,000 | 1,000 | 1,000 | 1,000 0| Acre

* For Active Adult Property the maximum services special tax rate for SF/SFHD Zoning property is
$100 per unit and MLD zoning property is $40 per unit.

156 103 125 140 85 85| Unit

500 500 500 500 500 300 | Acre

The CFD No. 23 services special tax can be levied and collected in perpetuity. Each fiscal year,
commencing with 2021/22, the maximum services special tax rate will be increased by the
June annualized percentage change of the Consumer Price Index for all Urban Consumers, for
the San Francisco-Oakland-San Jose area, not to exceed 4%.

As described above, CFD No. 23 will include an extended-term in order to provide the
financing to fund CFD No. 23 authorized facilities through multiple CFD bond issues and the
generation of PAYGO special tax revenue from the levy and collection of the special taxes.
The primary pledge of CFD No. 23 special tax revenues will be to service outstanding CFD
No. 23 debt. Special tax revenues in excess of the annual debt service and administrative
expenses will be used on a PAYGO basis. 100% of the PAYGO revenue is intended to be
available to the landowners to fund eligible facilities for the first 20 years, beginning the Fiscal
Year following the earlier of the first building permit being issued or the first series of bonds
or other debt issued for the respective IA. After that, any PAYGO revenues may be used at the
City’s discretion to continue to fund or acquire eligible facilities, or the City may elect to
reduce the special tax levy amount to eliminate PAYGO revenues.

Ordinance No. 1305 authorizes the applicable special tax to be levied within each IA for FY

2020/21 and following fiscal years. The Ordinance was introduced for the first reading on
May 26, 2020. No changes have been made to the ordinance since the first reading.

FINANCIAL IMPACT

There is no direct General Fund impact on the City of Folsom. The CFD No. 23 formation,
bonded indebtedness, and expenses are solely the responsibility of CFD No. 23.



ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW

An Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration prepared for the Folsom Plan Area
Backbone Infrastructure Project were previously prepared for, and adopted by the City Council
on February 24, 2015, in accordance with the requirements of the California Environmental
Quality Act. Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines section 15378(c), the term “project” does not mean
each separate governmental approval for an approved activity which may be subject to several
discretionary approvals by governmental agencies. Additionally, the creation of government
funding mechanisms which do not involve any commitment to any specific project which may
result in a potentially significant physical impact on the environment is not defined as a
“project” under CEQA. CEQA Guidelines Section 15378(b)(4) and 15061(b)(3).

ATTACHMENTS

1. Ordinance No. 1305 — An Uncodified Ordinance Levying Special Taxes for the Fiscal
Year 2020-21 and Following Fiscal Years Solely within and Relating to the City of
Folsom Community Facilities District No. 23 (Folsom Ranch) (Second Reading and
Adoption)

Submitted,

C ——Fp P AN '
D Y

Stacey Tamagni
Finance Director




ORDINANCE NO. 1305

AN UNCODIFIED ORDINANCE LEVYING SPECIAL TAXES
FOR THE FISCAL YEAR 2020-21 AND FOLLOWING FISCAL YEARS
SOLELY WITHIN AND RELATING TO THE CITY OF FOLSOM
COMMUNITY FACILITIES DISTRICT NO. 23
(FOLSOM RANCH)

The City Council of the City of Folsom hereby ordains as follows:

SECTION 1 PURPOSE

The City Council of the City of Folsom hereby finds, determines and declares based on the

record before it that:

1.

The City is authorized to establish a community facilities district pursuant to the terms of
the Mello-Roos Community Facilities Act of 1982, Chapter 2.5 of Division 2 of Title 5 of
the California Government Code, commencing with Section 53311 (the “Act”); and

Pursuant to Section 53350 of the Act, the City is authorized to designate improvement areas
within the community facilities district; and

On May 26, 2020, the City Council adopted its Resolution No. 10435 (the “Resolution of
Formation”) establishing the City of Folsom Community Facilities District No. 23 (Folsom
Ranch) (the “District”) and designating Improvement Area No. 1, Improvement Area No.
2, Improvement Area No. 3, Improvement Area No. 4, Improvement Area No. 5 and
Improvement Area No. 6 (each an “Improvement Area”) therein pursuant to the Act; and

In accordance with the Rate and Method of Apportionment of Special Tax relating to each
Improvement Area, the Resolution of Formation approved the annual levy, subject to voter
approval, of a special tax in connection with each Improvement Area (each a “Special
Tax”); and

The Resolution of Formation proposed the establishment of an appropriations limit for each
Improvement Area (each an “Appropriations Limit”); and

On May 26, 2020, the City Clerk, as elections official, conducted an election of the
landowners of each Improvement Area (each an “Election”); and

On May 26, 2020, the City Council adopted its Resolution No. 10448 certifying that, at the
Election, the landowners of the City of Folsom Community Facilities District No. 23
(Folsom Ranch) Improvement Area No. 1 (“Improvement Area No. 17) approved the
Special Tax and the Appropriations Limit relating to Improvement Area No. 1; and

On May 26, 2020, the City Council adopted its Resolution No. 10449 certifying that, at the
Election, the landowners of the City of Folsom Community Facilities District No. 23
(Folsom Ranch) Improvement Area No. 2 (“Improvement Area No. 2”) approved the
Special Tax and the Appropriations Limit relating to Improvement Area No. 2; and

Ordinance No. 1305
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10.

11

12.

13.

On May 26, 2020, the City Council adopted its Resolution No. 10450 certifying that, at the
Election, the landowners of the City of Folsom Community Facilities District No. 23
(Folsom Ranch) Improvement Area No. 3 (“Improvement Area No. 3”) approved the
Special Tax and the Appropriations Limit relating to Improvement Area No. 3; and

On May 26, 2020, the City Council adopted its Resolution No. 10451 certifying that, at the
Election, the landowners of the City of Folsom Community Facilities District No. 23
(Folsom Ranch) Improvement Area No. 4 (“Improvement Area No. 4”) approved the
Special Tax and the Appropriations Limit relating to Improvement Area No. 4; and

On May 26, 2020, the City Council adopted its Resolution No. 10452 certifying that, at the
Election, the landowners of the City of Folsom Community Facilities District No. 23
(Folsom Ranch) Improvement Area No. 5 (“Improvement Area No. 5”) approved the
Special Tax and the Appropriations Limit relating to Improvement Area No. 5; and

On May 26, 2020, the City Council adopted its Resolution No. 10453 certifying that, at the
Election, the landowners of the City of Folsom Community Facilities District No. 23
(Folsom Ranch) Improvement Area No. 6 (“Improvement Area No. 6” and, together with
Improvement Area No. 1, Improvement Area No. 2, Improvement Area No. 3,
Improvement Area No. 4 and Improvement Area No. 5, each an “Improvement Area”)
approved the Special Tax and the Appropriations Limit relating to Improvement Area No.
6; and

The City Council desires to levy and impose the Special Tax and to take other related
actions.

SECTION 2

NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF FOLSOM

RESOLVES:

L.

2

The recitals set forth in Section 1 are true and correct.

A special tax is hereby levied on all Taxable Property (as defined in Exhibit D-1 of the
Resolution of Formation) within Improvement Area No. 1 for the 2020-21 fiscal year and
for all subsequent fiscal years in the amount of the maximum authorized tax, provided that
this amount may be adjusted annually, subject to the maximum authorized special tax limit,
by resolution of the City Council.

A special tax is hereby levied on all Taxable Property (as defined in Exhibit D-2 of the
Resolution of Formation) within Improvement Area No. 2 for the 2020-21 fiscal year and
for all subsequent fiscal years in the amount of the maximum authorized tax, provided that
this amount may be adjusted annually, subject to the maximum authorized special tax limit,
by resolution of the City Council.

A special tax is hereby levied on all Taxable Property (as defined in Exhibit D-3 of the
Resolution of Formation) within Improvement Area No. 3 for the 2020-21 fiscal year and
for all subsequent fiscal years in the amount of the maximum authorized tax, provided that

Ordinance No. 1305
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10.

11.

this amount may be adjusted annually, subject to the maximum authorized special tax limit,
by resolution of the City Council.

A special tax is hereby levied on all Taxable Property (as defined in Exhibit D-4 of the
Resolution of Formation) within Improvement Area No. 4 for the 2020-21 fiscal year and
for all subsequent fiscal years in the amount of the maximum authorized tax, provided that
this amount may be adjusted annually, subject to the maximum authorized special tax limit,
by resolution of the City Council.

A special tax is hereby levied on all Taxable Property (as defined in Exhibit D-5 of the
Resolution of Formation) within Improvement Area No. 5 for the 2020-21 fiscal year and
for all subsequent fiscal years in the amount of the maximum authorized tax, provided that
this amount may be adjusted annually, subject to the maximum authorized special tax limit,
by resolution of the City Council.

A special tax is hereby levied on all Taxable Property (as defined in Exhibit D-6 of the
Resolution of Formation) within Improvement Area No. 6 for the 2020-21 fiscal year and
for all subsequent fiscal years in the amount of the maximum authorized tax, provided that
this amount may be adjusted annually, subject to the maximum authorized special tax limit,
by resolution of the City Council.

The Finance Director of the City of Folsom or designee thereof (the “CFD Administrator’)
is authorized and directed, to determine each year, without further action of the City
Council, each Special Tax, to prepare the annual Special Tax roll in the amount of each
Special Tax in accordance with the related exhibit and, without further action of the City
Council, to provide all necessary and appropriate information to the Sacramento County
Auditor-Controller’s Office (the “County”) in proper form, and in proper time, necessary
to effect the correct and timely billing and collection of each Special Tax on the secured
property tax roll of the County; provided, that as provided in the Resolution of Formation
and Section 53340 of the California Government Code, the City has reserved the right to
utilize any method of collecting each Special Tax which it shall, from time to time,
determine to be in the best interests of the City of Folsom (the “City”), including but not
limited to, direct billing by the City to the property owners and supplemental billing.

The appropriate officers and agents of the City are authorized to make adjustments to the
Special Tax roll prior to the final posting of each Special Tax to the County tax roll each
fiscal year, as may be necessary to achieve a correct match of each Special Tax levy with
the assessor’s parcel numbers finally utilized by the County in sending out property tax
bills.

The City agrees that, in the event the Special Tax for an Improvement Area is collected on
the secured tax roll of the County, the County may deduct its reasonable and agreed charges
for collecting such Special Tax from the amounts collected, prior to remitting such Special
Tax collections to the City.

Taxpayers who have requested changes or corrections of the applicable Special Tax
pursuant to Section I of the Rate and Method of Apportionment of the related Special Tax
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and who are not satisfied with the decision of the CFD Administrator (whether the CFD
Administrator disagrees with the taxpayer or concludes that the City is not authorized to
consider the change requested), may appeal to the City Council. The appeal must be in
writing, fully explain the grounds of appeal and must be based solely on the correction of
mistakes in the levy based upon the status of the property, and no other appeals will be
allowed. The CFD Administrator shall schedule the appeal for consideration within a
reasonable time at a City Council meeting.

SECTION 3 SEVERABILITY

If for any cause any portion of this ordinance is found to be invalid, or if the applicable
Special Tax is found inapplicable to any particular parcel by a court of competent jurisdiction, the
balance of this ordinance, and the application of such Special Tax to the remaining parcels, shall
not be affected.

SECTION 4 EFFECTIVE DATE

This ordinance shall take effect and be in force as a tax measure thirty (30) days following
its second reading and adoption at a meeting of the City Council; and before the expiration of
twenty (20) days after its passage the same shall be published, with the names of the members
voting for and against the same, at least once in a newspaper of general circulation published and
circulated in the District.

This ordinance was introduced and the title thereof read at the regular meeting of the City
Council on May 26, 2020, and the second reading is to occur at the regular meeting of the City
Council on June 9, 2020.

On a motion by Council Member seconded by Council
Member , the foregoing ordinance was passed and adopted by the City
Council of the City of Folsom, State of California, this 9 day of June, 2020 by the following roll-
call vote:

AYES: Council Member(s):
NOES: Council Member(s):
ABSENT: Council Member(s):
ABSTAIN: Council Member(s):
Sarah Aquino, MAYOR
ATTEST:

Christa Freemantle, CITY CLERK

Ordinance No. 1305
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Folsom City Council

Staff Regort

MEETING DATE: 6/9/2020

AGENDA SECTION: | Consent Calendar

SUBJECT: Resolution No. 10431 — A Resolution Authorizing the City
Manager to Purchase a 3.03-Acre Parcel (A.P.N. 071-0690-006)
in the City of Folsom Made Available Through a Sacramento
County Chapter 8 Auction Process

FROM: Parks and Recreation Department

RECOMMENDATION / CITY COUNCIL ACTION

Staff recommends the City Council Approve Resolution No. 10431 - A Resolution
Authorizing the City Manager to Purchase a 3.03-Acre Parcel (A.P.N. 071-0690-006) in the
City of Folsom made available through a Sacramento County Chapter 8 Auction Process.

BACKGROUND /ISSUE

This 3.03-acre parcel is located within the City of Folsom and identified by Sacramento
County as A.P.N. 071-0690-006 (Attachment 2). The 2015 Parks and Recreation Master
Plan identifies this parcel as part of the overall plans for development of Lembi Community
Park (Attachment 3).

POLICY /RULE

California Government Code Section 37351 provides that: “The legislative body may
purchase, lease, exchange, or receive such personal property and real estate situated inside or
outside the city limits as is necessary or proper for municipal purposes. It may control,
dispose of, and convey such property for the benefit of the city.”

ANALYSIS

This 3.03-acre parcel is bounded on all sides by City-owned property: Lembi Community
Park, the Steve Miklos Aquatic Center, City of Folsom Fire Station #35, and City of Folsom



open space. It is vacant, wooded, landlocked and has no utilities on it. The Sacramento
County designation for the site is recreational. The City’s General Plan designation is Open
Space and Zoning is Open Space Conservation.

The 2015 Parks and Recreation Master Plan identified this parcel as part of the overall plans
to develop a .5-mile walking trail that would provide connectivity between Lembi
Community Park and the Folsom Heights community to the south. It is the City’s
understanding that this parcel was always intended to be deeded to the City; however, that
did not occur and had been sold via auction to a private party.

In January of 2020, the City received its annual list of “Notice of Proposed Public Auctions
for Tax Defaulted Properties” within Sacramento County. Upon review of over 200
properties on the list, staff noticed that this particular parcel was included in the auction
notice. On January 30, 2020, the City sent a request to Sacramento County of the City’s
interest to purchase the property. On January 28, 2020, the City Manager received approval
from the City Council in closed session to proceed with the purchase.

The purchase price of the property is based on uncollected taxes due on the parcel which is
approximately $20,325 for a sale date of October 29, 2020. The price includes property
taxes, delinquent taxes, and the cost of sale. If the sale date is extended further, it could
affect the sales price by approximately $100 per month.

As part of this process, the Planning Commission must make a finding of General Plan
consistency in accordance with Government Code 65402(a). The item was considered at the
June 3, 2020 Planning Commission meeting and staff will report on the status of the
Commission’s action on June 9th.

The timeline to maintain the current purchase price is as follows:

City Council Resolution June 9, 2020

County Board of Supervisor Hearing approval on July 14, 2020
Sacramento County approval on August 28, 2020

Parties of Interest notified on September 11, 2020

Mandated publications on October 8, 2020

Tentative date of sale on October 29, 2020

Payment from City of Folsom due on November 19, 2020

FINANCIAL IMPACT

The fund to purchase this property would come from the City’s General Fund (Fund 010) and
available fund balance. The addition of this 3.03-acre parcel would complete the anticipated
acreage for build-out of Lembi Community Park.



ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW

This purchase is exempt from CEQA pursuant to 15061(b)(3)-The activity is covered by the
common sense exemption that CEQA applies only to projects which have the potential for
causing a significant effect on the environment. Where it can be seen with certainty that there
is no possibility that the activity in question may have a significant effect on the
environment, the activity is not subject to CEQA.

ATTACHMENTS

1. Resolution No. 10431 - A Resolution Authorizing the City Manager to Purchase a 3.03-
Acre Parcel (A.P.N. 071-0690-006) in the City of Folsom made available through a
Sacramento County Chapter 8 Auction Process

2. County of Sacramento Assessor Parcel Map

3. City of Folsom-2015 Parks and Recreation Master Plan-Lembi Park

Submitted,

Lorraine Poggione,
Parks and Recreation Director



RESOLUTION NO. 10431

A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER TO PURCHASE A 3.03-
ACRE PARCEL (A.P.N. 071-0690-006) IN THE CITY OF FOLSOM MADE
AVAILABLE THROUGH A SACRAMENTO COUNTY CHAPTER 8 AUCTION
PROCESS

WHEREAS, on January 24, 2015, the City Council adopted Resolution No. 9511
approving the Parks and Recreation Master Plan — 2015 Plan Update; and

WHEREAS, the 2015 Parks and Recreation Master Plan Update identified the Lembi
Community Park improvements to include a trail on said parcel (071-0690-006); and

WHEREAS, in January 2020, the City of Folsom received a “Notice of Proposed Public
Auction” on February 24, 2020; and

WHEREAS, on June 3, 2020, the City of Folsom Planning Commission made a finding
of General Plan consistency in accordance with Government Code 65402 (a); and

WHEREAS, the City of Folsom desires to purchase said property; and

WHEREAS, sufficient funds are available in the General Fund (Fund 010) reserves in
the amount of $20,325, if purchased by October 29, 2020.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the City Council of the City of Folsom
authorizes the City Manager to purchase a 3.03-acre parcel (A.P.N. 071-0690-006) in the City of
Folsom made available through a Sacramento County Chapter 8 Auction Process.

PASSED AND ADOPTED this 9" day of June 2020, by the following roll-call vote:

AYES: Council Member(s):
NOES: Council Member(s):
ABSENT:  Council Member(s):
ABSTAIN: Council Member(s):

Sarah Aquino, MAYOR

ATTEST:

Christa Freemantle, CITY CLERK

Resolution No. 10431
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ATTACHMENT 3

Lembl Park

Lembi Park is situated at 1302 Riley Street near the Folsom Aquatic Center and
surrounded by residential housing. Existing recreational elements include a baseball
field, softball fields, a basketball court, a volleyball court, tennis courts and soccer fields.
Other recreational elements already developed include the nearby Aquatic Center,
benches, walking paths, grass areas, benches, picnic tables, a picnic pavilion, BBQ
grills, and restrooms. There is also a large parking lot adjacent to the park.

Included in the program development is 2z mile's length of trails in the park and a trail
boardwalk.

P ] M el £

Existing Recreational Elements

Programming remaining to be developed




Lembi Community Park

Programmed Facilities from the 2002 Developed Facilities 2014 Master Plan Cost
Master Plan Implementation Plan Update 2003 - 2013 Recommendation
Aqu1atic Center Classroom, water features, A A i
tc.
- OS Trails (.5 Mile)” 125,000
- Trail boardwalk® $ 75,000
Sub Total$ 200,000
Design, PM & Cont. (28.5%) $ 57,000

Totall§ 257,000

1. Development of the Folsom Aquatic Center is on a separate summary exhibit.

2. OS added in 2011 w/ new trail and wetland crossing planned.
Note: Where programming is listed but no cost is shown, indicates prior Commission direction to eliminate the
program element to reduce the scope and total cost of the park.
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Folsom City Council

Staff Reﬁort

MEETING DATE: 6/9/2020

AGENDA SECTION: | Consent Calendar

SUBJECT: Resolution No. 10460 - A Resolution Authorizing the City
Manager to Execute an Agreement with Tesco Controls for
Consulting Services for the Supervisory Control and Data
Acquisition (SCADA) System Upgrade and Maintenance
Services for Water and Sewer

FROM: Environmental and Water Resources Department

RECOMMENDATION / CITY COUNCIL ACTION

The Environmental and Water Resources Department recommends the City Council pass and
adopt Resolution No. 10460 - A Resolution Authorizing the City Manager to Execute an
Agreement with Tesco Controls, Inc for Consulting Services for the Supervisory Control and
Data Acquisition (SCADA) System Upgrade and Maintenance Services for Water and Sewer.

BACKGROUND /ISSUE

The Environmental and Water Resources Department currently uses a Supervisory Control and
Data Acquisition (SCADA) system to control and communicate with remote water and
wastewater facilities throughout the City. The SCADA system transmits data from remote
locations via radio and cellular signals to receivers located at the City’s Corporation Yard and
Water Treatment Plant. SCADA allows operators to monitor and control the operations of the
water and sewer systems from remote locations and collects data from remote monitoring
stations. The SCADA system also reduces the labor-hours required to operate the system,
increasing the overall efficiency of department staffing.

Additionally, the data collection monitoring and alarms within the SCADA system allow the
City to comply with regulatory requirements of both the Regional Water Quality Control Board
(RWQCB) for sewer and the State Water Resources Control Board-Division of Drinking Water



(DDW) for water. SCADA allows the City to increase efficiency and reduce the overall
operational costs by remotely monitoring and operating the department’s facilities.

Currently, the City has two separate Wonderware Intouch Applications: one for the Water
System and one for the Sewer system. The City intends to replace the two (2) existing
Wonderware Intouch applications with one (1) unified application for both the water and sewer
systems at a single location. This will allow the City to upgrade the system hardware, improve
redundancy and security, and upgrade the system software to the latest version.

The City issued a Request for Proposals for SCADA system upgrade and maintenance and
because of their knowledge of SCADA systems and the programming requirements of the City,
Tesco Controls, Inc. has proven to be uniquely qualified in having the technical expertise to
provide these services. City staff recommends authorizing the City Manager to execute an
agreement with Tesco Controls, Inc. for consulting services for the SCADA system upgrade
and maintenance services for water and sewer.

POLICY /RULE

In accordance with Chapter 2.36 of the Folsom Municipal Code, supplies, equipment, services,
and construction with a value of $62,014 or greater shall be awarded by City Council.

ANALYSIS

As with any equipment or operations system, the City’s overall SCADA system needs to be
maintained and upgraded to be compatible with the water and sewer facilities system
improvements, technology upgrades and general operational requirements. SCADA system
maintenance and upgrades will include the following services:

e Integrate new and upgraded facilities into the existing SCADA system

Purchase and install new virtualized hardware and software for the SCADA system

e Program, configure and upgrade software for both water and sewer systems

o Interface with Environmental and Water Resources Department engineers and
operations staff to plan, design and upgrade the new hardware and software
upgrades to have operational functionality, cyber-security and full back up
capabilities

o Interface with Environmental and Water Resources Department engineers and
operations staff to coordinate and develop SCADA information to be included into
regulatory reports

e Provide training to Environmental and Water Resources Department staff on
SCADA equipment and software



The water and sewer divisions operate complex treatment, pump station, tank, and monitoring
systems. These systems have complex software and components that require upgrades and
modifications periodically. These upgrades and modifications require specially trained
personnel to perform these functions. The City issued a Request for Proposals for SCADA
system upgrade and Maintenance and received 5 proposals from qualified firms. After review
of the proposals, the City proposes to utilize Tesco Controls, Inc. for these services for a not-
to-exceed amount of $315,000.

FINANCIAL IMPACT

Sufficient funds have been budgeted in the Sewer Operating Fund (530) and Water Operating
Fund (520), for FY 2019-20 for these services.

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW

This project is exempt from environmental review under the California Environmental Quality
Act, Section 15301 “Existing Facilities”.

ATTACHMENT

Resolution No. 10460 - A Resolution Authorizing the City Manager to Execute an Agreement
with Tesco Controls, Inc. for Consulting Services for the Supervisory Control and Data
Acquisition (SCADA) System Upgrade and Maintenance Services for Water and Sewer.

Submitted,

Marcus Yasutake, Director
ENVIRONMENTAL AND WATER RESOURCES DEPARTMENT



RESOLUTION NO. 10460

A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER TO EXECUTE AN
AGREEMENT WITH TESCO CONTROLS, INC. FOR CONSULTING SERVICES FOR
THE SUPERVISORY CONTROL AND DATA ACQUISITION (SCADA) SYSTEM
UPGRADE AND MAINTENANCE SERVICES FOR WATER AND SEWER

WHEREAS, the Environmental and Water Resources Department currently utilizes
Supervisory Control and Data Acquisition (SCADA) system to control and communicate with
remote water and wastewater facilities; and

WHEREAS, the City is required to meet specific Regional Water Quality Control Board
(RWQCB) and State Water Resources Control Board - Department of Drinking Water (DDW)
compliance requirements; and

WHEREAS, the City’s overall SCADA system needs to be maintained and upgraded to be
compatible with the water and sewer facilities system improvements, technology upgrades and
general operational requirements; and

WHEREAS, Tesco Controls, Inc., by reason of their past experience and abilities for
performing these types of services, is uniquely qualified and recommended to continue to perform
the required services; and

WHEREAS, funds have been budgeted in Sewer Operating Fund (530) and Water Operating
Fund (520), for FY 2019-20; and

WHEREAS, the agreement will be in a form acceptable to the City Attorney:

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the City Council of the City of Folsom
authorizes the City Manager to execute an agreement in the amount of $315,000 with Tesco
Controls, Inc. for consulting services for the Supervisory Control And Data Acquisition (SCADA)
system upgrade and maintenance for water and sewer for a not to exceed total fee of $315,000.

PASSED AND ADOPTED this 9™ day of June, 2020, by the following roll-call vote:

AYES: Council Member(s):
NOES: Council Member(s):
ABSENT: Council Member(s):
ABSTAIN: Council Member(s):

Sarah Aquino, MAYOR

ATTEST:

Christa Freemantle, CITY CLERK

Resolution No. 10460
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Folsom City Council

Staff Reﬁort

MEETING DATE: 6/9/2020

AGENDA SECTION: | Consent Calendar

SUBJECT: Resolution No. 10461 - A Resolution Supporting Proposed
Modifications to State Transportation Fund Allocation
Framework Administered by the Sacramento Area Council of
Governments

FROM: Public Works Department

RECOMMENDATION / CITY COUNCIL ACTION

Staff recommends the City Council adopt Resolution No. 10461 - A Resolution Supporting
Proposed Modifications to State Transportation Fund Allocation Framework Administered by
the Sacramento Area Council of Governments; authorizing and directing the City Manager or
designee to work with SACOG on its regional funding process to provide a more streamlined,
predictable and equitable approach that can be used for development of the five-year Capital
Improvement Program.

BACKGROUND /ISSUE

The City of Folsom is a member agency of the Sacramento Area Council of Governments
(SACOG), which is the designated Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) for the six-
county Sacramento region and is the Regional Transportation Planning Agency for Sacramento
County responsible for developing and implementing the long-range transportation plan. The
six-county region includes the counties of El Dorado, Placer, Sacramento, Sutter, Yolo, and
Yuba and those agencies within.

The long-range transportation plan that links land use, air quality, and transportation needs is
the Metropolitan Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy (MTP/SCS). The
2020 MTP/SCS was recently adopted by SACOG and is updated every four years.



SACOG develops and implements the MTP/SCS by coordinating transportation planning and
long-range land use planning efforts among the local jurisdictions and by programming
funding for transportation infrastructure in the region. These transportation funds are allocated
to the MPO generally based on population or a similar formula that uses 75% population and
25% roadway mileage. The federal and state funds allocated to SACOG for programing are as
follows:

Regional Surface Transportation Program (RSTP) (by population)

Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality (CMAQ) (by population)

State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) (by 75% population/25% mileage)
Active Transportation Program (ATP) (by population)

El Dorado and Placer counties each have a Regional Transportation Planning Agency (RTPA)
which programs their fair share of RSTP, CMAQ, and STIP funding. Typically, these RTPAs
program most of these funds formulaically except for some select regional projects.

When SACOG was initially formed, all six counties in the SACOG region received 100 percent
of these funds on the aforementioned formulaic basis. At that time, each member agency
submitted their individual transportation plans and priorities, which did not result in a truly
regional approach to transportation planning. Further, many smaller agencies did not receive
adequate funding for larger, more costly transportation improvements. As a result, in 2003 a
sub-region made up of Sacramento, Sutter, Yolo, and Yuba Counties agreed to pool their
SACOG-allocated federal and state transportation funds and agreed to have SACOG allocate
those funds through a competitive four-county process, which occurs on average every two
years. The intent of this change was to creale a funding pool for larger, regionally significant
transportation projects in the MTP/SCS. It was also intended that the allocation of these funds
would balance itself out over time, so that no member agency would overly benefit to the
detriment of one or more other member agencies. This has not worked as intended to date, and
there is concern that the competitive funding process has become inequitable and
disadvantageous to some member agencies.

The next funding round is planned for the summer or fall of 2020 and is estimated to include
$200million in funding. Public Works staff from several member agencies have developed a
proposal to modify the SACOG funding approach by streamlining the application process,
providing more focus on local transportation priorities, and allocating some portion of the
transportation funds on a formulaic basis.

POLICY / RULE

The City Council has sole authority to direct the City Manager and staff to work with
external public agencies.



ANALYSIS

Staff has worked with SACOG for a number of years to deliver federal and state-funded
transportation projects programmed through this 100% competitive process, which over time
has grown more and more complex. This complexity increases the demand on limited
resources, such as staff time.

As an example, in 2018 the City retained a consulting firm to prepare a grant application for
the Oak Avenue Parkway Improvement Project, which consisted of the widening of Oak
Avenue Parkway from two to four lanes between Folsom-Auburn Road and Baldwin Dam
Road, including traffic control and intersection improvements at both ends of the project, and
a separated bicycle path along the length of the project. The proposal was only for the receival
of funding for environmental clearance and design, but the project did not score high enough
in the competitive process and was therefore rejected. This was the second time that a grant
application was submitted for this project and was rejected.

The SACOG process also results in the following issues:

e Does not provide any long-term funding certainty, which makes it difficult to create
funding plans for large projects, such as the Empire Ranch Road interchange, and to
develop five-year capital improvement programs. For instance, the City may receive
partial funding for a certain project and may need to recompete for the same project
two years later. Staff has also had to break larger projects into smaller segments to
ensure they are funded, resulting in less effective project delivery, increased costs, and
the delayed completion of projects for years. The best example of this is the Folsom
segment of the Capital Southeast Connector project. The City partnered with the
Connector JPA to seek $15million in SACOG grant funds in the 2015 funding round
but was only awarded $7.5million. The project received additional funding through the
SB-1 gas tax, but project costs also increased, so some elements of the original design
had to be adjusted or deferred until additional funding could be identified.

e To ensure competitiveness, cities and counties must set aside local dollars as a possible
match for SACOG funding that may not materialize if a project is not selected for
funding.

¢ Recommendations on which projects should be funded are made by SACOG reviewer
stakeholders that may have specific areas of interest but no familiarity with the arca,
the project, or the priorities of the community being affected.

e The competitive nature of the SACOG process creates division between local agencies
instead of promoting regional cooperation and collaboration to leverage SACOG and
SB1 funds for larger regional projects.



In October of 2019, Public Works staff from Sacramento County and the cities within the
County met to discuss the SACOG process and possible solutions that could be proposed.
Consensus was reached quickly, and a draft proposal was developed.

Each agency then received support from its respective city and county leadership. The proposal
was then shared with Sutter, Yolo, and Yuba Counties and the cities within those counties to
gain a broad consensus across the four-county region. While a consensus could not be reached,
a number of agencies voiced support including Yuba County, Sutter County, and the City of
Winters. During this process, local agency staff also met with SACOG staff in December 2019
and again in February 2020 to discuss local concerns and possible solutions.

As a result of these meetings and the input received, a proposal was provided to SACOG staff
at the end of April and is included as Attachment 2 to this staff report. This proposal would
shift the SACOG process from 100% competitive to 25% competitive/75% allocation. This
allocation would be based on the same formulas used for allocating these funds to SACOG.
As noted in the attachment, this would provide more certainty to local agencies, and provide
funding for regional projects while still meeting SACOG’s regional goals including
compliance with the MTP/SCS and Air Quality standards.

This proposal along with other items related to the 2020 funding round were brought to the
SACOG Policy & Innovation Committee, Transportation Committee, and the Land Use &
Natural Resources Committee in May. The result of these committee meetings was to push
SACOG board action from June to August. This creates the opportunity for additional
committee consideration in June and further discussion with agencies interested in this
proposal.

The City Council could elect to not authorize the resolution, and direct staff to work with
SACOG regarding streamlining regional funding and providing a more predictable and
equitable funding that can be used for development of the five-year Capital Improvement
Program. This alternative is not recommended as it would maintain the status quo and create a
variety of challenges in planning and programing transportation projects in the Capital
Improvement Program.

FINANCIAL IMPACT

There is no direct fiscal impact associated with this action. Should these efforts prove
successful, there is the potential for more efficient programming and delivery of Capital
Projects in the Capital Improvement Program. There is also the potential for more direct control
of federal and state funds for local priorities and greater potential to leverage other federal,
state, and local funding sources.

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW

This project has been deemed categorically exempt from environmental review.



ATTACHMENTS

1. Resolution No. 10461 - A Resolution Supporting Proposed Modifications to State
Transportation Fund Allocation Framewotk Administered by the Sacramento Area
Council of Governments :

2. April 29, 2020 Proposal to Streamline and Maximize Efficiency of Federal and State
Funds Managed by SACOG

Submitted,
oA,

Dave Nugen: Public Works Director
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Resolution No. 10461



RESOLUTION NO. 10461

A RESOLUTION SUPPORTING PROPOSED MODIFICATIONS TO STATE
TRANSPORTATION FUND ALLOCATION FRAMEWORKADMINISTERED BY THE
SACRAMENTO AREA COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS

WHEREAS, the City of Folsom is a member agency of the Sacramento Area Council of
Governments (SACOG); and

WHEREAS, SACOG is the designated Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) for
the six-county Sacramento region and is the transportation planning agency responsible for
developing and implementing the long-range transportation plan; and

WHEREAS, the long-range transportation plan linking land use, air quality, and
transportation needs is the Metropolitan Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy
(MTP/SCS); and

WHEREAS, SACOG develops and implements the MTP/SCS by coordinating
transportation planning and long-range land use planning efforts among the local jurisdictions,
and by programming funding for transportation infrastructure in the region; and

WHEREAS, transportation funds are allocated to SACOG based on population or a
similar formula that uses 75% population and 25% roadway mileage; and

WHEREAS, SACOG currently programs federal and state transportation funds for
Sacramento, Sutter, Yolo, and Yuba Counties through competitive four-county funding rounds,
which occur on average every two years; and

WHEREAS, the regional funding round competition has developed over time, and the
application process has become more complex creating additional costs to compete for federal
and state funds; and

WHEREAS, the regional funding round competition has created a lack of long-term
certainty over the City’s Capital Improvement Program; and

WHEREAS, staff from agencies within Sacramento County have developed a proposal
for SACOG that streamlines the application process and incorporates the concept of 75% of the
funds being formulaically distributed and leaving 25% for a competitive round.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the City Council of the City of Folsom
hereby authorizes and directs the City Manager or designee to work with SACOG on the
regional funding process to provide a more streamlined, predictable and equitable approach that
can be used for development of the Capital Improvement Program.

Resolution No. 10461
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PASSED AND ADOPTED this 9 day of June, 2020, by the following roll-call vote:

AYES: Council Member(s):
NOES: Council Member(s):
ABSENT:  Council Member(s):
ABSTAIN: Council Member(s):

Sarah Aquino, MAYOR

ATTEST:

Christa Freemantle, CITY CLERK

Resolution No. 10461
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Attachment 2

April 29, 2020 Proposal to Streamline and
Maximize Efficiency of Federal and State Funds

Managed by SACOG



FOUR COUNTY SACOG MEMBER AGENCY PROPOSAL
SACRAMENTO COUNTY AGENCIES REVISIONS (4/29/20)

Proposal to Streamline and Maximize Efficiency of
Federal and State Funds Managed by SACOG

SACOG, as the designated Metropolitan Planning Organization for the six counties, is required to
program the federal and state transportation funding that is allocated to each county based
primarily on population. After 18 years, most member agencies believe it is time to re-evaluate
the process that is used to distribute funding to four of the six counties (Sacramento, Yolo, Yuba,
and Sutter Counties). Before and after 2002, El Dorado and Placer Counties in the SACOG
MTP/SCS Region are given their county share of federal and state funding and allocate most of
the funding to their agencies by formula. Many COGs throughout the state and nation continue
to use this model.

Given limited local and outside transportation funds and substantial transportation system needs
throughout the region, most agencies recognize that the time, cost, and unpredictability of a
competitive program for four of the six counties is not the most effective way to achieve MTP/SCS
goals and meet regional and local transportation needs. Given current conditions, including air
quality conformity in lockdown and declines in local funding, the regional transportation funding
program managed through SACOG is an opportunity to provide economic stimufus and address
local agency funding shortfalls. A revised approach is recommended to more efficiently and
effectively program regional transportation funding, both for 2020 and for future rounds.

Goals:

e Use the region’s limited state, federal, and local transportation dollars as efficiently as
possible to maximize achievement of MTP/SCS goals through local agency project and
program delivery. Specifically, focus on projects that achieve the following goals:

o Achieve VMT reductions and LOS improvements by adding facilities and services
to support mode shift, shorten trips, and relieve congestion.

o Promote reduction in GHG through mode shift and new technalogies while
allowing local agencies to address their unique needs

o Maintain a state of good repair

o For the upcoming 2020 funding round, fund projects that can be achieved under
air quality conformity lockdown and that help provide stimulus to local agencies
with reduced local transportation funding and support regional economic
recovery.

e Provide predictability and agility in funding, to allow for longer term planning of needed
facilities, greater leveraging of other funds, and ability to respond to changed conditions
and opportunities



Regional leadership in establishing priorities for regional projects to ensure consistency
with air quality conformity and SCS goals and coordinating solutions for regional
transportation projects and funding strategies

Local leadership in establishing priorities for local projects while ensuring consistency
with air quality conformity and SCS goals.

Maximize dollars to the region through management of federal and state funds

Make application process for regional funds less costly and time-consuming

Existing Challenges:

Lack of predictability in funding, creating uncertainty in planning and delivery of projects
beyond two to three years out

Inability to take advantage of SACOG-managed federal funds to leverage other funding
programs (e.g., SB1 programs)

Piecemealing of projects into segments, resulting in less effective project delivery,
increasing costs and delaying completion of projects for years

Maintenance and upgrading of existing infrastructure is falling further behind,
exponentially increasing future regional transportation costs for the next generation

Decisions on which local projects are funded are not made by those with the greatest
understanding of the individual projects and community being affected; instead, they
are made by other individuals with specific topical expertise but that may have no
specific familiarity with the area, project, or the needs of the community being affected

Individual agency’s lower priority projects can be funded while its higher priority
projects go unfunded.

There are no feasible funding strategies for regional and large projects.

Much of available local transportation dollars are used for SACOG application
preparation and overmatching and adding design enhancements to projects, resulting in
difficulty for local agencies to pursue other grants, scope new projects, and to locally
fund smaller or local priority projects

Limited flexibility to adjust funding on projects to reflect new opportunities or to
address uncontrollable delays (e.g., environmental and ROW issues)

2



Proposal

Streamline the process for allocating state and federal dollars for all six counties in a
manner similar to what is already being successfully used by El Dorado and Placer
Counties in the SACOG MTP/SCS Region. Allocate funding (STIP, RSTP, CMAQ) by county
based on statewide and federal allocations to each of the six counties (adding
Sacramento, Yolo, Yuba, Sutter to existing process for Placer and El Dorado Counties).

SACOG will work with jurisdictions to establish funding priorities based on MTP/SCS
needs to guide these allocations while supporting individual jurisdictional needs.

In each county, each local agency and special district (transit agency, Caltrans, air
district) will receive an allocation to program in the MTIP based on a formula
determined at the countywide level, which would consider at a minimum what the
agencies have historically received.

Based on a short SACOG application (two to three pages), each agency will submit its
planned projects, costs, and delivery schedule to SACOG for review for consistency with
the MTP/SCS and its overall guidelines/funding priorities, and to program for
fund/delivery year management (e.g., adjust delivery year based on financial
constraints). Applications will be reviewed by technical review committees and by
advisory committees to answer questions and provide feedback on potential issues and
improvements.

Strategies for smaller agencies can include swapping out federal funding for local with
larger agencies or getting larger allocations in less frequent intervals in order to make
delivery easier and more effective

Based on the MTP/SCS priorities, SACOG would define specific high-priority regional
projects by county and work with agencies on funding strategies to deliver large and
regional projects. The focus of regional projects will be to leverage outside funding (e.g.,
SB1 programs) and assist in multi-agency efforts.

SACOG would manage competitive programs for the four- or six-county region as
required by the state, for pilot programs, or to achieve special outcomes that would not
be achieved through local programming decisions. As an overall starting assumption,
about 75% of regional four-county funding would be allocated by formula to all the local
agencies and special districts (e.g., transit agencies) and the remaining 25% (such as
ATP) would be competitive programs. Placer and El Dorado Counties would continue to
only have to compete for ATP and would continue receiving the rest of their funding by
formula.



For the 2020 round, the desire is to place 50%of the overall funding into a stimulus
program by formula; the remaining 50% of funding would be within SACOG
Consolidated Programs, with half by formula and half by competitive application to
achieve an overall rate of 75% by formula as summarized below:

o 50% of funds for Stimulus Program by formula;
o 25% of funds for SACOG Consolidated Program by formula;
o 25% of funds for SACOG Consolidated Program by competition.

SACOG would consolidate competitive funding programs and streamline the application
process.

SACOG would continue to manage project delivery schedules to maximize regional
spending to take advantage of August redistributions. In addition, it would review the
types and locations of projects being constructed throughout the region and make
recommendations on adjustments needed for all six counties to better support MTP/SCS

goals
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Folsom City Council

Staff Reﬁort

MEETING DATE: 6/9/2020

AGENDA SECTION: | Consent Calendar

SUBJECT: Resolution No. 10462- A Resolution Authorizing the City
Manager to Execute a Memorandum of Understanding with the
County of Sacramento for Commercial and Industrial
Stormwater Inspections and Enforcement Within Folsom to
Comply with the City’s National Pollutant Discharge
Elimination System (NPDES) Permit

FROM: Public Works Department

RECOMMENDATION / CITY COUNCIL ACTION

The Public Works Department recommends that the City Council pass and adopt Resolution
No. 10462 - A Resolution Authorizing the City Manager to Execute a Memorandum of
Understanding with the County of Sacramento for Commercial and Industrial Stormwater
Inspections and Enforcement Within Folsom to Comply with the City’s National Pollutant
Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) Permit.

BACKGROUND / ISSUE

The City of Folsom is a member of the Sacramento Stormwater Quality Partnership, along
with the County of Sacramento and the Cities of Sacramento, Citrus Heights, Galt, Rancho
Cordova and Elk Grove (collectively referred to as Permittees). The partnership exists to
develop programs and policies for compliance with waste discharge requirements (National
Pollutant Discharge Elimination System [NPDES] Permit No. CAS085324 hereinafter referred
to as “Permit”) issued jointly to all the Permittees by the California Regional Water Quality
Control Board (RWQCB) for municipal stormwater discharges.

City Council passed Resolution No. 7271 on February 24, 2004, authorizing the City to enter
into its first 5-year Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) with Sacramento County
Environmental Management Division (County EMD) to provide inspection and enforcement



services to meet the requirements of the permit. The MOU details the responsibilities for the
inspection program, enforcement, industry notification, record keeping and complaint
response. All Permittees executed separate 5-year agreements with County EMD to provide
the same basic service. The 2004 MOU was first renewed in 2010 and again in 2015 by
Resolution 9625. The current 2015 MOU agreement expires on June 30, 2020. The Permittees
have collectively developed a new 5-year agreement (Attachment 2). County EMD and the
Permittees would like to continue its partnership by adopting the new MOU.

POLICY /RULE
City Council authorization is required to enter into an inter-agency Agreement.
ANALYSIS

Attachment K — Prescriptive Requirements of the NPDES Permit No. CAS085324 (Permit)
requires the City to inspect and ensure certain commercial/industrial facilities for compliance
with the Stormwater Ordinance. The current MOU between the City and the County EMD for
these services expires on June 30, 2020. In order to avoid disruption to the program and
noncompliance with the City’s Stormwater permit, it is requested that the new MOU be
adopted. The County of Sacramento will execute a new MOU with each agency under separate
agreements to authorize the same terms of agreement.

The Memorandum of Understanding with the County of Sacramento for implementing the
Commercial and Industrial Stormwater Compliance Program required under the National
Pollutant Discharge Eliminate System (NPDES) Permit No. CAS085324 has been reviewed
and approved by the City Attorney, and a copy is included as Attachment 2.

FINANCIAL IMPACT

The MOU for the County program is entirely fee based and, other than continued City staff
time for coordination and oversight, it will have no financial impact to the City. The County
charges the private businesses within our jurisdiction an annual inspection fee to be in the
inspection program.

If the MOU is not approved, the City would have to spend significant additional staff time
conducting the inspections and enforcement actions, or else hire a consultant to perform the
activities.

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW

The MOU is required to comply with the provisions of the Municipal Stormwater Permit.
Failure to execute the MOU may subject the City of Folsom to regulatory action.



The MOU does not call for the implementation of specific projects and requires only an
inspection program assigning roles and responsibilities. Therefore, the MOU is not subject to
environmental review.

ATTACHMENTS

1. Resolution No. 10462 - A Resolution Authorizing the City Manager to Execute a
Memorandum of Understanding with the County of Sacramento for Commercial
and Industrial Stormwater Inspections and Enforcement Within Folsom to Comply
with the City’s National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) Permit

2. Memorandum of Understanding with the County of Sacramento for Commercial
and Industrial Stormwater Inspections and Enforcement within Folsom to Comply
with the City’s National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) Permit

Submitted, Q‘w
A /t\ —

Dave Nugen, PUBLIC WPRKS DIRECTOR




Attachment 1

Resolution No. 10462



RESOLUTION NO. 10462

A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER TO EXECUTE A
MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING WITH THE COUNTY OF SACRAMENTO FOR
COMMERCIAL AND INDUSTRIAL STORMWATER INSPECTIONS AND
ENFORCEMENT WITHIN FOLSOM TO COMPLY WITH THE CITY’S NATIONAL
POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM (NPDES) PERMIT

WHEREAS, On August 11, 2015, the County and the City entered into a 5-year agreement
for enforcement of regulatory compliance with National Pollutant Discharge System Permit
(hereinafter referred to as the “Agreement”); and

WHEREAS, as stated therein, the Agreement expires June 30, 2020; and

WHEREAS, The County and the City developed a new Agreement with terms and provisions
intended to update those set forth in the present Agreement; and

WHEREAS, Attachment K — Prescriptive Requirements of the National Pollutant Discharge
Elimination System (NPDES) Permit No. CAS085324 (Permit) requires the City to inspect and ensure
certain commercial/industrial facilities for compliance with the Stormwater Ordinance; and

WHEREAS, to provide a consistent program across the county, lessen the burden to local
businesses affected, and reduce administrative costs, Sacramento County agrees to implement the
required compliance program for all permitted agencies; and

WHEREAS, the agreement will be in a form acceptable to the City Attorney:

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the City Council of the City of Folsom
authorizes the City Manager to execute a Memorandum of Understanding with the County of
Sacramento for Commercial and Industrial Stormwater Inspections and Enforcement within Folsom to
comply with the City’s National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) Permit.

PASSED AND ADOPTED this 9™ day of June 2020, by the following roll-call vote:

AYES: Council Member(s):
NOES: Council Member(s):
ABSENT: Council Member(s):
ABSTAIN: Council Member(s):

Sarah Aquino, MAYOR
ATTEST:

Christa Freemantle, CITY CLERK

Resolution No. 10462
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Attachment 2

Memorandum of Understanding with the County
of Sacramento for Commercial and Industrial
Stormwater Inspections and Enforcement within
Folsom to Comply with the City’s National
Pollutant Discharge Elimination Systems
(NPDES) Permit



COUNTY OF SACRAMENTO AGREEMENT NO. #

AGREEMENT

THIS AGREEMENT is made and entered into as of this ___ day of
2020, between the COUNTY OF SACRAMENTO ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT
DEPARTMENT, a political subdivision of the State of California (hereinafter referred to as
"COUNTY"), and the CITY OF FOLSOM, a charter municipal corporation (hereinafter
referred to as "CITY").

RECITALS

WHEREAS, in 1987 Congress amended Section 402 of the Federal Clean Water
Act to require the United States Environmental Protection Agency ("EPA") to promulgate
regulations for permits for stormwater discharges; and

WHEREAS, the regulations are designed to control pollutants associated with
stormwater discharges through the use of the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination
System ("NPDES") permit system which allows the lawful discharge of stormwater into the
waters of the United States; and

WHEREAS, the EPA has delegated to the State of California the authority to issue
NPDES permits; and

WHEREAS, the California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Central Valley
Region ("Regional Board") has been charged by the California State Water Resources
Control Board with the responsibility to issue NPDES permits within the Central Valley
Region; and

WHEREAS, on June 23, 2016, the Regional Board adopted a NPDES stormwater
permit No. CAS0085324, Order No. R5-2016-0040, (hereinafter referred to as "Permit"),
and the County of Sacramento and the Cities of Citrus Heights, Elk Grove, Folsom, Galt,
Rancho Cordova and Sacramento (PERMITTEES) obtained coverage under the Permit
on November 23, 2016 through receipt of the Notice of Applicability ; and

WHEREAS, references in this AGREEMENT to the Permit shall be construed as
including applicable sections of the Stormwater Quality Improvement Plan, (SQIP), and
any other valid order or instrument issued by the Regional Board regarding
implementation of the Permit; and

WHEREAS, PERMITTEES must comply with the Permit, its successor Pemit, and
other stormwater compliance documents subject to modification by the Regional Board,;
and

WHEREAS, CITY is responsible for overseeing regulatory compliance with the
Permit for areas within its jurisdiction; and

WHEREAS, CITY has adopted a Stormwater Ordinance set forth in Chapter 8.70
of the Folsom Municipal Code (“Stormwater Ordinance”) to prohibit the discharge of
pollutants to CITY's municipal stormwater conveyance system; and
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WHEREAS, the Regional Commercial/Industrial Program section of the SQIP
includes the requirement to track, inspect and ensure compliance with the Stormwater
Ordinance at industrial and commercial facilities; and

WHEREAS, COUNTY, as both the State designated Certified Unified Program
Agency (CUPA) and Environmental Health Agency for Sacramento County, is currently
tracking, conducting inspections and otherwise regulating, pursuant to Division 20,
Chapter 6.11, and Division 104, Part 7 of the Health and Safety Code, the majority of the
commercial and industrial facilities that are subject to compliance with the Stormwater
Ordinance; and

WHEREAS, CITY has determined that the cost to track, inspect and ensure
stormwater compliance at commercial and industrial facilities is such that it would be more
economical, feasible, and appropriate to utilize the services of COUNTY to fulfill the
commercialfindustrial stormwater program requirements of the Permit; and

WHEREAS, Article 11, section 8, of the California Constitution provides that a
county may agree with a city within its borders to perform specified municipal functions, if
provided by their respective charters, and the City and County Charters allow the City
Council and the Board of Supervisors, respectively, to enter into agreements for the
performance of municipal functions by COUNTY; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to Folsom Municipal Code Chapter 8.70, STORMWATER
MANAGEMENT AND DISCHARGE CONTROL, Section 8.70.320, Commercial and
Industrial facility inspections, and Section 8.70.400, Enforcement, CITY may enter into
agreements with COUNTY and its authorized officials and employees to administer and
enforce the CITY Stormwater Ordinance with respect to commercial and industrial facilities
in the CITY by including these facilities in COUNTY’s commercial and industrial
compliance program; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to Folsom Municipal Code Section 8.70.400 (C), if CITY and
COUNTY enter into such an agreement, any administrative or civil enforcement by
COUNTY of the CITY Stormwater Ordinance with respect to such commercial and
industrial facilities shall be governed by and conducted pursuant to the COUNTY's own
stormwater ordinance; and

WHEREAS, COUNTY and CITY desire to enter into the terms and conditions set
forth herein,

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual promises hereinafter set forth,
the parties hereto agree as follows:

L SCOPE OF SERVICES

COUNTY shall provide services in the amount, type, and manner described in
Exhibit "A", which is attached hereto and incorporated herein.

CITY shall provide services in the amount, type, and manner described in Exhibit
"B", which is attached hereto and incorporated herein.

. COST SHARE
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Each party shall be responsible for the costs of implementing their respective
services as described in Exhibits "A" and "B."

. TERM

This Agreement shall be effective and commence as of the date first written above
and shall end on June 30, 2025, unless sooner terminated as provided herein.

v. NOTICE

Any notice, demand, request, consent, or approval that either party hereto may or
is required to give the other pursuant to this Agreement shall be in writing and shall be
either personally delivered or sent by certified mail, return receipt requested, addressed
as follows:

TO COUNTY TO CITY

Marie Woodin, Director Dave Nugen, Director
Sacramento of County Department of Public Works
Environmental Management Department City of Folsom

10590 Armstrong Avenue 50 Natoma Street
Sacramento, CA 95655 Folsom, CA 95630

Either party may change the address to which subsequent notice and/or other
communications can be sent by giving written notice designating a change of address to
the other party, which shall be effective upon receipt. Notice shall be deemed effective on
the date of receipt.

V. COMPLIANCE WITH LAWS

CITY and COUNTY and their respective officers and employees shall observe and
comply with all applicable Federal, State, County and City laws, regulations and
ordinances, including but not limited to laws, regulations and ordinances governing conflict
of interest.

Vi EMPLOYMENT STATUS OF PERSONNEL

1. Any persons employed by COUNTY for the performance of services pursuant
to this Agreement shall remain employees of COUNTY, shall at all times be
under the direction and control of COUNTY, and. shall not be considered
employees of CITY. All persons employed by COUNTY to perform services
pursuant to this Agreement shall be entitled solely to the rights and privileges
afforded to COUNTY employees and shall not be entitled, as a result of
providing services hereunder, to any additional rights or privileges that may be
afforded to CITY employees.

2. Forthe purpose of performing the services provided for in this Agreement, and
for the purpose of giving official status to the performance thereof where
necessary, every COUNTY officer and employee engaged in the performance
of any service hereunder shall be deemed to be an agent of the CITY while
performing such services for CITY, provided that such services are within the
scope of this Agreement, are purely municipal functions and are performed as
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authorized by the Folsom Municipal Code. Notwithstanding the agency
relationship established by this subsection, the CITY shall not be liable for any
act or omission of any COUNTY officer or employee.

3. CITY shall not be liable for the payment of any salaries, wages, compensation
or other benefits to any COUNTY employee performing services pursuant to
this Agreement, or for compensation or indemnity to any COUNTY employee
for injury or sickness arising out of his or her employment with the COUNTY
and providing services pursuant to this Agreement.

4. COUNTY hereby indemnifies and holds CITY harmless from any and all claims
that may be made against CITY based on any contention by any third party
that an employer-employee relationship exists by reason of this Agreement.

VIl. SHARE OF LIABILITIES

Notwithstanding any provision hereof to the contrary, if the Regional Board or other
regulatory agency imposes penalties on the CITY, or any third party files a lawsuit against
the CITY, based on any violation of the Permit by CITY, and such violation is related to
any activities performed by either party under this Agreement, each party shall be
responsible for the costs of such penalties or third party lawsuits to the extent that such
penalties or lawsuits arise from activities performed or required to be performed by that
party, its officers, directors, agents, employees, and volunteers, under this Agreement.

VIll. INDEMNIFICATION

CITY shall defend, indemnify and hold harmless COUNTY, its Board of
Supervisors, officers, directors, agents, employees and volunteers from and against all
demands, claims, actions, liabilities, losses, damages, and costs, including reasonable
attorney’s fees, arising out of or resulting from the performance of the Agreement, caused
in whole or in part by the negligent or intentional acts or omissions of CITY officers,
directors, agents, and employees (including its volunteers and students).

COUNTY shall defend, indemnify, and hold harmless CITY, its City Council,
officers, directors, agents, employees, and volunteers from and against all demands,
claims, actions, liabilities, losses, damages and costs, including reasonable attorneys'
fees, arising out of or resulting fram the performance of the Agreement, caused in whole
or in part by the negligent or intentional acts or omissions of COUNTY's Board of
Supervisors, officers, directors, agents, and employees (including its volunteers and
students).

It is the intention of COUNTY and CITY that the provisions of this SECTION be
interpreted to impose on each party responsibility to the other for the acts and omissions
of their respective officers, directors, agents, employees, volunteers and students,
COUNTY's Board of Supervisors, and CITY's City Council. It is also the intention of
COUNTY and CITY that, where comparative fault is determined to have been contributory,
principles of comparative fault will be followed and each party shall bear the proportionate
cost of any damage attributable to the fault of that party, its officers, directors, agents,
employees, volunteers and students, COUNTYs Board of Supervisors and CITY's City
Coungil.

IX. SUBCONTRACTS AND ASSIGNMENT
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1. Any subcontracting will be subject to all applicable provisions of this Agreement.
Subcontracting services delivered under this Agreement shall not in any way
relieve COUNTY of any duty or responsibility under this Agreement and
COUNTY shall remain primarily obligated for the performance of all services.

2. This Agreement is not assignable by COUNTY in whole or in part, without the
prior written consent of CITY.

X. AMENDMENT AND WAIVER

Except as provided herein, no alteration, amendment, variation, or waiver of the
terms of this Agreement shall be valid unless made in writing and signed by both parties.
Waiver by either party of any default, breach or condition precedent shall not be construed
as a waiver of any other default, breach or condition precedent, or any other right
hereunder.

XI. INTERPRETATION

This Agreement shall be deemed to have been prepared equally by both of the
parties, and the Agreement and its individual provisions shall not be construed or
interpreted more favorably for one party on the basis that the other party prepared it.

Xil. TERMINATION

Either party may terminate this Agreement upon one hundred and eighty (180)
days written notice to the other party. Notice shall be deemed served on the date of
mailing.

Xill. PRIOR AGREEMENTS

This Agreement constitutes the entire contract between COUNTY and CITY
regarding the subject matter of this Agreement. Any prior agreements, whether oral or
written, between COUNTY and CITY regarding the subject matter of this Agreement are
hereby terminated effective immediately upon full execution of this Agreement.

XIV. DUPLICATE COUNTERPARTS

This Agreement may be executed in duplicate counterparts. The Agreement shall
be deemed executed when it has been signed by both parties.

Page 5 of 14



IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have caused this Agreement to be duly
executed as of the day and year first written above.

COUNTY OF SACRAMENTO, a political subdivision of the State of Callfornla
By:

Date:
Marie Woodin, Director
Environmental Management Department
Reviewed and approved by County Counsel:
Date:
Deputy County Counsel
COUNTY OF SACRAMENTO AGREEMENT NO.
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CITY OF FOLSOM
a charter municipal corporation of the State of California

By:

Date:
Elaine Andersen, City Manager
Aftest:

Date:
Christa Freemantle, City Clerk
Approved as to form;

Date:

Steven Wang, City Attorney
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EXHIBIT A to Agreement
between the COUNTY OF SACRAMENTO,
hereafter referred to as "COUNTY," and
the CITY OF FOLSOM, hereafter referred to as "CITY"

l. SCOPE OF SERVICES
COUNTY DESCRIPTION OF SERVICES

COUNTY will work within a cooperative relationship with CITY and provide the following
services:

1. Administer and enforce CITY's Stormwater Ordinance with respect to
commercial and industrial facilities within the CITY.

A. COUNTY will administer and enforce CITY's Stormwater Ordinance with
respect to commercial and industrial facilities within the incorporated CITY
area, to the extent that COUNTY administration and enforcement is
authorized by the Stormwater Ordinance or any amendments thereto adopted
by the Folsom City Council. '

2. Provide inspections at commercial and industrial facilities within the
incorporated CITY area as required by the Permit and the current California
Regional Water Quality Control Board Order in effect during the contract period
consistent with applicable provisions of the Stormwater Ordinance.

A. COUNTY will complete a stormwater compliance inspection at each
eligible commercial and industrial facility at least once every three
years.

B. As necessary to comply with provisions of the Permit, categories
may be proposed by the City for addition to or deletion from the
Commercial and Industrial Stormwater Compliance Program
(CISCP).

C. COUNTY will, in coordination with CITY, maintain and update
inspection form(s) to be used by COUNTY personnel.

D. COUNTY will maintain and update the required area survey activities
to ensure that new facilities are incorporated into the stormwater
inspection and enforcement program and will provide, at a minimum,
annual updates of database.

E. COUNTY will distribute at the time of inspection any educational
materials provided by CITY for such distribution.

F. As necessary to comply with provisions of the permit, at the request

of CITY, COUNTY wilt incorporate procedures to evaluate mitigation
measures for target pollutant and/or priority water quality constituent
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sources at commercial and industrial facilities that are identified by
CITY. Inspection procedures will be designed to provide reasonable
assurance that pollutant sources and their associated mitigation
measures are adequately managed to reduce pollutant discharge,
while making efforts to minimize the amount of additional time and
resources needed to do so, by coordinating such procedures with
existing inspection procedures.

3. Provide follow-up inspection and enforcement actions consistent with the
requirements of the Permit and applicable provisions of the Stormwater
Ordinance.

A. In coordination with CITY, COUNTY will update follow-up inspection protocols
and a progressive enforcement policy document for submittal to the Regional
Board as part of the Stormwater Quality Improvement Plan (SQIP).

B. COUNTY will provide enforcement assistance, as requested, by the Regional
Board.

4. Provide a funding mechanism for commercial and industrial facility stormwater
compliance Inspection program.

A. COUNTY will guantify necessary COUNTY resources required to achieve
compliance with the Permit as it applies to inspection, enforcement, and other
related activities for commercial and industrial facilities, as agreed to in this
Agreement.

B. COUNTY will develop and present to the COUNTY Board of Supervisors a
proposed ordinance that authorizes COUNTY to recover program costs
resulting from the expenditure of resources required for program
implementation. Such an ordinance will include a fee schedule detailing
annual fees for all facilities included in the commercial and industrial
stormwater compliance program.

5. Provide support for presentations before the Folsom City Council and other
groups or Individuals.

If requested, COUNTY will assist in the presentation of stormwater related issues
before the City Council and any other groups or individuals.

6. Provide Adequate Industry Notification.
COUNTY, along with CITY, will conduct workshops and other outreach efforts to

inform the regulated community of pending fee changes, significant compliance
issues, and changes to program.
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7. Provide for additional staff and training.

A. COUNTY will review current level of staffing and will develop a work plan
documenting additional staff required for the commercial and industrial
stormwater compliance program implementation.

B. COUNTY will arrange for and secure staff training as needed or as requested
by CITY.

8. Maintain adequate record-keeping and notification system.

A. COUNTY will review and update recordkeeping and notification requirements
required by the Permit and incorporate these requirements into its existing
record keeping and outside agency reporting protocols and shall provide such
records upon request to CITY.

B. COUNTY will make additions and/or adjustments to its existing database to
comply with data management requirements contained in Permit.

C. County will maintain CISCP records for a minimum of five (5) years.

9. Appointment of a Senior Level Manager as liaison to CITY for coordination with
the commercial and industrial stormwater compliance program.

COUNTY will designate a senior level position to oversee all stormwater program
activities immediately upon signing of the Agreement who shall act as the
primary liaison with CITY. CITY shall be immediately notified of this contact
person.

10. Provide for complaint response.

A. COUNTY will maintain and update as needed the methodology that outlines
how complaints should be categorized and the appropriate level of response-
required as to complaints for those industries within COUNTY's inspection
jurisdiction.

B. COUNTY, along with CITY, will work directly with the Regional Board to
develop and modify this proposed methodology, to ensure Permit
compliance.

C. Respond to complaints received regarding facilities not currently
inventoried as a CISCP facility, but for which there is credible
information indicating a reasonable likelihood that it is a CISCP facility.
Based on its investigation of the facility, COUNTY will determine
whether or not it is a CISCP facility. COUNTY will be responsible for
investigation and enforcement of complaints at facilities it determines
to be CISCP facilities, and will refer complaints regarding non-CISCP
facilities to CITY. Referrals to CITY of non-CISCP facility discharges
will be provided within one business day to the extent practicable.
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11. Provide for reporting and documentation.

Not later than August 31 of each year, COUNTY will provide CITY any inspection,
enforcement, complaint data or documentation needed by CITY to achieve
compliance with reporting requirements contained in the Permit. This will include
at a minimum:

» Number of businesses/facilities inspected;

» Number of enforcement actions taken, including the amount of fines or
monies assessed and collected;

* Number of complaints referred to COUNTY by the Regional Board;
* Total number of complaint responses by COUNTY;
» Enforcement assistance provided to the Regional Board;

* Inspection or complaint response records for specific facilities requested by
CITY on an as-needed basis.

* Program effectiveness evaluation data.
12. Provide for progress evaluation.

A. COUNTY and CITY shall meet on a quarterly basis for program updates and
coordination purposes. COUNTY and CITY will meet semi-annually to
evaluate program effectiveness.

B. COUNTY and CITY will develop methodology for conducting CISCP program
effectiveness evaluations to be completed by the COUNTY and reported as a
part of item 11 above.

C. As with its other regulatory programs, COUNTY will prepare required records
or documentation relating to the stormwater program for the purpose of a
financial review or analysis by CITY and COUNTY Auditor(s).

13. Mitigation of Pollutant Sources

A. If COUNTY discovers during an inspection or in response to a complaint
that pollutants from a CISCP facility pose an imminent threat of entering
the City's storm drain system or natural surface water, and causing an
exceedance of a receiving water limitation, COUNTY will take reasonable
action to ensure that timely measures are taken to mitigate the pollutant
source. COUNTY will either:

i. Ensure that the responsible party has acted to effectively mitigate
the poliutant source; or
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ii. Promptly notify the appropriate agencies that have the authority
to abate the discharge in lieu of the responsible party.

. COUNTY will establish, maintain, and provide its staff with proper
procedures and a current list of contacts for making appropriate
notifications to other agencies for timely pollutant mitigation.

. COUNTY will not be financially responsible for pollutant mitigation.

Page 12 of 14



EXHIBIT B to Agreement
between the COUNTY OF SACRAMENTO,
hereafter referred to as "COUNTY," and
the CITY OF FOLSOM, hereafter referred to as "CITY"

. CITY DESCRIPTION OF SERVICES

Consistent with applicable provisions of the Folsom City Charter and Municipal Code,
CITY will work within a cooperative relationship with COUNTY and provide the following
services:

1. Assist in the specification of the commercial and industrial facilities to be
inspected, as defined by Permit.

CITY will work with COUNTY to continue to maintain and update an inclusive
inventory of commercial and industrial facilities that are subject to inspections,
enforcement, and other associated activities, as defined by the Permit.

2. Provide support for presentations before COUNTY Board of Supervisors and
other groups or individuals.

If requested by COUNTY, CITY will assist in the presentation of stormwater related
issues before COUNTY Board of Supervisors and any other groups or individuals.

3. Modification of Local Stormwater Ordinance.

If necessary, CITY staff will amend or modify and present to the City Council
proposed amendments to CITY’s existing Stormwater Ordinance to ensure ongoing
authorization is provided to COUNTY to implement the stormwater compliance
program for commercial and industrial facilities consistently County-wide.

4. Provide Adequate Industry Notification.

CITY will continue to maintain and update industry notification and educational
materials and, when requested by the COUNTY, will participate with COUNTY in
workshops and other outreach efforts to inform the regulated community of pending
fees and significant compliance issues and changes to the compliance program.

5. Assist in staff training.
If requested by COUNTY, CITY will provide assistance in developing staff training
modules and materials. CITY will also assist, if requested, in the development of a

work plan documenting additional staff required for the implementation of the
commercial and industrial stormwater compliance program.
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. Appointment of a Senior Level Manager, or a Senior Level Manager's
designated representative, as liaison to COUNTY for coordination with the
commercial and industrial stormwater compliance program.

CITY will appoint a senior level manager or identify a senior level manager designee
to oversee the commercial and industrial facility stormwater program activities and to
act as the primary liaison with COUNTY.

. Provide for complaint response.

CITY will be responsible for complaint response for those industries in the CITY that
are not specified by the Permit or the Regional Board to be included in the
commercial and industrial inspection program.

. Reporting and documentation requirements.

CITY will work with COUNTY to develop specific report format(s) including data
elements needed to comply with reporting requirements contained in the Permit.

. Other Additional Services.

CITY may develop and provide to COUNTY educational outreach materials to be
distributed during commercial and industrial inspections.
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Folsom City Council

Staff Regort

MEETING DATE: 6/9/2020

AGENDA SECTION: | Consent Calendar

SUBJECT: Resolution No. 10463 — A Resolution Authorizing the City
Manager to Execute an Agreement with Sacramento Housing
and Redevelopment Agency for Continued Participation in the
Community Development Block Program from January 1, 2021
to December 31, 2023

FROM: Community Development Department

RECOMMENDATION / CITY COUNCIL ACTION

Move to Adopt Resolution No. 10463 - A Resolution Authorizing the City Manager to
Execute an Agreement with Sacramento Housing and Redevelopment Agency for Continued
Participation in the Community Development Block Program from January 1, 2021 to
December 31, 2023,

BACKGROUND /ISSUE

The City of Folsom currently has a Community Development Block Grant (CDBG)
cooperation agreement with the Sacramento Housing and Redevelopment Agency (SHRA).
This agreement authorizes SHRA to assist the City of Folsom with essential community
development and housing assistance activities and to approve eligible programs and/or
projects. In addition, this agreement allows the City of Folsom to participate in the HOME
Investment Partnership Program (HOME) and Emergency Solutions Grant Program (ESG).
Currently, the City of Folsom uses CDBG funds for the Seniors Helping Seniors Home
Repair Program and for the City’s proportional contribution to the regional Renter’s Helpline
contract.

The current cooperation agreement will expire December 31, 2020. As such, continued
participation in the SHRA administered CDBG, HOME and ESG funds requires the City to



renew the Cooperation Agreement for years 2021, 2022 and 2023. Renewal of this
Agreement will provide approximately $165,000 per year of CDBG funds for the City’s
Seniors Helping Seniors Home Repair Program, the Renter’s Helpline contract and other
eligible programs and/or projects.

POLICY /RULE

Participation in the Sacramento Housing and Redevelopment Agency’s cooperation
agreement requires City Council authorization.

ANALYSIS

In 1987, the City of Folsom, as a subrecipient of SHRA, applied for CDBG funds to be used
for affordable housing rehabilitation loan programs and ADA upgrades. Through the years
these funds have enabled the City to provide ADA upgrades and to provide over 200
rehabilitation loans to low-income residents. In addition, since 2012 the City has used
CDBG funds for the Seniors Helping Seniors Program. The City of Folsom Seniors Helping
Seniors Program provides Minor Repair Grants (up to $2,500.00 per year) and Housing
Rehabilitation Major Repair Grants (up to $7,500.00 per recipient) to repair a limited number
of serious health and safety hazards in owner-occupied senior housing units. Since July of
2012, approximately $1,200,000 of CDBG funds have been utilized to assist over 243 senior
households. There is no cost to the City to continue its agreement with SHRA.

FINANCIAL IMPACT

Financial support for the Seniors Helping Seniors Home Repair Program is funded with
Community Development Block Grant funds and the City’s Housing Trust Fund. This
program’s associated activities do not impact the General Fund and will not impact the City’s
financial forecast.

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW

The project is categorically exempt from environmental review under Section 15061(b)(3) of
the CEQA Guidelines (Review for Exemption)

ATTACHMENTS

Resolution No. 10463 — A Resolution Authorizing the City Manager to Execute an
Agreement with Sacramento Housing and Redevelopment Agency for Continued
Participation in the Community Development Block Program from January 1, 2021 to
December 31, 2023.



Submitted,

%

/

Pam Johns, Community Development Director




RESOLUTION NO. 10463

A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER TO EXECUTE AN AGREEMENT
WITH SACRAMENTO HOUSING AND REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY FOR CONTINUED
PARTICIPATION IN THE COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT BLOCK GRANT PROGRAM
FROM JANUARY 1, 2021 TO DECEMBER 31, 2023

WHEREAS, the City of Folsom remains committed to ensuring adequate and affordable
housing for households in the City of Folsom; and

WHEREAS, there is a need in the City of Folsom to continue to provide financial assistance for
home repairs to low-income seniors; and

WHEREAS, execution of the cooperation agreement between the City and the Sacramento
Housing and Redevelopment Agency will provide financial assistance to low-income seniors in the City
of Folsom and allow participation in other eligible projects and programs (such as the Renter’s Helpline)
with no fiscal impact to the City; and

WHEREAS, cooperation with the Sacramento Housing and Redevelopment Agency on the
CDBG Program contributes to the City of Folsom 2014-2021 Housing Element goal of providing a
range of housing services for Folsom residents with special needs, including seniors and persons with
disabilities;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Folsom that the
City Manager is authorized to execute an agreement with Sacramento Housing and Redevelopment
Agency, in a form approved by the City Attorney, for continued participation in the Community
Development Block Grant Program from January 1, 2021 to December 31, 2023.

PASSED AND ADOPTED on this 9th day of June 2020, by the following roll-call vote:

AYES: Council Member(s):
NOES: Council Member(s):
ABSENT: Council Member(s):
ABSTAIN:  Council Member(s):

Sarah Aquino, MAYOR
ATTEST:

Christa Freemantle, CITY CLERK

Resolution No. 10463
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Folsom City Council

Staff Reﬁort

MEETING DATE: 6/9/2020

AGENDA SECTION: | Consent Calendar

SUBJECT: Resolution No. 10464 - A Resolution Authorizing the City
Manager to Seek Grant Funds from the United States Bureau of
Reclamation for a WaterSMART Drought Response Program
Drought Resiliency Project

FROM: Environmental and Water Resources Department

RECOMMENDATION / CITY COUNCIL ACTION

The Environmental and Water Resources Department recommends the City Council pass and
adopt Resolution No. 10464 - A Resolution Authorizing the City Manager to Seek Grant Funds
from the United States Bureau of Reclamation for a WaterSMART Drought Response Program
Drought Resiliency Project.

BACKGROUND /ISSUE

The United States Department of the Interior’s WaterSMART (Sustain and Manage America’s
Resources for Tomorrow) Program provides a framework for Federal leadership and assistance
to stretch and secure water supplies for future generations in support of the Department’s
priorities. Through WaterSMART, the Bureau of Reclamation (Reclamation) leverages
Federal and non-Federal funding to work cooperatively with states, tribes, and local entities as
they plan for and implement actions to increase water supply reliability through investments
in existing infrastructure and attention to local water conflicts. Reclamation issued Funding
Opportunity Announcement (FOA) No. BOR-DO-20-F002 to make funding available for
drought resiliency projects.

The WaterSMART Drought Response Program supports a proactive approach to drought by
providing financial assistance to water managers to develop and update comprehensive drought
plans (Drought Contingency Planning) and implement projects that will build long-term
resilience to drought (Drought Resiliency Projects). This FOA supports Drought Resiliency



Projects that will build long-term resilience to drought and reduce the need for emergency
response actions. The objective of this FOA is to invite states, tribes, irrigation districts, water
districts, and other organizations with water or power delivery authority to leverage their
money and resources by cost sharing with Reclamation on Drought Resiliency Projects that
will increase the reliability of water supplies; improve water management; and provide benefits
for fish, wildlife, and the environment to mitigate impacts caused by drought.

POLICY /RULE

The City of Folsom’s financial policy requires that the City Council approve grant applications
that require an ongoing commitment of resources or staff. The proposed projects would require
ongoing operations and maintenance currently provided by existing staffing resources. No
additional staff or financial resources are required for the projects included within the grant
application.

ANALYSIS

During the 2013-2016 drought, the City collaborated with Regional Water Purveyors through
the Regional Water Authority (RWA) to develop a Regional Water Reliability Plan (RWRP)
and a Regional Drought Contingency Plan (RDCP). The RDCP was a regional planning effort
partially funded by Reclamation through its WaterSMART Drought Response Program. The
City of Folsom was one of five partner agencies that helped develop the RDCP. Included in
the analysis are water supply vulnerabilities (low reservoir storage and Central Valley Project
allocation shortages) and potential mitigation actions (interties, wells, and conjunctive use).

Reclamation will provide funding for projects that build long-term resilience to drought and
reduce the need for emergency response actions through this Drought Resiliency Projects
Grants FOA. Drought resiliency can be defined as the capacity of a community to cope with
and respond to drought. Under this FOA, Reclamation will prioritize projects supported by an
existing drought planning effort and fund projects that will build resiliency to drought by:

o Increasing the reliability of water supplies.

e Improving water management.

e Providing benefits for fish and wildlife and the environment.

Under the FOA, there are existing and proposed Capital Improvement Projects (CIP) within
the Environmental and Water Resources Department that improve the City’s resiliency to
future drought conditions. One project is included in the Fiscal Year 2019-20 CIP budget, one
project is included in the Fiscal Year 2020-21 CIP budget and one project would need to be
appropriated. Each project is described in more detail below.

Ashland Water Rehabilitation Project No. 1, Fiscal Year 2019-20
This project involves rehabilitating 1,800 lineal feet of existing 18-inch and 21-inch waterline

through a combination of both open-cut and trenchless technologies. This section of pipe also
serves as an intertie between the City and San Juan Water District. In addition, this project also



includes SCADA upgrades to the existing Rainbow Bridge pressure reducing station, as well
as upgrades to other water facilities such as valves, blow-offs and air relief valves. This project
meets Reclamation’s criteria of increasing the reliability of water supplies through
infrastructure improvements.

Water Treatment Plant Backwash and Recycled Water Capacity Project, Fiscal Year
2020-21

This project involves the replacement and upsizing of the City's water treatment plant (WTP)
reclaimed backwash water pumps and pipeline. The Environmental Protection Agency allows
water agencies to reuse up to 10% of the water used for backwashing based on the WTP design
capacity (50 million gallons per day). Backwashing is the process used to clean the filters at
the WTP. Currently, the City can only reuse 4% of backwash water capacity due to the existing
pumps and piping, which have limited capacity. Only being able to reuse 4% of the water limits
the City's ability to backwashing efficiently. Additionally, increasing the recycled water
capacity greatly reduces the City's risk for the potential to overflow the recycled backwash
pond, which would flow into the local storm drain system. This project meets Reclamation’s
criteria of increasing the reliability of water supplies through infrastructure improvements.

Empire Ranch Non-Potable Water Well

One option to address these shortages is through the development of a supplemental
groundwater resource either within the City or elsewhere. The City received Prop 84 Local
Groundwater Assistance Fund Grant in April 2014 from the Department of Water Resources.
The purpose of this study was to implement some recommendations from earlier groundwater
studies and expand the understanding and available data for the groundwater resource located
in northeastern Folsom. The City has continued to increase the understanding of their
groundwater resource that could be a valuable supplemental supply in the City’s overall
integrated water supply system. The groundwater resource could provide non-potable water to
augment the treated surface water consumed by the City of Folsom’s non-potable/recycled
water “purple pipe.”

The City developed the Humbug Well in August 2015, across the street from the Empire Ranch
Golf Course. Typically, during the months of April through September in a given calendar
year, the Empire Ranch Golf Course will receive treated water for golf course irrigation
purposes. In the last ten years, this amount has averaged 90 acre-feet per year. The remaining
water supply for the golf course is provided by private wells located on golf course property.
In an effort to supplement the need for treated water to irrigate the golf course, the installation
of a new well and the associated piping could provide groundwater in lieu of surface water.

Approximately 1,100 lineal feet of six or eight inch pipe would convey the groundwater from
the pump to the existing non-potable purple pipe or to the non-potable pipeline connected to
the golf course. This project could potentially be Phase 1 of a two-phase project. A second
location, the East Natoma well, will be monitored to see if there are any water level impacts to
this proposed well location. If there are not any water levels impacts due to the installation and



operation of the Humbug Well, the City could proceed to a phase 2 and the installation of a
well at this location, which is right behind Mexquite on East Natoma. This project meets
Reclamation’s criteria of constructing wells to provide back-up water supplies during times of
drought.

FISCAL IMPACT

To fund the proposed projects, is estimated at an overall cost of $2,270,000, the City desires
to apply for a grant for up to $750,000 from Reclamation. The remaining project costs
$1,520,000, will be funded from the Water Impact Fund (Fund 456) and the Water Operating
Fund (Fund 520). The expected award date for the grant is late 2020 or early 2021 based on
the information provided in the FOA and projects should be completed by September 2023.
Proposed project costs are included in the Fiscal Year 2019-20 Capital Improvement Plan
budget and in the Fiscal Year 2020-21 Capital Improvement Plan budget. The FOA requires
an applicant cost share of at least 50 percent of the total project costs.

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW

The Ashland Rehabilitation Project No. 1 and the Water Treatment Plant Backwash and
Recycled Water Capacity Project are considered rehabilitation projects of existing
infrastructure; and therefore, are categorically exempt from environmental review under the
California Environmental Quality Act as noted in Title 14 — California Code of Regulations,
Chapter 3 — Guidelines for Implementation of the California Environmental Quality Act,
Article 19 — Categorical Exemptions, Section 15302 — Replacement or Reconstruction.

The Empire Ranch well installation project will include its own environmental analysis under
CEQA and will be brought back to City Council at a future date.

ATTACHMENTS

Resolution No. 10464 - A Resolution Authorizing the City Manager to Seek Grant Funds from
the United States Bureau of Reclamation for a WaterSMART Drought Response Program
Drought Resiliency Project

Submitted,

Marcus Yasutake, Director
ENVIRONMENTAL AND WATER RESOURCES DEPARTMENT



RESOLUTION NO. 10464

A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER TO SEEK GRANT FUNDS
FROM THE UNITED STATED BUREAU OF RECLAMATION FOR A WATERSMART
DROUGHT RESPONSE PROGRAM DROUGHT RESILIENCY PROJECT

WHEREAS, the City is eligible to receive up to $750,000 in federal grant funds
through the U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation WaterSMART Drought
Response Program: Drought Resiliency Project for Fiscal Year 2021; and

WHEREAS, the City identifies projects that are critical to ensuring the delivery of
adequate and high-quality water supply to all residents and businesses; and

WHEREAS, the City collaborated with four other water agencies and the Regional
Water Authority to develop a Regional Drought Contingency Plan; and

WHEREAS, the City desires to apply for $750,000 from Reclamation to improve water
supply reliability and drought resiliency; and

WHEREAS, the City of Folsom will comply with federal statutes, regulations, policies,
guidelines and requirements for application, acceptance and use of federal funds for these
federally assisted projects; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the City Council of the City of Folsom
authorizes the City Manager to seek grant funds from the United States Bureau of Reclamation
for a WaterSMART Drought Response Program Drought Resiliency Project.

PASSED AND ADOPTED this 9" day of June 2020, by the following roll-call vote:

AYES: Council Member(s):
NOES: Council Member(s):
ABSENT:  Council Member(s):
ABSTAIN: Council Member(s):

Sarah Aquino, MAYOR
ATTEST:

Christa Freemantle, CITY CLERK

Resolution No. 10464
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Folsom City Council

Staff Reﬁort

MEETING DATE: 6/9/2020

AGENDA SECTION: | Consent Calendar

SUBJECT: Resolution No. 10466 — A Resolution Electing the Population
and Inflation Factors and Establishing the Fiscal Year 2020-21
Appropriations Limit

FROM: Finance Department

RECOMMENDATION / CITY COUNCIL ACTION

It is recommended that the City Council adopt Resolution No. 10466 — A Resolution Electing
the Population and Inflation Factors and Establishing the FY 2020-21 Appropriations Limit.

BACKGROUND /ISSUE

The Gann Spending Limitation Initiative (Article XIII B of the State Constitution) adopted as
Proposition 4 in June 1979 (and subsequently modified by Proposition 111 in June 1990),
requires the City to annually adopt a resolution setting an appropriations limit for the upcoming
fiscal year. The Gann Spending Limitation was intended to provide citizen control of
government spending and taxation.

The City Manager’s Fiscal Year 2020-21 Operating Budget and Capital Improvement Plan
(CIP) was adopted by the City Council on May 26, 2020.

POLICY /RULE

California Government Code, Section 7910 (a) “each year the governing body of each local
jurisdiction shall, by resolution, establish its appropriations limit and make other necessary
determinations for the following fiscal year pursuant to Article XIII B of the California
Constitution at a regularly scheduled meeting or noticed special meeting....”

California Constitution. Article XIIIB. Sec. 1. “The total annual appropriations subject to
limitation of the State and of each local government shall not exceed the appropriations limit




of the entity of government for the prior year adjusted for the change in the cost of living and
the change in population, except as otherwise provided in this article.

Folsom Municipal Code, Section 3.02.030, Budget

“An Annual Budget shall be prepared by the City Manager, with the assistance of the Finance
Director. . . . (G) The City Council shall adopt the annual budget by Resolution by fund and
program by affirmative vote of at least three members, on or before the last working day of the
last month of the current fiscal year. If the City Council fails to adopt the budget by the last
working day of the current fiscal year, the budget as presented by the City Manager shall be
deemed adopted.”

ANALYSIS

Information from the California Department of Finance regarding population and per capita
personal income has now been received and the calculation for the Gann Spending Limitation
is attached. The establishment of the 2020-21 Appropriations Limit (“Gann Limit”) is
necessary to comply with Article XIIIB of the State Constitution. The Gann Limit limits the
amount of revenue classified as proceeds of taxes that can be appropriated in any fiscal year
by a government entity. Certain exclusions are allowed including transfers, capital outlay and
payments for debt service. The maximum allowable appropriation of revenues subject to
limitations for Fiscal Year 2020-21 is $103,659,868, and the FY 2020-21 Budget with the
exclusions, referenced above, is within this limit. This maximum amount increases or
decreases each year depending on the percentage change in the per capita personal income
(3.73%) and the percentage change in population (3.05%). The California Department of
Finance has estimated the total population for the City of Folsom as of January 1, 2020 as
81,610, and after deducting prison population the estimated population is 76,065. The formula
for calculating the limits was based on the Fiscal Year 1978-79 “base year” revenues. For
Fiscal Year 2020-21 the budgeted revenues subject to limitation total $65,729,381, which is
$37,930,487 less than the maximum allowed.

ATTACHMENTS

1. Resolution No. 10466 — A Resolution Electing the Population and Inflation Factors and
Establishing the FY 2020-21 Appropriations Limit
2. Gann Appropriations Limit for FY 2020-21

Submitted,

("‘-__ = Y A -
NG
Stacey Tamagni, Finance Director
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RESOLUTION NO. 10466

A RESOLUTION ELECTING THE POPULATION AND INFLATION FACTORS AND
ESTABLISHING THE FISCAL YEAR 2020-2021 APPROPRIATIONS LIMIT

WHEREAS, Section 3.02.030 of the Folsom Municipal Code states “An Annual Budget shall be
prepared by the City Manager, with the assistance of the Finance Director . . .”; and

WHEREAS, the City Council is required by Government code 7910 to establish its appropriations
limit by resolution and approve the appropriate inflation and population factors used in the calculation of
the limit, and;

WHEREAS, on the 26th day of May 2020, the City Council approved the City Manager’s Fiscal
Year 2020-21 Operating Budget and Capital Improvement Plan, and;

WHEREAS, the Budget sets forth the “Proposition 4 Appropriations Limitation Schedule”,
computed using the City population growth factor of 3.05% and the California Per Capita personal income
change factor of 3.73% as determined by the State of California, Department of Finance, for the Fiscal
Year 2020-21 of the City of Folsom; and

WHEREAS, the documentation used in the determination of the appropriations limit has been
available to the public in the City Clerk’s Office for fifteen days prior to the meeting; and

WHEREAS, the City of Folsom’s appropriations limit for the fiscal year 2020-21 shall be
$103,659,868.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Folsom that the
Gann Appropriations Limit is approved.

PASSED AND ADOPTED this 9th day of June 2020, by the following roll-call vote:

AYES: Council Member(s):
NOES: Council Member(s):
ABSTAIN: Council Member(s):
ABSENT: Council Member(s):

Sarah Aquino, MAYOR
ATTEST:

Christa Freemantle, CITY CLERK

Resolution No. 10466
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APPROPRIATIONS

SUBJECT TO LIMITATIONS:

$ 65,560,973

168,408

RESOURCES

PROCEEDS OF TAXES
Property Taxes $ 29,884,989
Sales Taxes 22,784,063
Special Taxes 2,950,000
State Subwventions 8,325,005
Franchise Taxes 826,000
Business Licenses 790,916

TOTAL PROCEEDS OF TAXES $ 65,560,973
Interest Income 168,408

TOTAL SUBJECT TO LIMITATIONS $ 65,729,381

NON-PROCEEDS OF TAXES

$ 65,729,381

NOT SUBJECT TO LIMITATIONS:

$ 16,240,783 General Fund not financed
with proceeds of taxes
12,044,170 Special Revenue Funds
10,938,101 Capital Project Funds
46,420,394 Enterprise Funds
22,516,693 Intemal Senvice Funds
18,604,968 Trust Funds

- Miscellaneous General Funds

TOTAL NON-PROCEEDS OF ALL

TAXES 126,765,109 126,765,109
TOTAL ALL RESOURCES $ 192,494,490 $192,494,490
Maximum allowable appropriation subject to limitations 2020-2021 fiscal year $103,659,868
Less: Total appropriation subject to limitation for 2020-2021 fiscal year (65,729,381)

BALANCE UNDER ARTICLE XIIB LIMIT:

$ 37,930,487




Folsom City Council

Staff Reaort

MEETING DATE: 6/9/2020

AGENDA SECTION: | Consent Calendar

SUBJECT: Resolution No. 10467 — A Resolution Approving an Additional
Appropriation in FY 2020-21 to be used for Park Renovation
FROM: Finance Department

RECOMMENDATION / CITY COUNCIL ACTION

It is recommended the City Council adopt Resolution No. 10467 approving an additional
appropriation in FY 2020-21 to be used for Park Renovation.

BACKGROUND /ISSUE

On May 26, 2020 the City Council adopted the FY 2020-21 Operating Budget and Capital
Improvement Plan. During the discussion the City Council requested $500,000 of current
fund balance in the Park Dedication Fund (Fund 240) be used for renovations in city parks.

POLICY /RULE

Folsom Municipal Code, Section 5.05 Budgeting and Accounting

Section 5.05 of the Folsom Municipal Code paragraph H, states in part “Supplemental
Appropriations ... Any such supplemental appropriation shall be made for the fiscal year by
resolution up to the amount of any excess”.

ANALYSIS

The Park Dedication Fund (Fund 240) receives revenue from development in order to be used
for the development of new or rehabilitation of existing neighborhood or community parks or
recreation facilities within the City. The collection of and use of these funds is governed by
California Government Code, Section 66477 and is commonly referred to as the “Quimby
Act”.



FINANCIAL IMPACT

As of May 28, 2020, the Park Dedication Fund has a cash balance of $2.54 million and in FY
2020-21 there is $198,783 currently appropriated, the majority of which is for the payment of
the current lease for turf at Kemp Park. There is also an additional $1.17 million currently
approved in the Capital Improvement Plan for Davies Park and the Sports Complex. In FY
2020-21 there would be approximately $1.17 million of the cash balance available to be
appropriated. At the May 26, 2020 City Council meeting, the City Council requested an
additional $500,000 be appropriated to be used for Park Renovations. This resolution would
approve this additional appropriation to be included in the Park Dedication Fund (Fund 240)
in the 2020-21 Fiscal Year.

ATTACHMENTS

Resolution No. 10467 — A Resolution Approving the Additional Appropriation in FY 2020-
21 to be used for Park Renovation.

Submitted,

Stacey Tamagni, Finance Director




RESOLUTION NO. 10467

A RESOLUTION APPROVING AN ADDITIONAL APPROPRIATION IN FY 2020-21
TO BE USED FOR PARK RENOVATION

WHEREAS, staff has identified projects in various parks in the City in need of
renovation; and

WHEREAS, funds received from development as park dedication and commonly
refereed to as “Quimby” funds are available to be used for park renovation; and

WHEREAS, on May 26, 2020, the City Council requested $500,000 be used for park
renovation; and

WHEREAS, in order to begin the renovations an additional appropriation will be
required; and

WHEREAS, there are sufficient funds available in the Park Deduction Fund (Fund 240)
for this appropriation.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the City Council of the City of Folsom
authorizes the Finance Director to appropriate an additional $500,000 to the Park Dedication
Fund (Fund 240) in FY 2020-21 to be used for park renovation.

PASSED AND ADOPTED this 9th day of June, 2020, by the following roll-call vote:

AYES: Council Member(s):
NOES: Council Member(s):
ABSENT:  Council Member(s):
ABSTAIN: Council Member(s):

Sarah Aquino, MAYOR

ATTEST:

Christa Freemantle, CITY CLERK

Resolution No. 10467
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